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SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR PARALLEL 
DISTRIBUTED PROGRAMMING 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

This application claims priority to US. Application No. 
60/472,612 ?led on May 21, 2003, Which is incorporated 
herein by reference. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates generally to computer pro 
gramming, and more particularly to systems and methods for 
parallel distributed programming. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Developing a software application for a system With a 
single processor and a single memory canbe straightforward. 
When vieWing the source code for such an application, the 
source code is often very similar to its original algorithm that 
describes the computable operations needed to be executed, 
and thus is generally not too burdensome to folloW or analyZe 
given the original algorithm. On the other hand, a softWare 
application for operation on multiple processors that uses 
multiple memory areas may be more complex. Such applica 
tions are often referred to as “parallel distributed programs,” 
and there are generally tWo approaches to developing such 
programs. 
One approach to developing a parallel distributed program 

is often referred to as “message passing” (“MP”), Which is 
illustrated in FIG. 1a. With this approach, the system is pro 
grammed as multiple tasks or threads, X andY, that operate or 
execute on multiple processors, Processors 1 and 2, and 
handle data residing in multiple memories (not shoWn). The 
tasks or threads, X and Y, communicate and cooperate With 
each other by sending and receiving “messages”. This 
approach alloWs for the different tasks and threads to operate 
in parallel and communicate With each other When necessary, 
Which may result in an e?icient and high-performing system. 
HoWever, the source code for such a system may be burden 
some to develop because programming the multiple tasks and 
threads and having them send and receive messages to each 
other may dramatically change the code structure and data 
structure of the original algorithm, and hence may be com 
plicated, tedious, and error-prone. The code structure and 
data structure of the MP-based programs may lose much of 
their original characteristics. The abilities to preserve these 
original characteristics are referred to as algorithmic integrity 
and data structure integrity. MP programs typically do not 
preserve algorithmic integrity and data structure integrity. 

Another approach is often referred to as “distributed shared 
memory” (“DSM”), Which is illustrated in FIG. 1b. In this 
approach, a memory space, Which may span across multiple 
memories indifferent processors, Processors 1 and 2, is dedi 
cated for multiple threads or tasks to access, i.e., it is a glo 
bally accessible memory space built on distributed memories. 
Thus, a thread, X, on one processor, Processor 1, can access 
data in a memory on another processor, Processor 2, Without 
having to establish another thread. Developing parallel dis 
tributed programs using this approach is often easier than 
using the MP approach, because DSM alleviates the need for 
major changes in code structure and data structure. HoWever, 
this approach is generally not as ef?cient, because it may 
require a transfer of large amounts of data from the memory 
on the other processor, Processor 2, to the processor having 
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2 
thread X, Processor 1 and thus may not satisfy the need for 
high performance parallel computing. 

Accordingly, improved systems and methods for parallel 
distributed programming are desirable. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention is generally directed to parallel dis 
tributed programs. Generally, a parallel distributed program 
is con?gured to operate across multiple processors/nodes and 
multiple memories. In one aspect of the invention, a parallel 
distributed program includes at least one distributed shared 
variable located across the multiple memories and one or 
more distributed programs con?gured to operate across mul 
tiple processors. 

In another aspect of the invention, the one or more distrib 
uted programs include one or more self-migrating threads 
con?gured to migrate from one processor to another. 

Other systems, methods, features and advantages of the 
invention Will be or Will become apparent to one With skill in 
the art upon examination of the folloWing ?gures and detailed 
description. It is intended that all such additional systems, 
methods, features and advantages be included Within this 
description, be Within the scope of the invention, and be 
protected by the accompanying claims. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

A description of the present invention Will be rendered by 
reference to speci?c embodiments thereof, Which are illus 
trated in the accompanying draWings. It should be noted that 
the components in the ?gures are not necessarily to scale, 
emphasis instead being placed upon illustrating the principles 
of the invention. Moreover, in the ?gures, like reference 
numerals designate corresponding parts throughout the dif 
ferent vieWs. HoWever, like parts do not alWays have like 
reference numerals. Moreover, all illustrations are intended to 
convey concepts, Where relative siZes, shapes and other 
detailed attributes may be illustrated schematically rather 
than literally or precisely. 

