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Abstract  The scheduling of mixed-criticality systems with communication contention based on
multiple DAGs model is the requirement of automobile electronic systems with heterogeneity and

i

distribution. Firstly, the more accurate “upward rank value” and “earliest finish time” with
communication contention on time are implemented to adapt to the heterogeneity of both computing
and networking, and the synchronization of task and message in this paper. Then, an algorithm called
fairness on multiple DAGs dynamic task and message scheduling (F_MDDTMS) is proposed to reduce
scheduling length. An algorithm called criticality on multiple DAGs dynamic task and message
scheduling (C_MDDTMS) is proposed to ensure the real-time of higher criticality applications. An
algorithm called mixed criticality on multiple DAGs dynamic task and message scheduling
(MC_MDDTMS) is also proposed based on the joint of F_MDDTMS algorithm and C_MDDTMS
algorithm to ensure hard real-time of higher criticality applications and the activity of lower criticality
applications of mixed-criticality systems. Example analysis and experimental results show that the
proposed algorithms are excellent on scheduling length, unfairness, worst-case response time

(WCRT) and real-time.
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Fig. 1 Instance of multiple DAGs model.
1 % DAG #25:f

Table 1 Computation Cost of Tasks in DAG-A and DAG-B on Different Processors
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Processor
A A, A Ay As A Ay Ag Ay Aro B, B; Bs B, B
P 14 13 11 13 12 13 7 5 18 21 4 9 18 21 7
P2 8 19 13 8 13 16 15 11 12 7 ) 10 17 15 6
s 16 18 19 17 10 9 11 14 20 16 6 11 16 19 5
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Table 2 Communication Cost of Messages in DAG-A and DAG-B on Different Processors
&2 DAG-A T DAG-B HZ B ERELER LMBIEFH
DAG-A DAG-B
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€1,2 €1.,3 €1,4 €1.,5 €1.,6 €2.8 €2.9 €3.,7 €4,8 €4,9 €5,9 €6,8 €7,10 €g,10 €9.,10 €1,2 €1,3 €1,4 €2,5 €3,5 €4,5

