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Abstract—Extreme-scale computing involves hundreds of mil-
lions of threads with multi-level parallelism running on large-
scale hierarchical and heterogeneous hardware. In POSIX tieads
and OpenMP applications, some key behaviors occurring in
runtime such as thread failure, busy waiting, and exit need
to be accurately and timely detected. However, for the most
of these applications, there are lack of unified and efficient
detection mechanisms to do this. In this paper, a heartbedbased
behavior detection mechanism for POSIX threads (Pthreads)
and OpenMP applications (HBTM) is proposed. In the design,
two types of implementations are conducted, centralized ah
decentralized respectively. In both implementations, urfied API
has been designed to guarantee the generality of the mechami.
Meanwhile, a ring-based detection algorithm is designed t@ase
the burden of the centra thread at runtime. To evaluate the
mechanism, the NAS Parallel Benchmarks (NPB) are used to tes
the performance of the HBTM. The experimental results show
that the HBTM supports detection of behaviors of POSIX threals
and OpenMP applications while acquiring a short latency and
near 1% overhead.

Keywords—Decentralized, heartbeat, OpenMP, behavior detec-
tion

I. INTRODUCTION

2) Centralized detection method may cause heavy burden
on the monitor thread. How to lighten the burden of the
monitor thread and minimize impact on the working threads
could be another challenge.

3) How to quickly and accurately identify the behavior
of any threads in runtime including the status such as busy
waiting, abnormal exit, and crash could also be a challenge.

The research of multi-threads’ behavior is quite limited
even though multi-threading is an indispensable component
in high-performance computing and there is less kind of
detection tools in POSIX threads and OpenMP applications.
In this paper, the goal is to target these above challenges an
design heartbeat-based API tools including both cengdliz
and decentralized implementations which can be used in-mult
threading applications to detect threads’ behavior under |
overhead. Then, the authors use a series of benchmarkd-inclu
ing NPB for OpenMP and Jacobi, PI, and matrix multiplication
for POSIX threads for executing the designed API tools on
NERSC's clusters. The experimental results show that the
detection mechanism can acquire a high accuracy of detectio
with near 1% overhead.

Extreme-scale computing is expected to involve hundredg  overview

of millions of processes and/or threads with multi-levelgta

lelism running on large-scale hierarchical and heterogese According to the characters of multi-threading applicasio
hardware. The behavior of threads could become so impoend OpenMP applications, both centralized and decergiliz
tant because it may be directly related with the correctnessmplementation of API are designed. For instance, for multi
failure, and resilience of runtime program. POSIX threadghreading applications, the API of centralized impleméata
(Pthreads) and OpenMP applications are typically used fois used and can achieve high performance. While in OpenMP
shared memory systems. For OpenMP programming, it hagrograms, the API of decentralized implementation is easy t
drawn a lot of attentions in the HPC community due touse and deploy among slave threads. Figure 1 is illustrated
its emphasis on structured parallel programming. In order tto explain both centralized and decentralized mechanisns a
improve the resilience of the use of these programming nsodeffollows.

in shared memory systems, the study focuses on detecting
the behaviors of application-level multi-threading pramis in
runtime including busy-waiting, abnormal exit, crash. Each
thread’s behavior needs to be detected separately. Hoverer
tecting these behaviors of pthreads and OpenMP appli@atiorﬂ
is challenging as follows:

Where W,, denotes a keyword to save the behavior of a
thread, and,, represents a thread. In centralized implementa-
tion, a single thread is in charge of the detection work, g/hil
ecentralized implementation each thread not only geegrat
eartbeat but also detects its neighbor thread’s behauotise
right of Figure[1, each thread periodically checks the leat

1) A good detection mechanism needs to consider thénformation of its neighbor thread’s behavior. Whenever a
underlying thread model of the application. Current mechathread changes its behavior, the current behavior will be
nisms may focus on specific multi-threading applicationrsvH detected by one of its neighbors. In the left of Figlte 1, the
to explore the unified interface for different multi-thré@gl  monitor thread periodically checks the status of the wagkin
applications could be a challenge. threads.
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been widely used in software applications for behavior clete
tion [7], [8], [9]. Hoffmann et al.[[7] present an applicatio
level heartbeat interface. The program can invoke thefauter

to generate heartbeats, which enable a software systerapo ad
its behavior to a changing computing environment. In their
research, most of work is to improve the software system’ s
performance using heartbeat technology. Hou €t al.[10pdes

a distributed heartbeat mechanism to detect server nodes in
multi-machine environment, which consists of one masteleno
and multiple standby nodes.