FIG. 1a is an illustration of the prior art operation of mes 
sage passing. 

FIG. 1b is an illustration of the prior art operation of dis 
tributed share memory. 

FIG. 2 is an illustration of the operation of a self-migrating 
thread in accordance With a preferred embodiment of the 
present invention. 

FIGS. 3(a)-(b) is an illustration of one approach to trans 
form a DSC program to a DPC program in accordance With a 
preferred embodiment of the present invention. 

FIGS. 4(a)-(b) is an illustration of another approach to 
transform a DSC program to a DPC program in accordance 
With a preferred embodiment of the present invention. 

FIGS. 5(a)-(b) is an illustration of another approach to 
transform a DSC program to a DPC program in accordance 
With a preferred embodiment of the present invention. 

FIG. 6 is an illustration of a Messenger in accordance With 
a preferred embodiment of the present invention. 

FIG. 7 is an illustration of an explicit-navigation mobile 
agent system in accordance With a preferred embodiment of 
the present invention. 

FIG. 8 is an illustration of an implicit navigation mobile 
agent system in accordance With a preferred embodiment of 
the present invention. 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

Methods and systems for developing sequential or parallel 
applications, such as high performance numerical computing, 
bioinformatics, database, transaction-based, and Internet 
applications, on distributed memory systems, shared memory 
systems, and systems that incorporate both distributed and 
shared memory systems, Will noW be described. Some 
examples of the systems are multi-processor supercomputers, 
clusters, netWorks of Workstations (“NOW”), the Grid, and 
the Internet. 
An approach to developing sequential or parallel applica 

tions in accordance With a preferred embodiment of the 
present invention, referred to as “navigational programming,” 
includes the programming and use of self-migrating threads 
or tasks, Which are threads or tasks that can migrate from one 
processor to another. These self-migrating threads or tasks 
may be in the form of mobile agents With strong mobility. The 
approach is illustrated in FIG. 2. These self-migrating threads 
may be programmed explicitly, e.g., With “migration state 
ments” or implicitly, e.g., driven by data distribution. With 
this approach, a thread, M, may perform its computations on 
one processor, Processor 1, and if the thread M needs to 
access memory belonging to another processor, e.g., Proces 
sor 2, it may suspend its computations, migrate, or move, to 
the other processor, Processor 2, and then resume its compu 
tations. 

The source code to handle the explicit migration of threads 
may be in the form of the hop( ) command. The hop( ) 
commands may be used as annotations in conventional pro 
gramming languages such as C. 

In one aspect of navigational programming, a distributed 
shared variable (“DSV”) may be used. DSVs and self-migra 
tion make shared variable programming possible beyond 
shared memory that provides single-address memory space. 
A DSV is logically a single variable that includes several 
variables that may be physically distributed across multiple 
memories. An example of a DSV is a global array. A global 
array, A[.], may include x+1 members, i.e., A[O] to A[x]. 
These members may be variables that are physically distrib 
uted across memories of multiple processors, e.g., members 
A[O] to A[x/2] may be located in the memory of Processor 1 
and A[(x/2)+1] to A[x] may be located in the memory of 
Processor 2. In accordance With navigational programming, a 
self-migrating thread may access all the entries Within the 
DSV. For example, if thread M is located in Processor 1 and 
needed to access members A[(x/2)+1] to A[x], thread M 
Would migrate to Processor 2. 

Another aspect of navigational programming is distributed 
sequential computing (“DSC”), Which is computing using a 
single locus of computation over distributed data, possibly 
stored in a DSV. A self-migrating thread may be utiliZed to 
perform DSC. For example, for an algorithm that performs 
computations on a DSV, e.g., A[.], if the algorithm operates 
on Processor 1 and needs to access data on Processor 2, a 

single thread, M, can migrate to Processor 2 to access the data 
in the memory of Processor 2 and then continue the compu 
tations. 
DSC alloWs a programmer to develop threads that e?i 