2 18 12 9 11 14 19 16 23 27 23 13 15 17 13 11 5 6 2 4 8 10

D2 12 8 6 7 9 13 11 15 18 15 9 10 11 9 7 3 4 1 3 5 7

P3 12 8 6 7 9 13 11 15 18 15 9 10 11 9 7 3 4 1 3 5 7
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Fig. 2 U, Instance of heterogeneous network topology
for automobile electronic systems.
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Fig. 3 Example of multiple DAGs dynamic scheduling.
Kl 3 £ DAG 34§ 5w 6l
EST i (njis s paegy sl Pie) = L5 A% DAG AT 55089 BA 51 Task_
max{ EST (nfies , pyog s rhsebies ) o1, } an Priority_Queue;
Pl @ while 5 DAG n] LI do
EFT g (nftest s paege s 18 Ptest ) = @ KA T 55 BAF) Process Task
EFT (nftest s paeg s rlse Pies ) + w; gor. (12) Queue T Z A FETEAT 55 19 B T 46 B ()
4.2 RNFRAERME EST, % T 5 it [a] , 4n 5 A W2k 47 4 B
FE 2 HAhZ DAG 8 B —FF 38 o 20 7 8 2 ok FEARIC AT 55 A TE AR 8 B2 AT 55 5
Rep AL R A 2 8 1 ] K88 R o M BE AT 2 A Y @ KA Process_Task_Queue H1J& 15 £
ik 2 DAG W5 E — A AR 5 07 AT 55k TEAT 55 1Y B 58 iU ] ESTy /T 55 T
& I HLE YL B DAG ERE RTS8 173X 5 A4 LR R] AR AT BRI AT 55 S ©
R IRATBIA 3 FhFs 2248 FH 0 00 Se 2 BAF I LA 1] 56 LA AT: 55
1) DAG £ % it 5& 9% BA 51 Task _ Priority _ ®  WRAH DAG 235 58 DAG HE
Queue. &4~ DAG FBHHA 1A, A F1KE DAG 1y % ) rank, Cn;s pp) s hrank, Cn;) o I %
1T 45 i A 5 CHES. hrank, (n; ) B9 3% 8 N 78T & A %
2) £ DAG 3t 25 BA %) Commom _Ready DAG ) Task_ Priority_Queue, [) B %% fir
Queue. T DAG £ 14, FH T ARGk 45 1T 55 - [A] A Process_Task_Queue H R I8 B KA 55
FEHL AT 55 o 3 3 i )y X HES. L7 [P A Y Task_Priority_Queues
3) Kb BEER AL 55 BA B Process_Task_Queue. ©® 4l DAG %) Task _Priority_Queue H?
AAEERESERIA 1A T AEAE S I T A B4R 1 AT PEFE hrank, (n;) e KL 46AT 5 AN £
%5 AR TR A A S B A I AL 3 AR DAG 7% 3 3t 2% B\ %1 Commom _ Ready _
ARG BE AT 557 X 2 s S BT A 5] A A Queue;
G A S 5 2 R R ) S X ). @  while Commom_Ready Queue H1 {F: 55
FRAE 3R AR AR 3 P BT AR AP OR AL E do
W& 1) 2 DAG 3 54T 5% 5 16 B 4 £ (fairness on M Commom_Ready Queue A%+
multiple DAGs dynamic task and message scheduling., hrank, (n;) Bt RIGAE S n. s
F_MDDTMS) & 3. @ T8 n, FEREAALHLES LAY EST
Ei% 1. F_MDDTMS %%, © TEAR AL LA L R o, 2 ECE) EST,
@ wtafl AR P52 (2) (3) 43 i B F A4 DAG TR /N A B 1, 2 BT 55 AT B 1Y W)
AT & 1w L HE R H rank, (nys pe) Al A4 he s
hrank,(n;) s 3-4% hrank, (n;) () 3% 985 K @ i YRR pe W
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@ W n PR po BT I AR IC 2.
R IEAE B A 55 5

B else

) B n, LA pe W Process_Task _Queue,
Fric A E 43 e Ab B 25 (5 R I b6 o
155 5

® end if

@® end while

@ end while

@® return.

F_MDDTMS % i iy i 0] & ¢ ol O (n” X
XX D) H n A e 2 AT 55 B0 DAG P g

TE5%0.d 9 DAG %, p AL PRAREC . 1 S i PR %L AH
. OWN 5 FDWS % £ DAG 2h 7 {F 5 I i 8 1,
AR SR 2 7 HEE Y B K BGHEAE T 25 A8 DAG
P BE B I, AR OWN FE % FDWS S35
2xPHZE A C 55 5 A AT 55 58 A AR SCAY 3R W 23 B
THAREE O B PR AL PR AR B R FF LR W BE (AR 557, 9 5
B DAG — #1798 .

ST 1R 2 DAG 524 (DAG-B 72 ) 35
F3k, HHBIERTR N 75, K 4(a) Ki% F_MDDTMS
FYLEW) Gannt K, 8 B K B R 85, ¢, Ry 3 3k B 1]
(arrival time). 2 DAG J#E K FHI7E £ DAG FiF
FE K B ek DAG Ay BE K B

b1 P2 P3

0! 10!

20F 20

30 30 F
E 40f E 40 g
= 50 b = 50 | =
[ Q [
E E E
= 60 = 60 =

70 + 70+ |

80 ! 80 | !

90 | i 90

(a) F_MDDTMS (b) C_MDDTMS (c) MC_MDDTMS
Fig. 4 Gannt chart of scheduling for instance of multiple DAGs using three algorithms(z, =35,deadline,=75).
Kl 4 %2 DAG SZ4% H 3 FhE 3 38 B Gannt & (1, =35, deadline, =T75)