The limitations of these methods are as follows. 1) Some
Fig. 1. Execution flow of threads’ behavior detection. run-time detection mechanisms rarely consider the problem
of high network traffic between detection node and work
node. 2) In large-scale parallel computing, the tools of-run
B. Contributions time behavior detection for Pthread and OpenMP are more or
less missing. Complementary to these mechanisms, a novel
heartbeat-based run-time decentralized detection meshan
1) The mechanism proposed is general, which is nots prppqsed for behavior detection of Pthread and OpenMP
dependent on concrete applications. The design of unifidd ARpplications.
is fully suitable for POSIX threads and OpenMP applications

The contributions of this paper are shown as follows.

2) The decentralized heartbeat mechanism can moderately Il HEARTBEAT MECHANISM

ease the burden of the monitor thread in a thread team. In the The goal of the heartbeat mechanism is not only to
centralized implementation, the number of messages massimnify the APl for supporting POSIX threads and OpenMP
is very large between monitor thread and working threads andpplications, but also to ensure the accuracy and timalines
this may cause a heavy burden on the monitor thread. Howevefor detection under low overhead. The mechanism consists of
the decentralized heartbeat mechanism can balance therburdthree parts. 1) An application-level unified API is designed
among the working threads and achieves a lower overheaghd implemented by language “C”. 2) To lighten the burden
compared to the centralized implementation. of the monitor thread, the task of detection is assigned gmon
each working thread to transform the centralized detection
G¥to decentralized detection. 3) To ensure the timeliness a
rElccuracy, the ring-based detection algorithm is desigmed a
adeployed among the working threads.

3) The mechanism proposed can achieve high accura
with low overhead under ensuring timeliness. The mechanis
automatically adjusts the heart rate to ensure the tinsdiaad
accuracy for detection, meanwhile it can reduce the overhe

to a minimum.
A. Heartbeats API

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sedfion Il )
describes an overview of the related work. Sedfion 11l dessr Since the heartbeat APIs are meant to be easy to use by pro-
the heartbeat mechanism. Secfion IV describes the experimedrammers, they must be easy to be inserted into POSIX threads

tal results. SectiofiV concludes the paper and outlines th@nd OpenMP applications. The basic heartbeat API is com-
future work. posed of a few functions that can be called from these applica

tions as shown in Tablé I. For each POSIX thread or OpenMP
application, heartbeats need to be registered into eaeladhr
[l. RELATED WORK The initialization function Heartbeat_MultiPthread_Init or

Heartbeat_OpenMP_Init is inserted into the application code

The research of behavior detection in POSIX threads angt the zone of the main thread to initialize heartbeats fohea

OpenMP applications refers to judge some threads’ status by, inq threads. Each timtdeartbeat_MultiPthread Generate
checking whether their outside behaviors meet the expecte = —

ones. Log analysis mechanisms are widely used in behavi%{ Heartbeat_OpenMP_Generateis called by working threads,

detection. Zh tall del-based h heartbeat event is logged. Each heartbeat generatedbis aut
etection. Zhou et alL[1] propose a model-based mechanisil aicaily marked with the heartbeat sequence number, murre

for localizing fault by analysis of runtime data-log duritige time, and thread ID. Meanwhile, by calling functidfieart-

runtime operation. Cinque et al.|[2] propose a logging codg . "\yitipthread_Monitor or Heartbeat OpenMP_Monitor,

mechanism to keep track of runtime behaviors. These 10Gg,o onitor thread periodically detects heartbeat sedienc

anaIyS|_s based mechanisms _for behavior de'_[ectlon need trFfﬁmbers and checks whether some heartbeats are recorded or
extra time cost for computation and may fail to guarantegy.,,heq This can be used to determine the latency between
user’s real-time requirements. In order to guarantee theed-

. ; . : .events, and further to judge the behavior of the threads by
requirements, the real-time mechanism such as interfaee i

; , ; . comparing with the anticipated heartbeat sequence.
tener is applied to observe the behaviors of a running progra
When the behavior is not complied with the intended behavior As shown in Figure[12, four functions including func-
the listener will alarm and report the behavior. The integfa tion initialization, function generation ,function mooit and
listener is implemented as detection component, detectiofunction finish are inserted into the OpenMP application.
service, or detection tool [3]. As one of the message passinghe argument “0” inL_Heartbeat_ OpenMP_Init(1) denotes
techniques, the heartbeat detection techniglel[4], [$h&e the centralized implementation is used and the function



TABLE I. FUNCTIONS DEFINED IN A DYNAMIC PATTERN.

