1000-9825/2003/14(03)0376 ©2003 Journal of Software %% 14 % 3R Vol.14, No.3

—MESRERNESRITAHE

® £, 1E% I B HEE

(P EERE B AT ANAS TR S8 G AR I SE I %, Jb 5T 100080)
An Integrated Design Method of Task Priority

JIN Hong®, WANG Hong-An, WANG Qiang, DAI Guo-Zhong

(Human Computer Interaction and Intelligent Information Processing Laboratory, Institute of Software, The Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Beijing 100080, China)

+ Corresponding author: Phn: 86-10-62559307 ext 8807, E-mail: hjin@iel.iscas.ac.cn; hjin@ihw.com.cn

http://iel.iscas.ac.cn

Received 2002-06-11; Accepted 2002-08-23

Jin H, Wang HA, Wang Q, Dai GZ. An integrated design method of task priority. Journal of Software,
2003,14(3):376~382.

Abstract: A scheduling algorithm based on priority table design is presented in this paper. Any two characteristic
parameters (e.g., relative deadline and slack) of a task are combined to design its priority table so that the deadline
is nearer or the slack is shorter, the priority is higher. The priority of a task is uniquely determined by its relative
deadline and slack. For any task, its unique priority can be obtained by using Lagrange interposing algorithm on the
designed priority table. Compared with the classical EDF and LSF policies, simulated results show that the
proposed algorithm improves the efficiency of task scheduling, i.e., to designate the priority of a task, increases the
succeed ratio of task scheduling, and decreases the missed deadline percentage. The proposed algorithm can be
applied to dynamically schedule real-time tasks in real-time systems.
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(163 5 L S ). Qe S5 st 80 128 2R 8 o0 10, 3o 486 T A 3 A 2 4% o 4% Al % U 1 R P2 U RO 2 AN 4% 5 ] CPU Y
PR, 2 A HRIBAT IS Z MBS« VO FI P A7 55 B U5 B9 B2, T BE -l B () 468 FH X 55 1 50408 2 10 ) e o
[ S oA R

TE SE I AT 45 4 BE v, DX s A S0 A8 A vh T 0h 10 5 S 1 10 P T S ol ) e 2 R 2 D0 2 00 B v s
AT 45 Bk I 38 IR — AN S8 9, 3E AT 55 A B AEAT 5 BA B o D 2 e s PRI AT 25 HEE 565 — o7, b v B e HE 7).
3775 T 5 MR T JRE (1) PR A T DR 2R AT 45 Bk ) 1) FOAT 45 40 I 10, 08 A ZEFR IRAT 5 R Se ) B 4 5 5 JRIX
AN PR 28 A sk A8 B 1) R 5 R AT (R A DL Tl e /D

LT 56 SR B 7 1 A R R kR R B S (earliest deadline first, {7 X EDF)!>31,
2% DA I 1) d5 4 B £ 26 (least slack first, [ R LSF)M f5 L ROT S 560 mA Ak 0 5 S dee p L e fi o v B
Pt Ml 25 B B R SE 1148 g JL P EDF 1 LSF & 88 )32 1 P R S 24 SOF LUK Y b S s g
AT I LLE T %

AT 45 (AR 58 008 8 (AT 25 1 — AN B 2 MR AE S B e, WA A 22 PRI ) B 00 S M (2% () T 2272 )
25 BTN 28 G AN H 3EANRRE S BOR I AN 100 EDF S8 H 5t i A0 26 2 i Uk 28 A 4k 309 0 B 11
{145, LSF SR W& Ks gt v Pt S G 4R IR 2 FL AT 2 PR I 1) 5 o6 PO AT 55 IR A b 1 30008 PRI 45 A — s S B8 D 11, L

SORFE S AL T . — 3 — [ LG R S IV 22 0T 90 LR rh A8 25 SR M 5 A 1 X AT 55 Jed
T D B - YDA S (B T AR AR 1 0 D B 2 A ok 3 G S )T RN R iy S LA 3T A0 £ 2 A
S IX LT VA I BB AS AL T —AME S 5 T E (K8 56 G AT BEAS S — — b Wy, B AN I ) 48 55 7T e A A
I PL G 2.

