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D. J. Bernstein wrote:
[ ... ]
> Funny. Seems to me that I keep making concrete suggestions−−−including a
> detailed proposal for giving more space to malloc()−−−and the answer is
> consistently ``We really don't care about per−process overhead.'' What's
> the benefit of a patch for people who don't even see the problem?

Speaking for myself (rather than for others), I care about per−process overhead.
  The source code to FreeBSD's implementation of malloc is available at:

        /usr/src/lib/libc/stdlib/malloc.c

If you'd like to implement your suggested changes, generate a patch (preferably
via 'diff −duw'), you may either submit it as a PR via the 'send−pr' command, or
you can post it to this list. It would be nice if you performed some regression
testing to confirm that your change works and is beneficial not just for your
specific circumstances, but for the general case as well.

If you were to do these things, and then people said "We really don't care...",
at that time you'd have justification for the position taken prematurely above.

−− 
−Chuck
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