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Since most of the program execution fime is spent in the loop sfructure, the problem of exfracting pardllelism from sequential
loop has been one of the most imporfant research issues. However, most programs have implicit interprocedure paralielism. This
paper presents o generdized method extracting parallelism in foops having the procedure calls. Most paralielization of loops
having procedure calls focus on the unifom code where data dependency distance is constant, We present dlgorithms which
con be opplied fo uniform code, nonuniform code, and complex code. The perfomance of the proposed adlgorithm, loop
extraction, loop embedding and procedure cloning transformation methods have been evaluated using CRAY-T3E. The result
shows the effective of the proposed algorithm.
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