ciently access multiple memories spanning across multiple 
processors Without having to implement the complicated, 
tedious, time consuming, and error-prone loW-level tasks of 
message handling in distributed programming. Further, it 
maintains the original code structure and data structure, i.e., it 
preserves algorithmic integrity and data structure integrity, in 
the resulting source code. Moreover, the programmer may 
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4 
folloW the principle of pivot-computes, Which is de?ned as 
the principle under Which a computation takes place on the 
node that oWns the large-siZed data. Thus, if the data is dis 
tributed over a plurality of nodes, e. g., multiple memory areas 
associated With separate processors, Wherein the distribution 
is disproportionate, e.g., a large portion of the data resides in 
one area and a smaller portion resides in a separate area, the 
computation Will take place on the node With the larger por 
tion of data, i.e., the pivot node, instead of having the larger 
portion of data moved, Which may affect performance. If the 
programmer folloWs the principle of pivot-computes, as an 
MP programmer usually Would, then an application utiliZing 
DSC may be as e?icient and scalable as an application utiliZ 
ing the MP approach. 

To illustrate this feature, consider a program that sets each 
member of an array, A[i], to the value of the previous member, 
and then increments that member by one, Wherein i is the 
number of members of A[.]. For a single processor, single 
memory system, the pseudo-code may be implemented as 
folloWs: 

(1) fori=2tox 
(2) A[i]=A[i-1] + 1 
(3) end for 

This program Will (1) count from 2 to x, i.e., the number of 
members of array A, and (2) assign each member i the value 
of the previous member, i—1, and increment that member by 
1. These three code lines may be vieWed as a code building 
block, Which may be represented by the following notation 
B I(D), Where B represents the block of code, T represents the 
type of computation performed by the block of code (T is for 
in the above code), and D represents the data that the block of 
code B operates on (D is the loop index i and the array A[.] in 
the above code). The block may include any type of basic 
programming constructs, such as a loop, an if statement, a 
multi-Way conditional statement, or a sequence of assign 
ments. In the above code, A[.] resides in a single memory 
area. 

In parallel distributed computing, the array A[.] is distrib 
uted, e.g., the array A[.] spans across multiple memory areas 
on different processors, P1 and P2, Where the ?rst half of the 
array, A[1 to x/2] is on one processor, P1, and the other half 
the array, A[(x/2)+1 to x] is on the other processor, P2. A code 
block required to handle distributed data may be referred to as 
distributed code building blocks (“DBlocks”). DBlocks can 
not be directly taken as implementations in non-shared 
memory environments. The essence of implementing distrib 
uted memory programs is turning DBlocks into non 
DBlocks, de?ned as “DBlock resolution.” 

If the prior art Message Passing approach is used to 
“resolve” the DBlock, then the pseudo-code may be Written 
as folloWs: 

(1) ifp == P1 
(2) for i = 2 to x/2 

(3) A[i] =A[i — 1] +1 
(4) end for 
(5) t= A[x/2] 
(6) Send (t, P2) 
(7) else ifu == P2 
(8) Recv (t, P1) 
(9) A[l] = t + 1 

(10) fori=2to x/2 
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-continued 

(11) A[i] =A[i — 1] +1 
(12) end for 
(13) end if 

This program may run on both processors, and it Will (1) 
check to see if the current processor, u, on Which the task is 
running, is P1. If it is, then the program Will (2) count from 2 
to half of the array x/2, Which is the portion of the array A[.] 
in the memory of P1, and (3) assign each memberi the value 
of the previous member, i—1, and increment that member by 
1. Then, the program Will (5) assign a variable t to the value of 
the last member of the array A in the memory of P1, x/2. 
Subsequently, (6) the program Will send a message to P2 that 
Will include the value of t. (7) if the current processor, u, on 
Which the task is running, is P2, then the program Will (8) 
receive a message from P1 containing the value of the last 
member of the array A[.] on P1 via value t and (9) assign the 
?rst member of the array A[.] on P2 to the value in t+1 . Then, 
the program Will (10) count from 2 to half of the array x/2, 
Which is the portion of arrayA[.] in the memory of P2 and (1 1) 
assign each member i the value of the previous member, i—1, 
and increment that member by 1. 
Compare the operation of the pseudo-code using the prior 

art MP technique With the operation of the pseudo-code using 
navigational programming, as follows: 