AR SCAR PO T S8 AR U K B 5 725, T i PTD(priority table design), R4 XM B i % - HATA
e A ) g P A S A 55, AT B 20 BC A 21 O 56 GRABLAN ) AN 2R — SBEPE, AR SCHE BRI SE R BEUH I 5 18 T 4E
55 BRS¢ 1 U1 R 2 PRY IR ) 79 4465 A 25 550, 3 P 80 v JEABURT UCHE )™ 380 08 Al A 5 9 o i 22 Tl i 2 $02E 4T 70
SR BEUE R A A T 07 LS R R AR SCHR LK) PTD 553 5% 480 EDF A1 LSF SAAH P AT 55 B0 0 ) 4
R AR i B AN ) B SRR I S (M Pk e AR,

1 fRERFE

B 26 9453 IR S BT DL R — A BRI AT S5/ 45 il — AME S/ S A 4 T AT 45 I R B
) 8 TR 3l 2 o I T 20 IR SREIE BT S 10« A% AR S5 IR ST 40 24 T TR S5 2 R B0 45 R 2 IR S AR 45 1 — AN
o AE SR L AR B S — R RS
1.1 =S [R B8] 5 8 2 & 1k 2

=AML N T(ade,c), B ade A1 ¢ 43 HRIRATE I BNENT [R]85 0k R0 ) 4 PAT I R) o6 F 4
BN A E R UL, S BEIN AR Ak 1, FE 7T LB AT 5% T A6 X ) [n,de) EIAT ¢ ASEAT I Ta) e 227 24 /T Ik %) H.
a<t<de JFTBAT45 T (173 W INH] 58 SR s=de—(r+c), R AT 55 1R 235 BR) IR 1) 2 B A8 28 £ 1.

45 1A AH o AR LE U1 2 8 4 45 2k I D) N AR L 300 2 22 7 30 oy a3 A U 58 e v, 3t AR St A8 LB 300 AT 5 SRk
{145 W38 E 15 24 i I 28] 2 22 (B d=de—t), th 2% B eF 1) 25 4 F AR 40 2 PR ISF T 640 5 S, T4 45 16 3 4% B AT I T
KFZ, R, 3 T — AN 82 I AT 45k i, KA 248 10 28 B I Ta) A - AR o 48 o 09 InE A 0 B v X A e
Bt 5 2% 1) 0 5 50 WD (1) 2 R St 7R L 3D ) I R L 3 ) G R — ).

1.2 MERRHENX

BT 55 A o 388 0 3T () R0 25 TR R T () 3K 79 A 2 001 BBUATE 3 BB ) 0 5 1A A T e BB AP X T, A X ) 3
Pe— AU AR AR R IZAN X B AS 2k — J 1, 28 R A A R I T m SR RE )y, .. d, (L di<d)<...<d,,),
2 WIS TR n NPT 51,0, 08, AR 51<850<...<s,) 05 T LA AN ] ) i TR0 AR 6H A8 1 0 o, R R 2 PR ] s,
(KAE45 Ty 0T LU 52 DR SE E P(Tyoddins) (1=, omyj=1,..,n), R0 K Py, T 15 51 25 21 B 5 Tk 5 (10 0 S 4 %
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VI P=(Py) 3 T EUAT AT MR 1300 o R DRI ) s (0455, o s S SR AT 0 02— R S80I )
{2 — I8, DU 25 2 T KA AT S5 B SE 2020 d R s o8 b A — S SR I T3 Sk 5 4 8t 230 47 4
LA 2 AF 5 H U0 6 0, S0 ST P05 4 95 4% Hh T T 0 £ 5 Wk 3628 52 R DR e A A ST s 1
K.

1.3 EDFRILSF#HE Bk £ R %

4% EDF & M AT% T; WAL e g Ll S P(Tydis)=d; R4 LSF & S, Ty B4k 4 2 mT LU A
P(Tydi,sp)=s;. 24 T 43 M7 T 8 k0 ., 3 FLRE AT 55 10 A0 56 900 0 s SO A o 481 303 %) B0 243 R IF ) 1 e, A
R, #74% EDF SKW&,P(T;d;,s)=i,504% LSF HlE, P(Ty.d;s))=].

