a7y F7) 2AEE 76k AA

4,
demand paging H]-&

o9z’

REN BB

Al

S|
&y

=2 51
5 AAE

gl sha A7) HHE S e st 4k ot

buriburi205@davinci.snu.ac.kr, sslim@kookmin.ac.kr, jthong@davinci.snu.ac.kr

Analysis of Worst—-case Demand Paging Cost in Fixed-Priority

Scheduling Real-Time Systems

Young-Ho Leel, Sung-Soco Limz, Jihong Kim'
School of Computer Science and Engineering, Seoul National University, Seoul, Korea
School of Computer Science, Kookmin University, Seoul, Korea

8

Udbd o2 AAZE A 2B A E AAIZ S TSA17]7] 98] 2209 3528 §8 At DRAMO 4
YA 71 F 3Pl shadowing 7| HS AF&3TF. 28y shadowing 7S A|2~Ele] ¥ A71s =7}
Al71a EE 8% DRAM 99S AAsitts w@do] vy, 22l A717F AR gl o A
AlZE A= A% demand paging®] 8ol F7Fetal vt 12y demand paging A4 = Fo]
A EZE(page fault)dll &8k A7+ A wjEo el27¢ FH S5 A 7S d=357] oduE dHe] gl
t}. 2 =%+ demand paging 7IWFe] 17 7] AAZF A|2~¥lo| A demand paging W& %
H=3 ol 9 A 4 7|HES Akstt), Aokl 712 ZF Bl2=F9] A8 AR o Hxa
2Bz ok Ho|A| AALE el wel demand paging Hl-&o] EEtittE HE& w4 #A

t_)_]:

< HolA =X A dAS dolA AALE B4 DAR o] FolxH, Bl (intra-task) oA AAHE
B~ 7 (inter—task) oA AARE& E5F o A Ay Ak 7 A5} vlaske] A
30% olWe] extm Hot & AlE A5%s B3l

f

1. A4 &
Az o2 7hA W2y ¢l demand paging 71HE AA7E o
W= Al~"lE T AU dl2aa35 oA F2 AFEH
k=, 79 olfr= 7Hd #lE# ¢ demand paging 71 o] 4
A ZE A z=El Aol AAAES w717 o H 7] wlE ol
7P w2 el ¢t demand paging 7' th5d 2 o]fE A
Az Al 2=E'llo| A AFg-8l7lo A ddelA] fthal e Al

- T4 A3 M FAREEH B FAR T4 HES 59
st I A TLB lookupe] 3% =4, TLB lookup®] 2
et A f-ouk Ho]x] HolEE& Fxrt, webA FA W
delE ot A AZHS o 55t7] oyt

ZE

- demand paging: Bj=3 3T A= Ho]x
(page fault)®= ®Bl~=9 "Xy T I €l(access pattern),

Hol# FWAl(page cache)? =7], #HolA x| dudEHF
(replacement algorithm) Sl wgt E&x]7] wj&ol, FHeof
demand paging H]-&< o|53517] o Rt

ey AAIRE Al2glo] BRI v 8 uhe
AL Al 2=Hlo| A& 7Y dEE et demand paging 71 <]
daAdol AXa ) 7 WEYE AR b2 AT Ha
3 Zhol W22 H.Z(memory protection)ES FFFoZH H
23 F T L7 YA E tE e FES AA
A st gAe] k. =3 demand paging 71WH-S Bl
T Tl AAE vt e dHo|AT AAgoEn FIQ
b W2 AMSEE Foli, AAFY Y AZES wEA
T AvE FA-o] Ut

T 714 W28 9l demand paging 71 AAIZE Al 2Elo
A ARgsh7] fe A7 AEEZ ok [131[14]1914= 7
A wEEee AAZ F4 o WE P Aeksiged,
[15][16]9 A= A7t demand paginge 93+ 7Ly <
oMo HHsgE el dis| Actsdch. 2y FHot
demand paging Y]-§& <53t7] fgt AFE vwH|gk A o]

