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Real-Time Scheduling by Exploiting Fluctuation in Execution Time

KryorFuMi TANAKAL?)

Abstract: In real-time scheduling theory, it is supposed that task execution spends its worst-case execution
time. However, in actual systems, tasks finish, in most cases, in shorter execution time than their worst-
case execution time. In this paper, two methods of reducing response times by predicting actual execution
times and exploiting the predicted execution times are proposed. In the evaluation, the proposed methods
reduced average response times of an important periodic task and aperiodic requests by 13.4% and 32.0%,

respectively.
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Fig. 1 Shortest Job First (SJF) scheduling.
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DOHITIIEFROEITHRIEZF LisnEDEd 5.) £z,
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1+3)/3=233t7%%. @M EDF CTldr20 1 HH
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HTHL, 1370 v Z7HTHK 7T 5. TFEISERHRTE (3
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Fig. 2 Example of the original vs. adaptive EDF.
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C,
d, = max(ry,dg—1) + U—k (4)

CTCTC, kX kBHOIFFRA AV ZITA VARV ATH
BT EEENTS. v ik BHDOA VAR ADOE R
A, di—1 k-1 B/BH (D) DA AR ZADMET

R4V, Cp i k FHDA VARV ADREIFTHE
M, BXU U, BIEEWIZ A7 DFATREL T B =07
oty Y HHARTHS. —N\& U, DEARERD, JE
JAH 2 A7 DFEIS, TDA VARV ADFITIC U, D
NV FiRZ5Z%. max(ry, di_1) DHEICKD, #HEid 5
A VAR AT/NY IR EZSBRWVE S ICHEL T
5. EFAR AT DA VAR AN Ty RIA4 v EE
AN, ETORMZA Y EIEFEM 2 X 27 H EDF I
Ko TR Ya—VENS. U, ZFAHAA DTty
PIfRET DL, U, +U, <1T, ZA7¥y bR
Va—FTNTHBT EDEHETNTND [5).
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e, £z, TBS EIEFAAZ X 71RO TY RIA V7%
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ZHERR L, E U723 TREAEE LTz BRiciE, HEREW,
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5. DLEMRET 2305 TBS OMETH 5.

WIS TBS Tld, JERHA R DAV AR A 2D
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el &, 2204 VARV AIZLLROM Ty RS54~
READFEEINS.



TBIRVEBEFRMERE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report
_ Crer,
dper, = max(ry, dp—1) + T (5)
C

drest, = dpeT, + % (6)

—7i, TBS DT RIA VB FDEDTH 5.
C
d, = max(ry,dg—1) + % (7

Crest, = Cwcer, — Cper, X (5), (6), (1) »b,

c c ye
dresT, = max(ry,di_1) + ika ‘VCETEI PET,
- Cweer,
= max(rg,dp—1) + i — 4,

L7eoT, FELEERICK (B) & (1) ickb, =D
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K 3icBW\T, EE (D) A TBS, FE (2) Ahuss
TBS DAY a—1 2T &RLTWVWS. KHIZIE2 DD
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2 M Ty = 6, TR Cy, =3 TH DO, FAEA7IC
ka7t y AR U, = 0.25+0.5 = 0.75, JERHH
Y—NOFHRI U, =1-U, =025 TH 3.

JEEHHY VA MET ¢ v 7 3 THRAEL, TORERT
FREE 3 L ESIN TV B, TSR B X UEBRO
FATHERNIZ 2 2B FETHS. (1) T, TBSIKE->T
JEEAZ R DTy RIA & dwepr = 3+3/0.25 = 15
&%, EDF 7)V3d ) XIS Ul > ¢, JEEWIZ A 713
T4 v Y5 THEITEFGL, T4V 7 6T r2DlzdlcHh
Wil TWab. ZLT 1l DFATZMAT, T4 7 10 TH
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Fig. 3 Example of the original vs. adaptive TBS.
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— 75, WISE TBSICHBWT, #MiktTFy RI 4 id
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T, 74w 75 ChBUIERMA A2, 74w 27 7T
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WIS EDF DR Y 2a—F 8 ) 74 RLUIFDOX S IH
LB ENARETH 2. BEEDHOMREMX AT 7,1
X%, REFTHICHE SO vy HERRZ U, &3
%L, S EDF &, U; 2% &9 % Total Bandwidth
Server (TBS) IC K-> T WHoREIENZ2DDA4 VA
RYUANFEITENBZRAEFMCEDERIXT T EMNTE
%. Thbb, 200 VALY ADFITE Cippr &
Cippsr, THY, TBSIEKDEZBNZZNENDT v R
FA42E (2) &R Q) IKFLW. LEeh>T, ik [5]
KBTS TBS DAY a—J )T DEEMMETZND
fedh, REAZICE D =)V Tat PR U I L
TU<1THBETENRZRAIYYy "BAT T a—FT)VE
IRBEANFRI LS.