4.3 BEXEBRAERE

TR B SR GE MAZ O J2 4 LUAT AR 58 57 1 5
N B 5 —F & Lis 4T . — J5 T BE E AR IE
A N T RE S M L CA M TAIE 6 & S B 1
I3 — 77 T B AT RE M B v AR O Y U MR RE. AN
il O 58 SIS 9 A B R AR U K B RS T e 22 M o
PIE 205 o5 4 4 S BEE I 9 A2 7 AR 1) AR L e R B AT 5
A B R AR G RE B A BRI 4 B A N R Y
A B R A e DR 0 i A i S B R e A e
EWARAT & F R A IR S SRR R LI ELR
B BT AE. 3 T F s 1) 2 DAG A 55 98 B2 50k
TR AE R A MBS 3 58 #0 B AT BUr i PR fE L (A 2
IR TCUE T L IR 5 O B 0 2 4 vh 2 i O i 2 i T 3L A7
FOPRBE. Q125 954 AR A O 22 A R B AR
2R R TR T TS R B AT BE X 2 B 51 BT A i A 2
HI IR A 3 3 DR AN i e 4% HEAE R A DR AP 4
PRLIH B0k 296 2 e G B 4 0T P A S I PE 5 5K H O

AE PRk 32 23 TC W 1 L 38 SR e 22 4 S B 2 Y T A
T 2 ARG 2 4 G B 2N P B IR T
D KGR £ DAG R 55 516 B Z
R IR & RN R G0 2 R GUR I, 0 T 1E
SH ST R e M B b RO P A L A SR TR G R R
T EE SR . AR IR B OGP B AR T SE R Ok
FEOCRMG. ORI A% O B R RS O b &
KHE DAG R 89 B A7 4 55 58 2 40 S TR G Bt
% DAG N i BT A AT 55, B A Y O )
DAG B A9 BT G AT 55 40 Be Ak B 4% 5 AR DG BE 2
DAG R 9 A4E: 55 4 g 43 B b 2R g%
TE KRB T  DAG A BT e T IR
B ] oA 3 1 — s B HEIR L PR H R S 4R AT 55 1Y
T B S8 RIS () A 5 A R L e R
EFT (0} o paeg s e Piaest ) =
EFT (s paesi s rhsmePaes ) —

EST(J (ncmry ’ pdcs! s rfsrc'Pdeu )~ (13)
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F2 ROk 42 OCHE ORI (1) 2 DAG 3 AT 5%
574 B8 B (criticality on multiple DAGs dynamic
task and message scheduling, C MDDTMS) 2 .

Ei% 2. C_MDDTMS # k.

O WA AL 23903 54 DAG AR5 1) b
HEFH rank, (n;» pu) K hrank, (n;) , 31 1%
hrank, (n;) 1 3% 9805 K A 55 i A % DAG
IS4 e 2 A% Task Priority Queues

@ HRAES DAG IR H 5G4 0 HE 9 1 i
BT A% 25 DAG A Z DAG K HE g A5
Commom_Criticality Queue;

@ while 5 DAG 7] LLAE do

@ KeEEHANLBEIAT S S Process_Task_

Queue H1Jg & A7 75 AT 55 19 d5c 7 IT 4R 1) 1]
EST, 85T 45 i [a] 4 SR A kA7 9 B
IR IC AT 55 S0 A 7E I BE AT 55 5
® & Ay 5 Process_Task Queue H & B
TEAT 55 1Y di L 58 iU 6] EST, /745 T
I ] 0 SR A AR AL AT 55 o B
JE 52 AT 55 5
© WA DAG B R H DAG &
50 rank..(n; » p) F hrank,.. (n;) , IF
AT 55 A % DAG iy Task _ Priority _
Queue. # & it DAG 1 5% 8 2%, it A
Commom _Criticality Queue; [&] B ¥f B &
Process_Task_Queue H 2 I B 1) 4% 55t
JCEIAH N DAG B Task Priority_ Queue,
M Commom_Criticality Queue 1 H K
A B 58 P OB P B s 1) DAG, i 44 I
DAG ML 55 BAFIA Q.
@  while Q. WA ES T LU EE do
M Q. HIEHE hrank, (n;) i K #8465 4E
% ngs
©) FEAR AR (0 SRt A ne S RCE) EF T,
/N A R T RE AR AR b SR
55 51 B 09828 50 I 5
® Y ETAA A pr BN