# =&ollA= demand paging 7IRFe] a1 F7] AARE A
glof Al demand paging H]-&& 13 Bl2== Hot S Al
A4 71HE Ackstt. AljtstE VW 7 B~z A9
29} o] Bl I’z o3k FHo]x] AARE el

demand paging ¥]-§°] €evte A& nest B =5
A ol FHlolA] AAME S-S Bl (intra-task) o
2 AL L eI 7Hinter—task) #Ho)X AALEom FE
3lal, o] B5F 13 9} demand paging H]& o= 7
S AAsTh B4 71 3A #HelA] =A(page sequence)

]..

1

£ rr &

AlZE B EFE FEs AlEFelAS Fdsta, olE
demand paginge] 78E AWMU E BT 3FoAe AF A
Fto} v}, upxjuto 7 5 s A2 9 &5 IAAE A

A g,



2. &9 9+

AANZ Az"E FAAY wE 2AFE ted 24
(schedulability analysis)g &3] A28 U9 B3 d3tol
AANZ A 27F7 (e, deadline)& THA7 =4S #ot
3 g ojof sttt B E=olA] Atk VIHS FHe S
Al ZF(worst—case response time: WCRT) ¥4 7|9 & njgo
2 grh FHob S AIZE B4 Vel E Zb "laAd giE)

¥ NS AdE, dEeng 4G 2e 49
sge 2AF st @k Baa g0 He g

time: WCET)I A9 $4E92 7IX = gz 93 A
Ao groz vehl, 24 13} Zoh

R
,-e%(,;) 71
A 1ol e BT B e dPse Bz

Q%S omatt). C. Leel6] 5 w2zt 489 o A
os WA= A3 ¥ E(preemption cost)E I Hot &
o OAIRE 24 IS Albekslith A 2 [6]04 AlbgE B
= FHoh &9 At uEhie, olmf PC (R )= wol <8l
T & AH WSS ekt

R=C+ Y {7} i+ PC(R,) @)
i€hp(i)

o EEdAE

L) Heol &9 Az 24 7]

demand paging 7N vj=a FHeb S AIRES At
t}. demand paging ¥AdAE 7 €l~=ZTE Fojx] ZE
(page fault)s Agst=d A= Aol wep gj=a #Ho
=5 Alzte] ZA " wetA 7 g3 digk et demand
paging R4S AAbslal, o5 o S Azt B4 7|Hy A
ek el dQ s

1%

HeE HEe=

3. 3¢t demand paging B]& &4

B Fo = demand paging 7|WHe] nA F7] AA7F AlA
glof Al demand paging H|-&S nEgk FHol S AF 24
71HE A ekst)

3.1. #Ho)A €A £ (page sequence analysis)
Ho]x] =X (page sequence)@ U|o] ElAF AABIATL
I F7)8¢ Fy4E o FAE £ g Holx AFTE 9|
gl Baa 17k N O] dlelA =M E Thiva & oo, 7
o jiA solx] =A== PS = vERT (=1, 2, 3, ..., N.
HolA &AE A3 AR wEt gEbx]7] wie, 2 =i
A 38 Ao 2= (control flow graph: CFG)S AME-3}o]
Bl 9 oA £AME A3 CFGE 7] & Z(basic
block) ©¢le] T2 35S Yehd 2z E, 7| E5S

LEE(node)Z, 718 EF 7t Hol& Hd(edge)o=2 x &S
o ®Hx=3 o &b #HolA &AE Fehe P ver
2o WA 7o i3k CFGERYH 79 2e A8 A28 U4

shaL, 7} AaA el &8 7% 25 g, sg 7|8 Bso
L3 Aol X2 AASW 54 4 Aol U HelH #AE
e 5 A ol wE A Azo] el MEGW ro) BE

Hol# =ME dotd 5 Atk 2¥ 12 A ol &3 9

il

b (1 ]2]s]a]s]e]7]s]o]t0]1n]12]13]1a]

oo [A[t [t [t]2]a]2]2]a]2]a]a]as]

8 1. CFG Aol e Holx w4

s 5o, 28 14 wy,=1{1.2,5,6,8,9,11,13,14 } o]
B PSE page(wy o) =1{1,2,4,5}9 #th 7o jWA
A ARE o ;2 Uerd o, PS = 4 33 gol yed
Atk (&, w; ;=10,1, ...k }).