(1) fori=2tox 
(2) t = A[i — 1] 
(3) ifi == x/2 + 1 

(4) hop (P2) 
(5) A[i] = t + 1 
(6) end for 

In this program, the task Will (1) count from 2 to x, and for 
each count, the task Will (2) assign the value of the member of 
the previous count i—1 to the variable t. This variable t is 
referred to as “agent variable,” and is accessible by its oWner 
thread from anyWhere. (3) If the count reaches one more than 
half of the array A, then that means the task needs to access the 
other half of the array A[.] in P2. Thus, the task Will (4) “hop” 
or migrate to P2 and continue its computation. If not, then the 
task Will continue its computation on P1, and (5) assign the 
value of the previous member and increment it by one. Com 
pared to the implementation done using MP, the DSC pro 
gram preserves the original code structure (i.e., it does not 
break the loop into tWo or more blocks) and the original data 
structure (i.e., it maintains the global indexing of the array 
A[.]). DBlock resolution using navigational programming 
thus preserves the DBlock’ s code structure and data structure, 
and the implementation folloWs the principle of pivot-com 
putes (the pivot node is P1 for the ?rst half of the loop, and P2 
for the second). 

Another aspect of navigational programming is distributed 
parallel computing (“DPC”), Which is computing using mul 
tiple concurrent DSC programs. With this aspect, original 
code structure and data structure may be preserved by virtue 
of using DSC programs. The “intersection” betWeen each 
composing DSC program and the resulting DPC program 
may be minimal because it may consist of only local synchro 
niZations, Which minimiZes the code “pollution” among all 
the composing DSC programs. The composing DSC pro 
grams are said to be “orthogonal” to the DPC program, and 
thus parallel distributed programming using DSC self-mi 
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6 
grating threads exhibits “composition orthogonality.” Fur 
thermore, a DPC application targeted to multi-processor 
environments may be utiliZed on a uni -proces sor and operates 
as a multi-threaded application. Since the memory location 
information is only used in the hop( ) commands used as 
annotations in the code to indicate migration, ignoring these 
commands Would result in a multi-threaded program that runs 
on a uni-processorWithout further changing its code structure 
and data structure. In contrast, in a program developed using 
MP, the memory location information is used not only in the 
Send( ) and Recv( ) commands, but also in restructuring code 
structure and data structure, therefore such program Would 
look aWkWard and become unnecessarily dif?cult to maintain 
for uni-processors. 

To illustrate the feature of DPC, consider a sequential 
program that performs block-fashion matrix multiplication as 
follows: 

(1) fori=0top—l 
(2) forj=0top—l 
(3) Ci]- =Ai B] 
(4) end for 
(5) end for 

In a distributed environment, We may use a processor to 

post-fetch the computed C sub -matrix and pre-fetch the next 
pair ofA and B sub-matrices. The DSC program that performs 
the computation may be Written as follows: 

(1) fori=0top—l 
(2) forj=0top—l 

(2.1) inject (WR (i,j)) 
(2.2) WaitEvent (IObO-?) 

(3) Ci]- = A,- B] 
(3-1) hop (H1) 

(4) end for 
(5) end for 

In the program, WR( ) is a separate DSC program that 
performs fetching. It is “injected,” or spaWned, by the com 
puting thread, and it hops to the other node to perform fetch 
ing, after Which it “signals” an event to indicate that the 
fetching is done. The computing thread Will (2.2) Wait for the 
event to make sure that the data is correctly post- and pre 
fetched, (3) compute the sub-matrix multiplication, and (3.1) 
hop to the other node to perform the computation for the next 
loop. The DSC program WR( ) may be Written as folloWs: 

(1) WR(int i, intj) 
(2) hop(lu) 
(3) Write (Cl-"j" 
(4) read (A-,, Bf) 
(5) signalEvent (I0 170' #1)) 
(6) end 

The computing DSC program and the fetching DSC pro 
gram together make a DPC program. The tWo DSC threads of 
the DPC program run concurrently to perform parallel or 
pipelined computing. In this particular example, the compu 
tations and the fetching are pipelined. 