@ B ng 0 ECE] po LT IRE, FRIC 1.
o IEAE T B AT 55 5

@ else

® Bt ng A pp B Process_Task Queue,
Fric 2y 2 43 B b 3 35 0 oK I iR
%

1 end if

@®  end while
@ end while
@ return.
C_MDDTMS 5 ¥k W i [0 &2 2% B2 O (n* X
PPXIX ) Hohon A 2 AT 55 5 DAG iy
580 d 5 DAG B, p AL PRES . 1 Oy Bl B JE
TH 1R 2 DAG 524 (DAG-B 7E i} %] 35
ik, HE R R 75), B 4 (b) iy C_MDDTMS
B Gannt &, 8 B K& 100.
2) RA RPN DAG 3545 51
B
BT R R C_MDDTMS 55 4k B K BE
% 3t 12 S L AH A H A AN R AEROCBE 2 DAG
E AR A ) B AL B AT IR T 8 A4S 2 DAG 1)
P REAC BE . AEAT 55 o3 C b SEI R G0 0N R R G B
% DAG N 5y BT A A 55 AR 2 5 IR G B
DAG i b (8 i A AT 55 o i L BEAE Ak s BR A 9
JE 56 L R 9 DAG W A i T A AR 55 B AT, JF
Hif G N AR FEAL 2 DAG (I8 B K B S AE 7 ]
UE S PR B BB N SO RO IR T EE A BE L TR B
PR RE 55 9 S B - X W R IR A O RS
Ko B FHAR. N, FATHE R & R PUR IS ) 2
DAG s & 4F % 5 14 & 7 & (mixed criticality on
multiple DAGs dynamic task and message scheduling,
MC_MDDTMS) & k.
% 3. MC_MDDTMS %#%.
O WAL 23903 54 DAG RS 1) b
HEFP (E rank, (n; s po) Fl hrank, (n;) . IF 1%
hrank, (n;) 1 3% 9805 K A 55 i A % DAG
IS4 e 2 B % Task Priority Queues
@ A& DAG IR B 5G4 0 HE 9 1 28
WUT % DAG A Z DAG B9 A3
Commom_Criticality_Queue;
@ while 5 DAG 7] LLiAE do
@ M Commom Criticality Queue H1H H} of
4 B 58 i HL G B i i K9 DAG 9 D, 1
BAEBTFR F deadline(D,,) ;

©® ] F_MDDTMS 53 .l g D, . 35
HIHE K E N makespan(D,,) ;

©  if makespan(D,,)<deadline(D,,)

@ while D,, {55 7] L do

M F_MDDTMS 535 M i 2 DAG

ARG IFHH D, 0 B R
makespan(D,,) ;
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® M D, WU hrank , (n;) SNk 25
5% n.;
(D) if makespan(D,,)<<deadline(D,,)
I F_MDDTMS i B & 9% # B A+
% n.s
else
I C_MDDTMS i Ji 3 v ] £ 4T
% ngs
® end if
®O end while
else
@ %% DAG RGN JHEE
@® end if
@ end while
@) return.

MC_MDDTMS 5k iy i 6] 52 2% o O (n* X
PPRUXAD) . Hodon NPT B 24 55 80 DAG
(IR 5550, d Sl DAG 8. p FpRbBRESK, L Ry 5.
HET 1 A2 DAG 54 (DAG-B 7RI 2] 35 %]
ik, B R 75) . & 4 (o) iy MC_MDDTMS
ByER) Gannt &L E K E N 92.

