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ABSTRACT

1. INTRODUCTION
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2. BACKGROUND
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3. SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE
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3.4 AOSDatabase 4.2 Sampling

4. MULTI-LEVEL RECOMPILATION

4.1 Overview
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4.3 Recompilation




5. FEEDBACK-DIRECTED INLINING

6. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
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6.1 Experimental Methodology



6.2 Multi-Le vel Recompilation
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6.3 Feedback-DirectedInlining

6.5 RecompilationDecisions

6.4 Adaptive SystemOverhead



Speedup over Adaptive Multi-Level
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% of All Methods Compiled
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