If the prior art Message Passing approach is used, then the 
pseudo-code may be Written as folloWs: 
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(1) if n == P1 
(2) fori= Oto p—1 
(3) forj = 0 to p—1 
(4) if(i*p+j)%2 == 

(5) Send(“f", (i,j), P2) 
(6) Ci]- = A,- B] 
(7) else 
(8) Send(“c”, (i, j), P2) 
(9) Write(C,---j--) 

(10) read(A,-v, Bf) 
(1 1) end if 
(12) Recv(sync, P2) 
(13) end for 
(14) end for 
(15) Send (“stop”, (0, 0), P2) 
(16) else ifp == P2 
(17) While (1) 
(18) Recv (s, (i,j), P1) 
(19) ' s == “ ’ 

(20) Write(C,-f) 
(21) read(A,-v, Bf) 
(22) else ifs == “0” 

(23) Ci]- = A,- B] 
(24) else ifs == “stop” 
(25) exit 
(26) end if 
(27) Send(sync, P1) 
(28) end While 
(29) end if 

In the MP implementation, the code for the tWo different 
tasks, namely multiplication and fetching, is tangled, pollut 
ing each other. In contrast, the tWo DSC programs in the 
navigational programming approach are composed into a 
DPC program With only local events or injections as the 
intersection between the tWo. This demonstrates the compo 
sition othogonality of the navigational programming. 

In yet another aspect of the invention, transformations are 
provided to convert a DSC application into a DPC application 
utilizing multiple DSC threads running sequentially or con 
currently, thus utilizing parallelization and pipeline opportu 
nities in the sequential computation. To illustrate different 
approaches for transformation, FIGS. 3(a), 4(a), and 5(a) 
depict sequential computations running in a two-dimensional 
space With spatial s and temporal t dimensions. These com 
putations may be executing in loops, Which means they could 
continue to spread along both dimensions (only tWo nodes are 
shoWn in FIGS. 3(a), 4(a), and 5(a)). Each box in the ?gures 
represents a computation. A box marked With R means the 
computation represented by the box produces intermediate 
result that Will be required by the folloWing computation on 
the next node, Whereas a box marked With NR means the 
computation on the next node is independent of the compu 
tation represented by the box. 
One approach for transformation is illustrated in FIGS. 

3(a) and 3(b). In this approach the computation on the next 
node is scheduled as soon as the dependency condition alloWs 
it. That is, since in the DSC the computation on the next node 
only depends on the intermediate result from part of the 
computation on the current node, as shoWn in FIG. 3(a), the 
thread can clone itself as soon as the computation of R is done, 
and have the clone hop to the next node carrying the interme 
diate result and continue the computation at the same time 
When it continues the computation of NR on the current node, 
as shoWn in FIG. 3(b). A special case is When RIQ in Which 
case the computations on the tWo nodes are completely inde 
pendent of each other and can be performed in parallel. 

Another approach for transformation is depicted in FIGS. 
4(a) and (b). This approach explores pipeline opportunity. 
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8 
The computation of R1 on the next node only depends on the 
intermediate result from the computation of R1 on the current 
node, as shoWn in FIG. 4(a). The thread is split into tWo. The 
?rst thread Would, after performing R1 on the current node, 
hop to the next node carrying the intermediate result and 
continue the computation of R1 there. The second thread Will 
be transformed using the ?rst transformation, as shoWn in 
FIG. 3(1)), or using the second transformation recursively 
(i.e., to split R2 further). The tWo threads Will be synchro 
nized on the next node. That is, upon ?nishing its computa 
tion, the ?rst thread Will signal an event to alloW the second 
thread to move on to its computation on the next node. 

Another approach is illustrated in FIGS. 5(a) and (b). This 
approach illustrates parallel reduction. The computations on 
the tWo nodes each compute a partial result Which is added to 
or multiplied by the total result, as shoWn in FIG. 5(a). If these 
computations do not depend on each other, they can be per 
formed in parallel, and the total result can be collected by a 
separate DSC thread, as shoWn in FIG. 5(b). 