Function Description

int HeartbeatMultiPthread Init(int Type) Initialize heartbeat in each work thread and a monitor tthresing
a centralized method, rutype is option as “0” Centralized or “1”
Decentralized.

void HeartbeatMultiPthread Generate(int PthreadNum,int LoopNum, int lteration) Hieeat generation.

void HeartbeatMultiPthread Monitor(void) Detect threads’ behaviors.

int HeartbeatMultiPthread Finished(void) Terminate heartbeats production and save running records

int HeartbeatOpenMP Init(int Type) Initialize heartbeat in each work thread and a monitor tthresing

a centralized method, rutype is option as “0” Centralized or “1”
Decentralized.

void HeartbeatOpenMP_Generate(int ThreadNum,int LoopNum, int Iteration) Hbesdt generation.

void HeartbeatOpenMP_Monitor(void) Detect OpenMP threads’ behaviors.

int HeartbeatOpenMP Finished(void) Terminate heartbeats and save records.

int HeartbeatHeartRateAdjust(float ExpectedHeart Rate) Adjust heart rate to balance latency and overhead.
omp_get_thread_num() acquires the OpenMP thread number Running Busy wait Exit g | Legend
in a thread team. With the OpenMP program running, the @ ------ @ © Running
OpenMP working thread generates heartbeats and the monitor & halure
thread periodically detects each working threads’ belravby ] © Busy wait

checking the heartbeat sequences of working threads. Nate t
“0” denotes success and “1” denotes failure as the retumreval
in each function.

#include "HeartbeatSupportOpenMP.h"
#ifndef NUM_THREADS

#define NUMTHREADS 32

#endif

heartbeat sequence hsh[NUMHREADS];
int main(void)X

int counter=0;

Monitor thread: ID 1 Monitor thread: ID 2

omp-set.nested (2): Fig. 3. Improvement of detection strategy: decentralizetection.

#pragma omp parallel sections nuthreads(2Y
#pragma omp sectiofi
Heartbeat OpenMP_Monitor ();

#pragma omp sectiof

#pragma omp parallel is composed of 2 parts. One part refers the detection foe aliv
#pragma omp for private (j,i) firstprivate (counter) . . . . . .
for (1=0;<n: ++) behavior including either running or busy waiting. The othe
j=0;j<m; j++ . . . . .
oz part means the detection for dead behavior including either
HoaribeatOpentRGenerate (ompget thread num (). 1. counter): failure or exit. Since the monitor task is assigned to each
. working thread, the following algorithm should be deployed
. on each thread from the same thread team. The details are in
HeartbealOpenMP_Finished (); Algorithm[dl. The “H Sequence” denotes a group of heartbeat

return (0);

records for the thread detected and the judgement for thread

behaviors is further discussed in the later section.

Fig. 2. Inserting Heartbeat API into OpenMP application.
C. Adjustment for accuracy and overhead

B. Improvement of Detection Srategy The goal of the adjustment is to help multi-threads in

The goal of the heartbeat detection strategy is to ease tH8aking informed decisions when adapting heart rate in the
burden of the monitor thread and acquire accurate detectididce of a changing overhead from different applications. In
results with a low overhead. Since a great number of messagé¥s scenario, the heart rate could be adapted to the needs
pass between the working threads and the monitor thread, @& accuracy of detection with a low overhead. The algorithm
may cause heavy burden on the monitor thread. In order teonsists of two parts. The first part is to detect and caleulat
resolve the problem, the ring-based topology is constductecurrent threads’ average heart rate. The second part istatep
to release the task from the cental monitor thread. So eachnew heart rate to adapt to the need made by users. The details
working thread in ring takes the monitoring task that it are shown as shown in Agorithim 2.
periodically checks its neighbor thread’s heartbeat secgie

fo judge its neighbor thread's behavior. In Figllie 3, theee a i.e,window_iteration should be specified to calculate

n threads 1,2,---,n) in a thread team. In each time, each the number of iterations for generating a heartbeat since it
thread continues to detect its neighbor thread’s behawor b. 9 9

checking its heartbeat sequence until it finds a thread.alive 'S POSSible for the application to know which window size
is most appropriate for the computation it is performing as

The idea of the algorithm is to judge the behavior of eactrshown in part three of the algorithm. Users usually try to
working thread through its heartbeat sequence. The afgorit specify a heart rate for a multi-thread application to adapt

The number of heartbeats or window size



Algorithm 1 Decentralized heartbeat monitor. Algorithm 2 Adjustment of heart rate.