ST TBS ICB W T EAMTH D, XAV E 722D
ISR Uiztg, S ICHEINE TBS (& TBS &[A Uik 5 5
Weird. GEISE TBS TERE LTz 2 DO X X 7 Wik
WKHE LI B ZNE XV, maz(ry, dy_1) & di DRED
i, X G, 6) b, 2DODIEFHPEAZICE S
Taty FEHARIZLLFOX S TBSICBITZED LA
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dpgr, —maz(ry, di_1)
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DGE LRI CFEHIC K D EMND.
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FMET L TORWESRIE, Ty RIA VU EHREL, L
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4.1 FHEAE

FHiD7zbic, AR R 7 LIEFIAZ A0 I B R E
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T4 IH5 100 T« v 7 DB O—KEELEUS X o THRE
L, WCET ZEAHOEZ D 1/10 15 1/3 DM O—kkELE
IC&K > THE LTz, FHEROFELTHFEIZ WCET @ 1/3 5
1/1 OMO—kRELEIC K> THE LTz, (JAl—2 A7 D
RBRITA VAR A Bix 2 TR 2 R5D. ) #E0D
JEARZ 27 2 RE T, FMRZAZICE % T aty YR
Up M 70%MD 5 95% DD 5% BE LEmb K5I, X
Aoty MeRHE L.

—75, EFEWZ X721 DNT, U IR +OFERME
131000 7 v 7 BT O FEFEER 1.25 DRT Y Vo,
WCET (& 8 7« v 7 DI, X URFROIL TR
filld WCET %z FRRE 924 7 1 v 7 DFEGMICHE >
fo. BTOIFFAER AT A VARV ZIZDWT, WCET I
N9 % FERORATRHE OBNIG OV 0.33 TH D, BIIEE
MICBF ZIEFAX A 71 K% T oty SRR 0.5% 0
5 2% ETH - I

LUFD 6 DDA ZiHilix g & Uz,

(1) RM+BGS
FA R 7% RM, IERMAZ A 772N\ 7759 R
PF—IN (BGS) TATVa—V 7355 TH%.
BGS &, EITAIHERSAIZ A7 BMEE LR WIGEIC D
F, AR A ZRBUICIITT B EDTH 5.

(2) EDF+BGS
AR A7 % EDF, JEER A7 7% BGS TAT Y 2—
V27925 Th%.

(3) AEDF+BGS
AR A1/ LT, REBEX AT 1 DZ2RGET
%5 EDF (AEDF) K> TAT Va—1) vy
L, A2 A% BGS TRV a—V V7357
AThH5.

(4) AEDF4+TBS
JE Il % X 7 % AEDF, JEJEM 2 A7 7% TBS TAY
Ja—V 27955 ThB.

(5) AEDF+ATBS
JE 2 A7 % AEDF, JERZ A ZiEicA TBS T
AT a—0 T35 THS.

(6) Oracle EDF+Oracle TBS
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JEAMARZR A7 DS BIREERAY 1 DEEGA VARV A

DI TREINEIHITH 555D AEDF (Oracle EDF)

Ol e U, JEFHX A7 28 A VAR ADHE

DB T H 5350 ATBS (Oracle TBS) TA
T a—V 2555 THS.

B U, T UTC, AR 7Yy M 10 B, JEEX
Aty b 10 EEHAEL, ZhbZHAEDET 100
WODY I ab— gy, TOVEEZYZ U, I
BIAHERET S, AMETREHDOREEENZ AV 7
HEZ AT AR Uz, #@IG% EDF B X UHEIGR TBS I
BT, PET 2R3 (1) NDa &LTO5ZfEHL
7. 7x¥, BHIRERDE 100,000 71 v 7 THS.

4.2 #HR

B 4 T EEFE YR A7 OV SER R Z2R S, A
& U,, HEEETEISER (71 v 780 TH5. JH
DREEVWA RV RREEZ A7 L Lilz®, RMICX5
AT a—U Y IMREISERENELZ>7. AEDF %
i % 3 DO HNFFEFE CHERE D (KTIEERIC
HiZ->TW53), TIN5 EDF &0 & EWVILEIFR &%
D, U, M 95%D & TR 13.4% D T Y2 E I oD Fi
Lixo iz, FATRHEMNREAID AEDF (Oracle EDF) HVfx
BEVISER & 7o T, TAUSFATRFRE 252 2 Tl L
G OHEIGE EDF Th O, #5T EDF ORATH2 L&
HxE3%.

B 5 ICIEEIH 2 A7 O IRERZ R d. 2RI
BB L U, PREVIFEIEERHMNELS 55 T EHHRAT
x%. BGS Zf#ifd % 3 D0 RIBERI—HLTHD,
TBS Z 1§ i 9 % J7 AN SRR 2 KIS s L TWwa T
EWbhd. ATBS ZfEHT % ANE, & SICISERHY
ZHEMLTHD, U, M 8%D L ZIC TBS I L Tk K
32.0% DB R ORI & I > Tz, 7335, FUTHERIM
BUHIDO ATBS (Oracle TBS) D ® FWVICEREME & 75 -
Tz, THURFATRERE 2 52 2 Tl U 72355 O L5 TBS
THH, W TBS OERTH S & HixE%.

5. HbHYIC

ARTIEZ X ORITRHDEEN T 5 & 2HEL, T
ST ZEA L TT Yy R4 VEHRICHIHT % T ki
X0, IWERR ST 5 2 D0 RERE L. —DH
FiEISE EDF Th 0, EHEEDEHWZ AT DI 1% 2D
KHREIL, ZO—DHOIITH RIS TRIENICTE T LTz
BTy RS A OMRIC X 0 IR O KD
RTES. &9 D% TBS TH o, JERHY 7
A MDFLR 2 DICHEIL, #EEE EDF & REEDISE R
MEMFZH> D TH 5.

V2 al—va I KBFHITIE, EDFICRLT, #io
I EDF I X O EEEDEWEIA 2 X 7 O IGE R A
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Fig. 4 Average response time of the most important periodic task.
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Fig. 5 Average response time of aperiodic tasks.
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