Navigational programming may be facilitated by mobile 
agent systems. Self-migrating threads may be in the form of 
mobile agents. Such a mobile agent has the ability to halt its 
execution, encapsulate the values of its variables, move to 
another node, restore the state, and continue executing. This 
ability is often referred to as strong mobility. 

There may be several Ways of building mobile agent sys 
tems. One Way is to build directly on top of message passing. 
An example of such a system is MESSENGERS, in Which 
applications are developed as collections of mobile agents, 
Which may be referred to as Messengers. In MESSENGERS, 
three levels of netWorks are used. The loWest level is the 
physical netWork (e.g., a LAN or WAN), Which constitutes 
the underlying computational processing elements. Superim 
posed on the physical layer is the daemon netWork, Where 
each daemon is a server process that receives, executes, and 
dispatches Messengers. The logical netWork is an applica 
tion-speci?c computation netWork created on top of the dae 
mon netWork. Messengers may be injected by a program, 
Which is part of the MESSENGERS system, or by another 
Messenger into any of the daemon nodes, and they may start 
creating neW logical nodes and links on the current or any 
other daemons. Based on application need, multiple logical 
nodes can be created on one physical node. 

A “MESSENGERS daemon” executes compiled Messen 
gers. A daemon and all Messengers running on it share one 
process, and the Messengers are linked to the process 
dynamically. Messengers are alloWed to call C functions, 
grouped in a user library Which is also dynamically linked to 
the process. There are four tasks for a daemon. First, to accept 
signals, such as UNIX signals, to inject Messengers. These 
signals are sent by the program minj ect or another messenger. 
Second, to respond to requests, such as “search node” and 
“complete link,” from other Messengers. Third, to add incom 
ing Messengers to a ready list. And fourth, to execute Mes 
sengers. In addition, a daemon also provides a function, the 
calling of Which Would result in the autonomous caller Mes 
senger being sent to a destination daemon. Socket-level mes 
sage passing is used by a daemon or a Messenger to commu 
nicate With remote daemons. 

The structure of a Messenger is depicted in FIG. 6. A 
Messenger may include a small Messenger control block 
(“MCB”) 100, Which stores data such as “pointer to next 
function,” library name, and Messenger size. The Messenger 
may further include agent variables 200, a vector of offsets 
300 used to access memory in a Messenger heap used for 
dynamic arrays, and the heap itself 400. 
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There are tWo types of variables in MESSENGERS: agent 
variables and node variables. An agent variable is private to a 
particular Messenger and travels With that Messenger as it 
migrates through the logical netWork. A node variable is 
stationary and is accessible by all Messengers currently at the 
logical node to Which the variable belongs. Hence agent vari 
ables can be used to carry data betWeen nodes, While node 
variables can be used for inter-agent communication. 

A Messenger’s programmer may tell it to migrate using the 
navigational statements, such as hop( ). A destination node’s 
logical address or a logical link betWeen the source and the 
destination nodes can be used as the argument for the state 
ments. When a Messenger hops, it takes the data in its agent 
variables With it to Wherever it migrates. 

A Messenger can spaWn another Messenger using a state 
ment, such as inject( ). Synchronization among Messengers 
uses “events,” and statements, such as signalEvent( ) and 
WaitEvent( ). Since no remote data accessing is alloWed, the 
events are local and so is synchronization. A Messenger’s 
execution is not preempted betWeen any tWo navigational 
statements. A Messenger must explicitly relinquish control to 
other Messengers using statements such as hop( ). We call this 
feature non-preemptive scheduling. 

