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A. EQUIPMENT USAGE SU3-REPORT

EJUIPMENT SAMPLED AMOUNT OF PERCENTAGE OF

TIME TOTAL TIME
CFU BUSY 5312.48 3EC 29.33
CPU BUSY IN SUPERVISOR MODE 570.13 SEC 3.14
CPU WALT AND NO DEVICE BUSY 1513.02 SEC 8.35
ANY CHANNEL BUSY 3799.42 SEC 54.11
CPU BUSY AND ANY CHANNEL BUSY 3150,03 SEC 17.39
CFU BUSY AND NO CHANNEL BUSY 2162,45 SE2 11.94
CYU WAIT AND ANY CHANNEL BUSY 6649.38 3EC 36.72
P WAIT AND CNLY CHANNEL O BUJY 0.0 O3EC 9.0
CPU WAIT AND CNLY CHANNEL 1 BUSY 2020.54 SEC 17,16
CHFU WALT AND ONLY CIANNEL 2 BUSY 3697.76 SEC 20.42
CPU WAIT AND CHANNEL O BUSY 0.0 SEC 0.0
CPy WAIT AND CHANNEL 1 BUSY 2951.63 SEC 16.30
CPU WAIT AND CHANNEL 2 BUSY 4628.85 SEC 25,56

CORRELATION COEFFICIENT OF CHANNEL BUSY AND CPU IN WAIT STATE:

CHANNEL 0 0.0
CHANNEL 1 C.14
CHANWEL 2 0.6k

CHANNEL O AND CHANNEL 1 BUSY 0.0
CHANNEL O AND CHANNEL 2 BU3Y 0.0
CHANNEL 1 AVD CHANNEL 2 BUSY 6,90
"HANNFL O BUSY (BURST MODE) 7.0
MULTIPLEX¥OR CHANNEL IN USE 56.21
CHARNEL 1 BUSY 2€.04
CHANNEL 2 BUSY 34.07
CONTROL UNIT 00 BUSY 2.06
CONTROL UNIT O1 BUSY 0.00
CONTROL UNIT 18 BUSY 0.37 SEi 0.00
CONTROL UNIT 23 BUSY 723.80 SEC 4.00
NO DEVICE BUSY 2160.56 SEC 11.93
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