AN e B m=n=8 AR W55 T, 1T j<i WA B 1 FE 2 73545 i 5T EDF Al LSE g (K48
SeG AR B 1 TR R T AT A A 39T A0 AT 55 48 b ST AT 55 PR DG S G v 0 T LA IR AR A
BT 55, T8 EATT R 28 PRI TA) AT 22 4K AT T IR S G R AH /) ) G L 2 gm0 T 5 A AN T 2 BRI ) 042
5 25 PRY B TV AT 5 1 00 58 00 8 o) B A T) — 2 R S ) PR AT 55, DG 48 e AT FR A 300 1 e e T FR AR 5
At E IR . 1 e T L EDF Al LSF % AT 55 1) — ANRFAE S 800 B8 4 S A b 300, 22 4 02 25 D I ) 3 A 45 0
FAT A58 A A 7] 48 1 E 30T 345 PR IR 8] (R4 55, AV 2 B A5 2010 10 56 G0AS A2 A — 10 A0 i3 1 0 e v BT 1K i 12
SXof A R 48 1 U 225 R IS ) E AT e e A S 389 5 vk DA B T A 5 AR vt IR 5 v T 5 TR X S 4 R et
(R R ot [ R 2 R P R D MR S5 AR e R A R 1 18

S] Sz S3 Sy S5 56 S7 SS N

. | K s, K K s. s,

4

d |1 a0 |1

d| 22 4| 1] 2

| 333 al1]2]3

d,| 44|44 a1 234

dg | 5 5 5 5 5 d; 1 2 3 4 5

dg | 6 | 6 | 6] 6|66 do| 123|456

d, | 717\ T TN T T d, | 1] 2|3 |4]|5]|6]|7

d| 8|8 | 8| 8|8 | 8|88 d| 1] 23]4|5|6]7]38

dy Fig.1 EDF Priority Table d | Fig.2 LSF Priority Table
Fig.1 EDF priority table Fig.2 LSF priority table
Kl 1| EDF sEmA e gk K2 LSF &gt gak

2 ZMMNEE

FIEATS T WAL SE 2 HARS R I @ FIAs IR I 18] s 1R Ze vk InAF- 2
P(T.d,s)=a*d+(1-a)*s, D)
o 0<a<1 INBUREL 2R ¥ a=1 I 2 & EDF 5052 o=0 I, 22 B LSF SE0G eAh, 45 M ok 1155 B 58 i T AR
FRIFE 23 P% A TR (hyybrid) J7 2 B I AT 5% 1058 18 A8 AR 8 22, FLAF X 48 1 30 P i K. 244 45 2 e i A
ANE) 24 (<50%) I, B o=0, B[ IR 25 1825 PR I 1) 2 880, 15 I o=, B T VR RR A — 2% — 2 (hallf-half) 77 %% J5
Tl 5 V5 A AR AT 45 1) AR o S St (K w4 1 4 e A )
RKAPLAE AT AL O IR B IE B Q@ AR5 IR A R ME— B 5L BB PN SS
Ty A T, Hor AR 55 Ty AR AL SR 2 RN 1) 23 2y Y sy AT 55 T (FIAF R AL S0 25 PRI 8] 20 T30 52 oy 1 s,
B V5 00, ) 24 T 9 AN AT 55 0 AT 6T 78 L 39 22 0 22 PR i) 22 22 1) A7 7 — 2 PR 2 1 S R B B
di—dy=—(s1—s2)(1-a)/ o, 2
1 3 E DL S 2058 2 AH )3t 2 AT T4 Al 5 10 56 A e v SR Ml — W i A1 45 D S 21 Jst A1,
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3 MERFKKITHZEPTD