The Messenger compiler lies at the heart of the system. 
Messengers code, With strong mobility, is translated into sta 
tionary code communicating using message passing With 
sockets. The translated stationary code (in C) is then further 
compiled into machine native code for execution. Strong 
mobility in MESSENGERS means that computation 
migrates in the netWork in the form of a program counter. The 
actual mechanism for handling program counters can be seen 
from a simple example. The basic idea is to break a MES 
SENGERS program into smaller functions (in C) at naviga 
tional or other context-sWitching statements, and use the 
“pointer to next function” as an arti?cial program counter. 
Consider the folloWing code: 

(1) s1 
(2) hop() 
(3) $2 

This code shoWs tWo statements S1 and S2 separated by a 
context-sWitching statement hop( ). This code is compiled by 
the MESSENGERS compiler into tWo functions, each takes a 
pointer to an MCB 100 as its argument, shoWn in the folloW 
ing code: 

(1) f1 (Inch) (1) f2 (Inch) 
(2) S1 (2) S2 
(3) mcb ——> nextifunc = 2 (3) end 

(4) 
(5) end 

.../* code for hop () */ 

In this program, f1( ) uses a “pointer to next function” to 
point to function f2( ), Which is executed after migration. Line 
(4) in the program represents code that calls the daemon 
function mentioned earlier, and by calling this function the 
Messenger autonomously sends itself to a destination dae 
mon. 

One feature of the MESSENGERS system is that it alloWs 
code to either be loaded from a shared disk or, in a non-shared 
?le system, be sent across the netWork at most once, irrespec 
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10 
tive of hoW many times the locus of computation moves 
across the netWork. This feature is the key to ef?cient agent 
migration. 

The overhead of mobile agent navigation in MESSEN 
GERS may be relatively small due to the folloWing reasons. 
First, since a Messenger is compiled into smaller functions at 
navigational statements, it is not necessary to save the func 
tion stack but only the pointer to next function. Second, the 
extra information associated With a Messenger’s status (i.e., 
MCB 100) is small. Third, no marshalling and unmarshalling 
of the agent variables is needed. Fourth, a Messenger runs in 
the same memory space of a daemon, Which is Why adding or 
removing it from the ready list takes only a feW instructions to 
update some pointers in the list, instead of doing memory 
copying. The navigation of Messengers is almost as fast as 
sending TCP messages using a C program. 

In another aspect of navigational programming, an 
explicit-navigation mobile agent system may be built on top 
ofa DSM. A DSM system may be used to serve as commu 
nication media for the globally accessible data, or in other 
Words, agent variables. FIG. 7 depicts the functional compo 
nents of such a system and the dependencies. A DSM 700 
may be built on top of a physical netWork of machines 800. 
The mobile agent system 600, Which may include a compiler 
and a daemon system, may be built on the DSM 700. An 
application may be implemented to include explicit agent 
navigation 500 that uses the mobile agent system 600. The 
advantages of such a DSM based explicit-navigation system 
include: 1) It prevents false sharing; 2) Agent migration is 
faster using DSM; 3) DSM memory consistency protocols 
can help to reuse the agent variables When the oWner agent 
visits the same node multiple times; 4) Daemon programming 
on DSM is dramatically simpler than using socket level mes 
sage passing programming. 

In another aspect of navigational programming, an 
implicit-navigation mobile agent system may be based on a 
DSM. In this system, a mechanism is included that decides for 
the agent When and Where to migrate, and hoW the migration 
is achieved. FIG. 8 depicts a functional design of an implicit 
navigation agent system. A DSM 1200 may be built on top of 
a physical netWork of machines 1300. The design further 
includes a navigation protocol 1100, Which decides When a 
Messenger migrates and the destination. These protocols 
1100 may be designed to folloW the principle of pivot-com 
putes. The other component is a mobile agent system 1150 
that is able to support run-time strong mobility, i.e., a Mes 
senger should be able to migrate at run-time anyWhere in the 
program Without any user direction. An application may be 
implemented to include implicit agent navigation 1000 that 
uses the mobile agent system 1150 and navigation protocol 
1100. The run-time strong mobility may be used in conjunc 
tion With the logical program counter, i.e., the “next function 
pointer” in MESSENGERS. This may result in more ef?cient 
agent navigation combining both the programmer’s knoWl 
edge of the application and the run-time system’s capability 
in dynamic situations. 