Input: Input:
Current Thready’s ID (ID,); Current Threadch's ID (I D,);
Thread information global array’.;,g; Thread information global array;
Output: Output:
enum Behavior = {exit, failure, busywaiting, alive}; Adjusted Heart ratéH eart_rate;
1: while (True) do /* Part 1: Calculate current threads’ average heart rate.*/
2: ID;=T}ing.next(IDy); 1: for (Threada € A) do

/* Part 1: Check clockwise neighbor thread’s heartbeat sequence to2: if Behavior==live or Behavior=3usywaiting then
detect the alive one.*/ Sum~+=A.ID..HeartRate,

3. for (ThreadID; € Ty;ng in clockwise’ direction)do 4 Counter + +;
4: HSequence = Get_Heartbeat_Sequence(Tying.next(1Dy)). 5 end if
6: end for
5: if IsThreadStartf/ Sequence) then 7: if Counter!=0 then
6: Err=T"hreadlsalive(H Sequence) 8.  Average_Heartrate=Sum/Counter;
/*Behavior==1 is a return value that denotes the threadsstop 9: end if
running.*/ [* Part 2: Heart rate adjustment.*/
7: if Err==1then 10: if (Ezpected_Heartrate-Threshold < Awverage_Heartrate <
8: /*Judge whether the thread has already exited*/ Ezxpected_Heartrate+Threshold) then
9: if 1==ISExit(H Sequence) then 11:  Heart_rate=Get Current Heartrate();
10: The thread has already exited. 12: Returnf eart_rate);
11: else 13: else
12: The thread has abnormally terminated. 14:  Time=(1.0/Average_H eartrate)*(window_iteration);
13: end if 15:  Amount=Timel(1.0/Expected_H eartrate);
14: else if Behavior==0then 16:  Iteration=window_iteration/Amount;
15: /*Behavior==0 is a return value that denotes the thread i 17: end if
running.*/ 18: HeartbeatOpenMP Generate(32,1[teration”);
16: if 1==IsBusywaitingl{ Sequence) then 19: Heart_rate=Get Current Heartrate();
17: The thread is busy waiting. 20: Returnfeart_rate);
18: else
19: The thread is running.
20: end if
/*Behavior==2 is a return value that denotes the thread IV. EXPERIMENTS
failed.*/
21 else if 1==IsFailured Sequence) then A. Experimental Environment
22: The thread is failure. . .
23: end if As test inputs, a set of computation kernels are chosen that
24: else include Pi iteration, Matrix multiplication, Jacobi itdian for
gg: th}e thread never got started. detecting POXIS threads, and NPB benchmark for detecting
: end i i aati ;
I* Part 2: Generate Heartbeat when the application is running.*/ OpenMP appl!catlons. The IES.t platform Is Hopper, a Cra.y XE6
27: if 0==IsApplicationExit()then machlne provided by the Na‘gongl Energy Research Scientific
28: Save the records into the heartbeat sequences; Computlng Center (NERSC) in Livermore. The nodes used run
29: else 64-bit SUSE Linux Enterprise Server 11.1 on four quad-core
gcl’f endRi‘?tum? AMD Opteron processors and 129 GB main memory. Each of
32 Report: thread D; next's behaviors. t_he AMD processors has 64KB L1 data cache (with a 64-byte
33 end for line size), 512KB L2 cache, and 6MB L3 cache. The compiler
34: end while used is GCC 4.8.1.

