
Re: copymemory basic question

Source: http://www.tech−archive.net/Archive/VB/microsoft.public.vb.winapi/2005−08/msg00832.html

From: "Sam Hobbs" <samuel@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx>• 
Date: Tue, 30 Aug 2005 11:03:44 −0700• 

"Someone" <nobody@xxxxxxx> wrote in message
news:oc0Re.6919$ct5.2257@xxxxxxxxxxxxx
>
> However, I don't think that it's a good idea to rely on whether the
> optimizer can do it or not,

Yes. The point I want to make is that it is often difficult for us to
predict what is most efficient and what is a performance problem. It is
entirely possible to decrease performance by trying to increase it.

> it's best to test it with a timing routine to see which method is faster.

It is typical of experts to say something like that.

.

References:
copymemory basic question

From: mscir◊ 
♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Sam Hobbs◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Tony Proctor◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Sam Hobbs◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Tony Proctor◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Sam Hobbs◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Tony Proctor◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Tony Proctor◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: mscir◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question♦ 

• 

Re: copymemory basic question

Re: copymemory basic question 1

http://www.tech-archive.net/Archive/VB/microsoft.public.vb.winapi/2005-08/msg00832.html
mailto:samuel@DOMAIN.HIDDEN


From: J French◊ 
Re: copymemory basic question

From: Thorsten Albers◊ 
♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Sam Hobbs◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Thorsten Albers◊ 

♦ 

Re: copymemory basic question
From: Someone◊ 

♦ 

Prev by Date: Re: copymemory basic question• 
Next by Date: Re: copymemory basic question• 
Previous by thread: Re: copymemory basic question• 
Next by thread: Re: copymemory basic question• 
Index(es):

Date♦ 
Thread♦ 

• 

Re: copymemory basic question

Re: copymemory basic question 2