Ao Cunfairness) 2 W £ DAG I B 1Y

VS = e /A G G (OB = N N3 A R PR T = o g
HA DAG B slowdown H, :

makespan o (D,,)
b
mak@SPCl’l multi ( Dm )

Horp ymakes pang,, (D,) 8 D, B H B B B K
B ,makespan,.. (D,) 3=~ D, 742 DAG Wi £ 1)
P K. LT slowdown(D,) 8 % DAG R4
JERIARA P AR

un fariness (MD) = Z | slowdown (D,,) —

D, €MD

slowdown (D,,) = (14)

(15

1
slowdown (D,,) |.
DT,

3% F MDDTMS,C MDDTMS,MC MDDTMS
X3 AR 45 R . F_MDDTMS 3% 76 23
PR AR BEPE e B R 47 HON B 2 DAG-B AR 1k
WIRR R 75 By ZR ;3L T G M R g i) C_MDDTMS
VLR NI 2 DAG B KM I 5 22, (B g i
/& DAG-B (1 1k R 25K s MC_MDDTMS 57 2 £5¢
7% F_MDDTMS & Al C_MDDTMS 5 3
R SR TR G OB GUR W 7E 1 AR 5 B DAG
I FH S B A Rl b S ELA B M R L AE 9 S
Al P Be IS T B T

Table 3 Comparison of Dynamic Scheduling for Instance of Multiple DAGs Using Three Algorithms(¢, =35,deadline, =75)
®3 ZDACEGIRAIMEMEZNHTRELERILE (1,=35,deadline, =75)

Priority Scheduling Length
. . Time
Algorithm Before Time After Time makespan makespan makespan Unfairness . .
Complexity
Instant of 35 Instant of 35 (DAG-A) (DAG-B) (MD)
Bi,As. By Ay, By
F_MDDTMS  A;.A;,As.A5,A6 76 85 0.1059 On?> X p* XIXd)
A7,B2Ag s Bs s Ao
By,B,,B;, B, B;,
C MDDTMS  A1,A;, A2, A3, A4 70 100 0.3 O@n? X p3 XIXd)
AS ,A() yA’,' 9A8 QA“]
By.Byy As,s Bs, Ag s
MC_MDDTMS  A;,A;,As,A;,A 72 92 0.2174 O@n® X p3 X1 Xd*)

By ,A7,Bs,Ag Ao

5 £

5.1 EMIEHR

P8 KB H (schedule length ratio, SLR) J&3F
Y DAG 8 B2 BE A AZ O AR AR 5 ity 3 iy $5 25 i)
fI) WCRT 234 0 A 2R 4 i 1 RGE MR RE Y X
O ARARD S R AR Sk FH b R 8 bR FUAS 28 S PR VE N
S VA .

XF T 24 DAG,SLR Bl 2 DAG 5% 52 bRl B
KEES DAG G B§ A2 4T 55 S0 AT B 8] i Je /N 22

Fb. 8 B P A 1 SLR /0N, D I i R s Ak
SLR IFE AKX N

SLR(MD) = makespan (MD )

min{ 2( 2

EP pUEMD n eCPL(D,)

Hrp,CPL 7R I A2 B (critical path length).
SCUG R RE R R B O 1 A B OB Ab AR
(3.2GHz/2. 0 GB RAM) i) Windows XP HL &%, i {#
A B T B A RmAEIET Java, DAG T 55 B A i T
H TGFF 3. 5(task graphs for free)!" 2 #{E RN [FE 2
B LA AR PE R R AL DAG. 2 DAG 241
DAG %t d€{2,4,10,20,40,60,80,100}. F= A4 BfHL

(16)

Wi,k )}
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DAG 1) 280k B AT %5 M4 n€ {30,40,50,60,70,
80,90,100}, DAG JEWRZ % o« € {0.5,1.0,2.0,
4.0} R HE BE(1.2,3,4,5) KA y€ (1,
2.3,4,5)  lfE B ST B F B H CCR €
{0.1,0.5,1.0,5.0,10. 0}, {T: 55 76 /N [A] &b B &5 -k
FritIal ) 22 5 € {0.1,0.5,1.0,2.0,4. 0}, kb3
IR B € (1,5,9,13) . DAG | 3k i 7] 8]
(arrival interval, AI) AI € {0,50,100, 150, 200,
250,300,350,400} , ¥4 4 D,, 9 8% 1k B R 4 2 55—
g makespan (D,) B 90%.