B. Heartbeats in POS X thread and OpenMP benchmarks
their needs of accuracy and overhead since the high heart rat

may take high overhead. For each benchmark, the authors analyzed the descrip-

tion of the application and chose a loop in the benchmark.
Functions corresponding to heartbeats would be inserted in
D. Implementation the loop. Tablé_1l shows where the heartbeat was inserted in
. . ] ~ terms of the application’s needs and the average heartrate t
The implementation of the heartbeats API is providedthe benchmark achieved over its execution environment. The
on Linux by C language and they are useful for POXISdocumentations of benchmarks describe the information for
threads or OpenMP programs. The implementation uses filagse for each benchmark. By these information, it is simple to
to save heartbeat data and is appropriate for sharing leeartb find the key loops and insert the call to register a heartbveat i
information among different threads. In addition, the igpl this loop. The total amount of codes required to add heaisbea
mentation also uses POSIX shared memory to save the heatt each of the benchmarks include four clauses, a header file,
beat information and is appropriate for use among separatgnd the declaration of a heartbeat data structure. These ext

threads on the same computer. The implementation adherggdes can be used to initialize and finalize the heartbeats ov
to several goals. Firstly, Heartbeat API fully supports R®X the above environment.

threads and OpenMP applications. Secondly, the deceradali

implementation for behavior detection is conducted to eas :

the burden on the monitor thread. Thirdly, the algorithm%' Performance of Behaviors

of adjusting heart rate is designed to minimize overhead to The goal of the test is to show the validity of the heartbeat-
guarantee the accuracy of the behavior detection. based behavior detection by analysis of the heart rate from



TABLE II.

HEARTBEATS IN DIFFERENTBENCHMARKS.

benchmarks to record their execution time. The overhead is
defined as shown in Equatidn 1.

Benchmark Heartbeat Location Heart rate (beats/s)

OpenMP NPB-BT Every 1500 iterations 1275.1 Eo — Ep

OpenMP NPB-CG Every 270000 iterations 1098.2 Overhead = ———= (2)
OpenMP Jacobi Every 30000 cycles 205.4 EB

Pthreads PI Every 4620000 iterations 10.79

Pthreads MM Every 650 chucks 120.42 . .

Pthreads Jacobi Every 2300 cycles 11 WhereE,, denotes the execution time of heartbeat-enabled

application whileEz denotes the execution time of its corre-
sponding benchmark. Figuté 5 shows the results, the overall
the “H Sequence” mentioned in Algorithm 1. The benchmark overhead is under 1.19%. The overhead is increasing as the
POSIX-thread Jacobi was used as the test case. During tfigart rate increases. In addition, the NPB-BT has the best
execution of the heartbeat-enabled program, the behavines performance of the overhead while the POSIX Pi has the worst
manually changed in a specified thread. Then the authomderformance of the overhead among these benchmarks. Since
observed the heart rate of the thread and compared it to oth#e heart rate increases, the more heartbeats may taketthe ex
normal threads. The experimental results are shown in Eiguroverhead. Meanwhile, the benchmark with the long execution
[@. Let x-axis be the time stamp and y-axis be the heart ratdime such as NPB-BT may cost a low overhead because the
Figure[3(a) shows that the thread is on the behavior of busigger value of the denominator in Equatién (1), the smaller
waiting from the time stamp 100 to 400. The heartbeats aréesult could be generated. Actually, the results indicht t
generated in different heart rate compared with normakitse  the HBTM mechanism can achieve an almost 1% overhead by
Moreover, the trend for heart rate in this period is smootth an adjusting the heart rate to 1000 beats/s by running Algarith
less than the normal thread’s heart rate. Therefore, wedcoul.
judge the behavior is busy waiting. The situation is alsdiadp

to Figure[4(b), the only difference is the heart rate (0 Wepts
from the period of conditional waiting. Figuké 4(c) showsatth
the heart rate is normal and both threads almost exit at the sa
time. Figurel4(d) shows that the thread is on the behavior of
failure from the time stamp 80 because the heart rate stopped
from that point.

@OpenMP NPB-BT
OOpenMP NPB-CG
OOpenMP Jacobi
OPthreads PI
OPthreads MM

OPthreads Jacobi

Overhead(%)
|

Normal thread| Normal thread

j\g Zg """ — Busy waiF :\Z; aoi — CondiFionaI‘ wait
Q h . . Q h
8 501 8 50
© 30 % = 30%
%“3 20%— § 20%— 0 L

10 10+ 100 1000 10000

%6 o0 200 300 400 500 600 %0 00 200 200 400 500 600 Heart rate(bps)

Time (Timestamp) Time (Timestamp)
(a) Busy waiting (b) Conditional waiting Fig. 5. Performance on overhead.