14545 75 HE AT 55 AN B 1 390 0 225 PRY I ) 195 AN 57 20 25 B0, 75 2 2% 08 T80 9 A T 11 6 ot i )
(1) 8k L 0 . 22 R B 1] 8 A 45 RO A S Gl B v
(2) X TAT R AT 55 75 T AT AR X A RN 25 IR I ) AN 2 80, B 45 095 — S BOR LI e 1T
B9 D0 58 G AR R AN 7], BT 45 B A0 S 44 o0 T A A — 1.
3.1 HRERFHEIT
3.1 RSB
S IR SE A5 S AR ORI 2 PR IS 8] S TR (1 )2 IR 96 R ] LU — B e o0 Fok ik bt i,
di+ks;=g, 3)
Forpok g Bt 58 R M RHR g 1T LUE BRI 56 90 55 6 T 8 1A 2R I RIS A0 2 0 55 sy b, 6 T gy <o,
W ditksi=g) BT SRR B R TR ditks=g, WAT S5 B 3 Py & Sk A - B & RoR —FA R %
2 W HE T MR AE 20 b 2 g
3.1.2 RSEZIFR
AR MR AES 1.3 IR B4, 2N 3) vy DA S R AU
itj=g, C))
e i B0 a5 BT g RV R B s; (R AR X 42 20 (4) SR GOk U HT 55 1AL Se 4, B 4 45 B s —F
e v vt 7 3 18] 3 FOIEL 4 45 D0 56 S0 7 L 30(4) A 45 AF 1 B 23 DR I T 3t 19 R A0 38T 140 W] LA il A
(@) IS AE T 3 R0 0 S0 BE AR 0T A8 1 1328 388 e A 5 20 45 20 v TR 08 4 I 2 DRI 1) 3k 38, 7 A0 5 0 55 R A1 ) 58
43 A o A L B e

s, s Sy S, S5 S¢S, S 8 s, Sy Sy S5 S¢S, g s‘

d, d, |1

d, d |24

d, d|3]6]9

d, 6 d, | 5] 8] 12| 16

dy {| 45| 20| 24 d, | 7| 11] 15| 20| 24

d, | A0 4/%{ dy | 10| 14| 19| 23| 27| 30

d, /22/ 6 d, | 13] 18] 22| 26| 29| 32 34

dy i 6 dg | 17| 21| 25| 28| 31| 33| 35| 36

d ¥ Fig.3 PTD Priority Level d v Fig.4 PTD Priority Table
Fig.3 PTD priority level Fig.4 PTD priority table
Kl 3 PTD M 5L 2455 2 5] Kl 4 PTD SREILSE R

32 RARSERN
Y (di,sy), fE 55 Ty BRSS9 AT LLE SO

i+j-2

P(T;.d;,s;)=j+ Zak, 2 itj—-1<m I}, 5)
k=0
i+j-2
P(T;.d;,s;)=m+1-i+ Zak, M i-1>m B, (6)
k=0

Horpr a=0;a, th R E (IC mo A IEHE%):

(1) 4 m=2m({# iﬁ)ﬂﬁ,ai=j,i=2j—l 2jj=1,...,me=L;a, \=mg,a, =mya, =a, ,0<i<m.
(2) ﬂ;,l m:sz_ 1 (ﬁiﬂz) Hﬁ,a,':j’izzj_l ’Zj:j: 1 LAl ’mo_l ;am:mo;am+i:am7f’0<i<m'
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4 MAERAEE

HIT D0 0 56 20 2 1A T 18 0 4 1 0 AT 55 LA S ARG 2B L ST RIRY 5 10925 DR IR 1) ke BEAT 918 56 2 e vk 1.
R TAL—AE55 T AR 4 k30 00 52 RIS T) v AN — 52 A0 7 P A 0T 482 1 30 RS 72 1) 22 PRI TRD 3N T R s 2
T3 T S A I SE PR HEAT R AR A SR AT AR B dy<u<d,,.s1<v<d,, T AR — 00 = il 2 50
Kt T AR P(Tu,v) 5.

X T A A E I w, AT 0T BATE m AN B AR XTI dydo,. o d, R B w (SR 1 3 A SRS AR O A,
N dli=p,p+1 Al p+2); [FVFE M, 0 T 25 IR 1) v, B AT P BLAE n AN MRS RIS 8] 5,50, s, TR BIES v (Bl
3 AR R IR E R s(=q,q+1,q+2). X FE, AT LLAS 2 2 u,v) I B 9 A mi(dis) (i=p.p+1,p+2;
J=q,q+1,q+2), A B N — AN WU AT 45 T, AT Ty B A e — eI Se Bl P(Td,ss)) AR 5 A X
9 A O AT S5 AR S 0 E 34T Lagrange fi{H UF 5 P(Tu,v):

p+2q+2| p+2 u—dk q+2 v=s,
P(Tuv)=2 > T] I1 P(T;.d,,s ;). Q)
i=p j=a| k=p d;—d, = ST
#i #J