#r CCR<\1,31 57744 5 = S M7 ; % CCR>1
BRI U B A R o LA N 2% S A
R . B BT 55 1 3 B 4 6 S [ A 3 2%
TR 2ZESER T RAEE R, R w, FRAE
55 n; WPBITHE TR B 24T 55 n R ERES po b
(S F A AT DL A 2O A AR B

w,(1— g/ <w, <w+qg/b. AD

i 3 A AN [F] AR AR B R B AL DAG, JF B4
15 A~ S5 40 22 4b 328 A B S5 40 W 48 1T R S iz
AT b BRES 22 (5] 5 40 19X 2% 1) 4+ 45 1 F b 35 25 5 1
AEL e R
5.2 LWHEREDH

KW 1. S5 T S A P g R 2% S A
CCR %t SLR #J5 md. X} %8 3k 5 EFCS'™ i1 LS
(iU EFCS S S8 B i 1) 5 4 3 {5 50 il A 4.
Bk LS(dls) Sy il 15 38 4 45 08 N B T R AL 35
DLS k. LS (dls) 5k ) M 2% 45 14 Sk 2 A 4 4h
2 Kb PR Z ) AR 1 2%l E AR EFCS Bk 58
T4 &= Ab FE AL W 2% (arbitrary processor network,
APN) AT AL HE 3 Z M AFAE p X (p— D)2 il {5
AR, bk 2 MR R T Y AT F 32 4+ DAG
PR R W4 0 A5 4. T LA T
WS T 4 B DAG B, B, AR S F
MDDTMS &k 2 16 8 DAG 8 45 00 F 77 28 1 45
HLF¥ SLR B 9 f CCR 433 an &l 5 Ca) Fl
S5(BYFIR. X p 8K ULH DAG W55 5 44 1 ik B
. F_MDDTMS #H b H At 5535 7 1) 1 HE P (A 19
TR T 025 g0 A P DO 34 SLR AE X
TR, S 45 I IE T F_MDDTMS &3 (14 45
PE. 24 CCR KB, DAG 1 W 45 5 4 P 8 0 &,
F_MDDTMS Skt T H AL B %5 15% DL 1, KW
F_MDDTMS 575 72K 1k ) b HE )3 (8 0% 38 15+ 85 -
DEFA Tt T ELAE T 58 S g 2 R I 8% S ) P o 11
TG0 B .

O EFCS
E LS(dls)
0O F_MDDTMS

0.1 0.5 1 2 4
n

(a) Computing heterogeneity
Lo O T mﬂJ
0 1 n 1 1
0.1 0.5 1 5 10
CCR

(b) Networking heterogeneity

Average SLR

S N A~ O o

8
O EFCS
6 @ LS(dls)
O F_MDDTMS

Average SLR
S

Fig. 5 Average SLR for varying heterogeneity in DAG

task and message scheduling.

5 DAG L5 51 B 8 2 v 5 35 98 B2 B2 LE S 4 AR

SEH 2. EFXF 24 DAG A, B A SCER
3 TSRS (A S B GO S IR B R YUK
WO 1) 2 DAG 3 2594 B2 11 00 L B e g i 6
JIR B KK . F_MDDTMS % % 14 1 fE fic 75 »
C_MDDTMS # i #x 2. W2k F_MDDTMS % i%
AENS W AL S I 4k, I8 4 MC - MDDTMS # 3 5
F_MDDTMS 5% 98 B 45 R 2 — 2. H25 R B

6

5 O F_MDDTMS
o B C_MDDTMS
A 4 O MC_MDDTMS
()
%D 3
(5}

2
z

1

0

0 100 200 300
Al

(a) Average SLR

O F_MDDTMS
6 E C_MDDTMS
O MC_MDDTMS

Average Unfairness
™

0 100 200 300
Al

(b) Average Unfairness

Fig. 6 Performance for varying arrival intervals in
multiple DAGs dynamic scheduling.
Bl 6 % DAG ZhZ5 i b 3 il SR W (1) 14 B8 48 bk Bt 21 3k