80 80 e For the scenario in testing the latency of HBTM mecha-
@ 70jio{ " Normalthread G r0fedod Nommahread nism, the authors executed the same heartbeat-enablécsappl
|2} B B j%) B . .
T 60 T T 60 — tions and adjusted the heart rate from 10 to 1000 (beatdis). T
3o T ol authors defined the latency that the time it took for a specific
g S w0 , heartbeat to rotate around to return the threads’ behavior.
8 20} HBIIUES. $a0ids Figure[® shows the results that the latency is decreasing as

e 3 3 104 the heart rate increases and all the applications get alftnest
%0 o0 200 300 400 00 600 %0 100 200 300 400 500 600 same latency at the same heart rate. This is because the same
Time (Timestamp) Time (Timestamp) heart rate determines the latency of the detection and thedpe
(c) Exit (d) Failure of the detection should be shorten by the high heart rate.

Fig. 4. Judgement of behavior based on the heart rate. For the scenarios in testing the performance of both

centralized and decentralized implementations, the asitho

run the above 6 heartbeat-enabled applications by ingertin
D. Performance Sudy either centralized or decentralized API function call, dnen

The group of the following three experiments test a seriesecorded the number of messages passing. Figure 7 shows

of benchmark NPB (V2.3 C version) and POSIX threadthe results that in a widow-size of heartbeats, the dedentra
heartbeat-enabled including Pi, Jacobi, matrix multggien  ized implementation achieves by 10% of the number of the
by using up to 8 threads by in GCC 4.8.1 compiler. For thismessages passing of the centralized implementation. Siece
scenario in testing the overhead of HBTM mechanism, thavork of the ring-based heartbeat detection is assigneddb ea
authors run 6 heartbeat-enabled applications using theeaboworking thread to replace the centra thread’s, the dederdda
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Fig. 6. Performance on Latency.

TABLE IIl. E VALUATION OF RESILIENCE IMPROVEMENT.

(Note that the notation EX denotes the exit; BW denotes ttey waiting; FA denotes
the failure; and CW denotes the conditional waiting.)

Behaviors
Performance Approach EX BW A ow
i System Log v/ — v _
validity HBTM Y Y v Y
Latency(ms) System Log 2300 — 3020 —
Y HBTM 18 19 16 17
System Log 10 — 11 —
0,
Overhead(%) HBTM 1 oos o084 Lol

completed (i.e., centralized and decentralized implement
tions). In both implementations, the unified API was design
to guarantee the generality of the mechanism. Meanwhile,
the ring-based detection algorithm was designed to ease the
burden of the central thread detection at runtime. In aolaljti

implementation can dramatically ease the burden of centdhe algorithm of the heart rate adjustment was designed to

thread.

e
=]
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o

OCentralized
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B Decentralized

!
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[=]

'
(=3
=]

~
(=3
=)

Average number of query count (beats)

Ll

0

OpenMP OpenMP OpenMP Pthreads PI  Pthreads Pthreads
Jacobi NPB-CG NPB-BT MM Jacobi
Benchmark

Fig. 7. Performance on number of query count.

E. Performance Comparison

For the scenario in comparing the HBTM with other
behavior mechanisms, the authors executed the mechani

of the system log analysis proposed by Cinque etl[al. [2].
The results of comparison are shown in Tdblé Ill. The resultgy)

consist of three parts. Firstly, the HBTM is fit for detecting
4 behaviors(EX, BW, FA, and CW) while the system log

is conducted to detect 2 possible behaviors (EX and FA).

Secondly, the HBTM can achieve a less tham@&eclatency

while the system log analysis takes more than 28@kc

Finally, the overhead of the HBTM is almost 1% while the
overhead of the system log analysis is up to 10%. This i
because the system log analysis needs to frequently adeess
log file that may take a lot of waiting time for IO operations.
In addition, retrieving information in log file may be anothe

factor of time-consumption. Above all, the HBTM achieves

the better performance in detecting four specified behavior

V. CONCLUSION

reduce the overhead. To evaluate the mechanism, the NAS
benchmarks were used to test the performance of the HBTM.
The experimental results show that the HBTM well supports
the detection of the behaviors of POSIX threads and OpenMP
applications since it can acquire a short latency with néar 1
overhead.

In the future, the complex behaviors in POSIX threads
and OpenMP applications will probably be detected using an
extended HBTM mechanism. Meanwhile, the extended HBTM
will be explored for supporting MPI applications.
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