5 Z

LEAT B 2% LB Al FH AR 1 E 145 25 % (missed deadline percentage, {7 FR MDP)E My 1 1 i & SRS U IR 10— Ak
ReFE b 0T 18 AL B R R 22 18 J G T AR IR B D) AT 55N 805 2 0 B AT 55N B2 L e 5 R B R
2RI B A L R 2R S v D O R T R A1
51 HETEZHIAE

18 5 MTL5:T1(0,4,6),T(1,2,9),T5(1,6,10), T4(1,5,9)F1 T5(2,3,7). 4 J& Ji DU 75 AR ] F67 4 ) 28K 1.0 39 801 25 B Ik 1)
ST e 2 B0l ST R e SR 3802k U Do AR [ 0009 5 i 20 R D SR .

(1) 4% EDF SR HEAT I B, 8 Bk F2 G (] SCE)Tm, T S 45 B2 AT 55 T) F0 Ts 15 2R AL, A 3 MES T, T
ATy A g 00, A L S K 2R B 60%.

(2) ¥ LSF SR HEAT VR 2, 8 B FR ] SO Bs, T BE 65 A2 AF 55 T T, 15 B A8, Hodth 3 MESS T3, T4
T 85 ok A 1 0, 38 L A 2R A 3 60%.38 1 45 HEIIJE N =0 2] /=5 I %1 5 AT 45 1) 25 IR I ), 3 o 5 38R AT
53 AT B3, 25 PR B ) Dy B 3R 7R AT 5 A0 SL R AT OO BB RS tH 3R 1 AT L AT 45 10 2 BN B i) 2 )
Eqiin

(3) 4% PTD SRMEHEAT 15, R L R ] SCTO BT, T 45 R ATSS T, T, M Ts 13 B4R 28, AL M55 T
HU Ty A5 300, 30  3R PR 21 40%.

A

A T4 T3
Y
4 lT T.
T, 5 2
£ | I I I v! | v >
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 time
O h N N T T T T Ty Ty EDF
W T T T T T T Ty LS
O T N T T Ty PTD

Fig.5 Scheduling sequences based on EDF (above), LSF (middle) and PTD (below)
5 JLT EDF Hl%( 1), LSF SN ()1 PTD S ()i B X

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



BE Fi—AESRARL

bz

e

it g ik

381

52 SEARERFITSILR

Table 1 Slack time of five tasks from =0 to =5
Fz1 M =0 B =5 B Z) 5 AES 175 W I [R]

Task Ty Task 7, Task 73  Task 7,  Task Ts
[:0 2 * * * *
=1 2 6 3 3 *
=2 2 5 2 2 2
=3 2 4 1 1 1
=4 1 3 0 0 1
=5 0 2 -1 0 0

L UGe)BoRAE x Aty Z 1A A BEHLIE L I a=U(0,3),de=U(5,10),c=fix(1+rand*(de—a—1)),:  fix TR
WA H rand 9 0 F1 1 2Z () BEHLE L0 B 10 HE,AF4E 100 41,5540 10 MES 0G4 10 ANMT45, 53 3R H
EDF,LSF Al PTD & HEAT A, 3% A 1 — Ik MDP.&F XX 3 Fhofems, 2 3 ge itk 45 4t MDP () - #{E(L3% 2)
F LA WFRUHEZE (AR 3). 0 T 58 i, 38 2 ANk 3 Hgn i 5 i gevh 45 8.

il MDPgpr A 3T EDF ) MDP,MDP, g 45T LSF [f) MDP,MDPprp, 43T PTD ) MDP.J& 6 Fil [ 7 43 51
25 th 5L ) MDPrpe—MDPprp 1146 Fl MDPge—MDPprp 1 £2. 118 6 7T 401, 7E % LA 100 Z14F 55 3 2
MDPgpe—MDPp1p<0 FIANEHR 4,5F 0 ANECH 18, KF 0 MIANECE 78(HH,41(0.1),29(0.2),7(0.3),1(0.4), 35 5
PO 5 O A R R R L R S AN AR O i A E0. B 7 AT Rk 100 4 2
MDPyss—MDPprp<0 FIANEUR 0,51 0 AU 83, KF 0 194408 17(36H,16(0.1),1(0.2)).
Table 3 Standard deviation of MDP