I B AR £l
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& MC_MDDTMS &5 F_MDDTMS & 3 K~
AHIA UL A F_MDDTMS 53 5 #8 43 DAG K
Tl A2 S 5 (HL Bl 25 1) 35 (R #E B K, MC_MDDTMS
FyEM F_MDDTMS 83k 0 M ReE 2 3. t & 6
(b) Al 1, MC_MDDTMS & :f1 F MDDTMS %
TEARAEYE B R JF HAR L C_MDDTMS &
BRI AR B 2. 7] i MC_MDDTMS %
PR S T S S i A

KU 3. MEVRA R T E S LR FRE T A
WCRT BT BB RSB, A1 IR A i $ it
1) R RIAR B S 9 B 1 S Al L SR CAN W 4% (1)
B BN R R TR A T R
Pz ] SR A A S 65 NI A I H 4 id 2
14 4~ ECU Z v, [a] it 32 45 500 Kbps 1 250 Kbps
X2 P45 8. AR SO CAN 26 1841 5 43 ik
4 500 Kbps 1 250 Kbps, 20 i HS-CAN/LS-CAN
S AL 2 32 5 F I 2 AR R T Y T I 2 S A I 4 1Y
50 R NS S G [ N R LR PSR i =R
LS Z A4 DAG N WA 55 5 0 B A D B, &
B 3 FHRMEAE B LA EE R A SR 25 R R 7 iR
F_MDDTMS k) WCRT $5c 8 . 8 F HAth 5 w53
2% 20% L b3 F_MDDTMS % ¥ fil MC_MDDTMS
FAIEMAA AR T C_MDDTMS H3k. 78 |
SEHMEE R . MC_MDDTMS 55 v 1 85 4 Hi e Jot 1 52
AP 5 P i ) - A

500
., 400r O F_MDDTMS
E 300 | @ C_MDDTMS
= O MC_MDDTMS
& 200}
] Hlﬂ
100
0 L -—-Ir—l L I‘IIJ_I I_llﬂ
20 160 320
Number of Messages
(a) WCRT
£ 067 @ F MDDTMS
8 [ @ C_MDDTMS
5 0.4 O MC_MDDTMS
rd L
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g 02}
2 0! .
0. 0 NI | s [ D.II—I
20 160
Number of Messages

(b) Average Unfairness

Fig. 7 Performance for varying number of messages in
multiple DAGs dynamic scheduling.
7 Z DAG A 3 Fl SR w1 1 5 45 b B E R
Bz

DAL 3 OS50 45 AR W] AR SCRT 2 9 A OE 22
DAG Bl 2598 B2 0k A 8 B A HE | 5 22 Wi I3 P[] A
DR R T B A 0B s 72 B BRI T
AT T A 45 8, DR T AE 8% 5 4 O 38 1 5

FIRERXERIKTEHFRENZEL DAG sh A E
6 2 i
AW HBEREFNIREGREBMIREETRSE

(R I B [0 (4 AT B9 L 38 4 & 57 2 DAG R 5
BERUF b 8 B AL, 2 i T LA TR & KRR 4
M DAG W B TRl F s P A T L8 T ) 1
HE F3 (B A0 5 T 58 BT T 4 RS A 4k, LGS B &R 48 b it
TS 28 B Sk HAT 55 50 B TR 28 R AE. 2 T80
SEAL B T AR WL DAG 3h &5 5 H
B EE % F_MDDTMS, L#K £ DAG B3 & K
JE AR T CH UK IE 1 £ DAG 3 &% 5
B EE Y C_ MDDTMS, LL#i £ & Lg% DAG
N ) SE R e JE 48 & F_MDDTMS i1 C

MDDTMS. 4 1R A& & K s 1) £ DAG zﬁJ*E
% 504 5 A B MC_MDDTMS, BE #4418 &

RO RS h B R DAG N Y 52, X fd 5
IR DAG R A5 20 B i b 31 55 J5 AR 45
LA 5 OGS R R AT R A5 T AR R SR
BASIREE T R AR R OGS N FH SR A R
RE 8% 7= A= A5 1) R 52 L B 0 TG L 3 A S G TR
B KRR G T FR G824 VR ) 5 S B v 1
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