In the foregoing speci?cation, the invention has been 
described With reference to speci?c embodiments thereof. It 
Will, hoWever, be evident that various modi?cations and 
changes may be made thereto Without departing from the 
broader spirit and scope of the invention. For example, the 
reader is to understand that the speci?c ordering and combi 
nation of process actions shoWn in the process How diagrams 
described herein is merely illustrative, and the invention can 
be performed using different or additional process actions or 
a different combination or ordering of process actions. The 
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speci?cation and drawings are, accordingly, to be regarded in 
an illustrative rather than restrictive sense. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A method of developing a distributed parallel computing 

program, comprising steps of: 
establishing at least one distributed shared variable, 

Wherein the at least one distributed shared variable is a 
single variable that includes several variables that may 
be physically distributed across multiple memories; 

developing at least one distributed sequential computing 
program to access the at least one distributed shared 

variable; and 
transforming the at least one distributed sequential com 

puting program into at least one distributed parallel 
computing program by spaWning at least one child dis 
tributed sequential computing program from the at least 
one distributed sequential computing program When at 
least one intermediate condition occurs Within the at 
least one distributed sequential computing program, 
Wherein the at least one distributed parallel computing 
program concurrently uses the at least one distributed 
sequential computing program and the at least one 
spaWned child distributed sequential computing pro 
gram to perform parallel processing and/or operations, 
Wherein the at least one intermediate condition compris 
ing one intermediate result that Will be required by the at 
least one spaWned child distributed sequential comput 
ing program to continue computation. 

2. The method of claim 1, Wherein each of the at least one 
distributed sequential computing program includes at least 
one self-migrating thread, capable of migrating among at 
least one processor and capable of accessing the at least one 
distributed shared variable. 

3. The method of claim 1, Wherein the at least one distrib 
uted shared variable is con?gured to be located among a 
plurality of memories. 

4. The method of claim 1, Wherein the distributed parallel 
computing program is con?gured to operate across multiple 
processors. 

5. The method of claim 1, Wherein the distributed parallel 
computing program is con?gured to operate using multiple 
threads. 

6. The method of claim 1, Wherein the distributed parallel 
computing program is con?gured to operate across multiple 
nodes. 

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising the step of 
con?guring the at least one distributed sequential computing 
program to include at least one mobile agent. 
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8. The method of claim 7, Wherein the at least one mobile 

agent is implemented using self-migrating threads. 
9. A distributed parallel computing system, having at least 

one memory area and at least one processor, comprising: 
at least one distributed shared variable capable of loading 

into the at least one memory area, Wherein the at least 
one distributed shared variable is a single variable that 
includes several variables that may be physically loaded 
into the at least one memory area; and 

at least one distributed sequential computing program, 
con?gured to operate in the at least one processor, con 
?gured to access the at least one distributed shared vari 
able, and con?gured to transform into at least one dis 
tributed parallel computing program by spaWning at 
least one child distributed sequential computing system 
program When at least one intermediate condition occurs 
Within the at least one distributed sequential program, 
Wherein the at least one distributed parallel computing 
program concurrently uses the at least one distributed 
sequential computing program and the at least one 
spaWned child distributed sequential computing pro 
gram to perform parallel processing and/or operations, 
Wherein the at least one intermediate condition compris 
ing one intermediate result that Will be required by the at 
least one spaWned child distributed sequential comput 
ing program to continue computation. 

10. The system of claim 9, Wherein the at least one distrib 
uted sequential computing program comprises at least one 
mobile agent. 

11. The system of claim 10, Wherein the at least one mobile 
agent is implemented using self-migrating threads. 

12. The system of claim 10, Wherein the at least one mobile 
agent is an explicit-navigation mobile agent. 

13. The system of claim 10, Wherein the at least one mobile 
agent is an implicit-navigation mobile agent. 

14. The system of claim 10, Wherein the at least one mobile 
agent is con?gured to move from one processor to another 
processor. 

15. The system of claim 10, Wherein the at least one mobile 
agent operates Within a distributed shared memory system. 

16. The system of claim 9, Wherein the at least one proces 
sor is located across a physical netWork. 

17. The method of claim 1, Wherein the distributed parallel 
computing program is con?gured to operate across a distrib 
uted shared memory system. 

18. The method of claim 9, Wherein the distributed parallel 
computing program is con?gured to operate across a distrib 
uted shared memory system. 

* * * * * 
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