F 3 BRI R bR 2

Table 2 Mean of MDP

F 2 AU RN ME
Batch  EDF LSF PTD
1 0.7900 0.6880 0.6700
2 0.7880 0.6840 0.663 0
3 0.8000 0.6890 0.6580
4 0.7790 0.6730 0.6560
5 0.7570  0.676 0  0.649 0
0.4
0.35f
£
=
(<]
£
o
5
g
8
-0.05f
-0.1 . . . . . . . .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Fig.6 A curve of the deviation MDPEDF-MDPPTD

Number of Batches

K 6 k% MDPEDF-MDPPTD [ Hfi £&

(1) 3£ T EDF 50s i1 i, MDPrpg (73504 JE 7E 0.782 9, L BUAT IR BRHE 2576 0.117 64535 T- LSF S5 ()

J MDP s [0 P S JEAE 0.685 2, ILEUA [ FRHEZEAE 0.096 4+;3ET PTD SR () Ui 3 MD Py, [19°F 34 i 2 72
0.658 5+ HHUAT (AR HEZELE 0.105 4+ f AT W, MDPprp, Eb MDPppe 3578 12.44%,MDPprp tb MDP g -3 715

2.67%.

100

Batch EDF LSF PTD
1 0.1133  0.0891 0.0905
2 0.1104  0.1002  0.103 1
3 0.1189 0.0920 0.1112
4 0.1104 0.1024 0.1104
5 0.1241 0.1016 0.1141
0.25
o2f
§
S otsf
o
c
o
2 01
&
0.05}
0
0O 10 2 8 40 5 60 70 8 9

Number of Batches

100

Fig.7 A curve of the deviation MDPLSF-MDPPTD

K 7 W% MDPLSF-MDPPTD 1] i1 £

(2) HilE 6 W] %A, EDF A bE, i PTD 1 2, B AN il JLALAT 55 LAA, K 22 $0AT 55 20 1) 48 00 i 2 2243 B BRAIS,
FEIX 100 ZUAE 55 453 B FEAR A L B1IA 1) 78%, R~ IO L3k 31 18%, 1 7+ (A L1 AT 4%.
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(3) mEl 7 "4, LSF A, PTD M, 7EIX 100 414145 P, A i 3018 2k 2245 38 BRI B0 EL Al 75 1) 17%,
FET- 1 L A9 15 ) 83%, 5 V5 A7 A 1 A 2 e iy 9 I 4 tH L.

EH UM AT L, 30 3k A S 3R I 256 e T AT 45 I AR A 2Rk 2 K KA T EDF [k 1 345 2k % (B 5 LSF 1k
11 A 2R A L, B A AR 5 0 2 R R SR IR E e R (B 3 R 4) 2 e 2 M &E R ATE 1)
R 2 A A ) 55 0 P 20 002 1k i 22 DRI i) s 1

6 % it

ASCS T 55 25 FEAT: 55 K AH ] A L 90 0 235 RN ) 74 A i 2 8010 D0 56 20 e vt 07 ik, P e vk IR 5540
FeY G AR AT 55— X I (1. B 50 0 7R (R ik 2 5, B AT 55 I DL OB 2 3 AR R R AN A IS IR 2 4
HEAT DL S P (B, FRAFAN AT 55 O e — DL SE 2 AH.

N T GEE R P AR AL, A6 75 480 1 U L 82 R ) B R I A 55 DA 21 0t 8 v, AT 2 A0S 1 30 A
25 PRI ) 22 8] PR — 2 2 PR 5% 28 R BAT 55 M0 56 2055 20 A8 A — 85 0 2 UK b P 4% — 58 IO R 20 ICAE 55 AR 5
200, A 1 S LA 5 20 v, s PR I T LU0 506 20 v X b BE U D vt 0 LA AN [ £ P R AR A 2 4
Z AR S5 A7 5 R AR T, T I S 5 4 3R 1) G T AT 55 TR A L S0 % 345 B DR B A, AT AT 55 U8 5 114
B AT B K v
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