PS; ; = page (w; ;) = {page (0), page (1), ..., page (k)} (3)

2} 3914 page (w; ;)& w; ;o & oA JFgg ot
H,ow, 2 A7 1R 250, 1, . kAR FAEYa HE e
b, 29 19 7 EE 159 o], 5 VB EFo

2] HolAel| xgd 4 7] wiFel, page(k)e 171 ool

i B
EA vk

3.2. Hlo]A] AL HA(page reuses analysis)
demand paging 4o = oo F3H EHlAF AqrEHA
7t AAgk HolA wiie] & Ejxa 1~'" 29 demand
paging H|&o] FoE 7FsAdo] At ol gt FHo]A] AAE-S
T 7HA FER 28T 5 vt WA oy Add A=E(.e.,
w; ;) Aol FAlel AA = o] x| e} o] B~z o] Bl
Q2B A gl @A 4 QlEd, B R o]E Az
Y #Hlo]#] AA&(intra—task page reuses)® A o3t} Wk
gol B E ALt A9 Zol, 8 "H2=A =
(e}
o

o
o
A AAgo] whAst = o Qith, B =R E olE Haa
# o] %] A A}-&(inter-task page reuses)Z A 2| gt}
Ho]A] ANAFE A1 BEA 7} glaT Qw3 A
H+= dHolxE sty #2223 2"~ H FHot demand
paging P85 ok H Atk 2 w=delds adZ olEs
oz 3k #Holx AARE A 7|HE Aetstt, Aetsl=
7 gl=ad wlolx] ARG F Azt #Ho]A] AALE B
5 g
a9 2% g3y dolA AAE A #HE HoFET



,«‘Fa-ge Sequar;:}“x Page Reuses o DPC i
Information Analysis __\Ta_hln/
'*l

!
| =
v
i | page sequence B""'dh /
| {1.2,4] uree Y 3
I [1.25.06] E:) gy
T [L3A4T.H)
{125,858 Y

% 2. B oA AjARE

wA 7

WA HolA] A A dARRE dojd 7zt gaad &b
o)X = ARE o]&ste YT E AT ez
A 7 mEE HelA] =AME YEhY, 7 4 g 92"
29l £AE B gl 3 WA == S'E gz =g
2l A2+ oulatal, Ao TMEAE 54 HAT A
A A A= g #Hot demand paging H-E&& U
ebdich. 3 HA g A" agZE ALEste] Ho]A
ArLE S BEA3Eta, DPC(demand paging cost) Hlo]E%
gt DPC HlolE Wlo] 94 6, ;&= s A2’ 7o
th3 ol demand paging W-&S YERIt DPC Hol&

o F Hz Aot S A AN g 1Y 3

DPC #lo]&¢] 745 HEbdh

KX
p
KSR
.

Tasks | Worst-case demand paging cost
T O11 612 O3
T, | 61 622 O3
T 61 632 633

Tn Oni  Bn2 9:1__3

19 3. DPC(demand paging cost) H o] &

So], A3y HolA AAFE UAS
T, 7; 32l #°} demand paging H|&2 77}
g sk g2 wel,

]__

1=

_u

Ti1r Ti, 2

0.1, 0,y 0,,010F 18 4= 6,

PN

a9 4. B Fol Al AARE &4 3

I 49 7, & 19 25 S v demand paging Wl
o] HuZb |, ojue] 0, ;9 #1601t 7, 0= 7 0 A
g Aol sidste= w, ;2FH Het demand paging Hl-&S

e AW AR AV o] AY, 7,5 HY AR w9

W Hdl demand paging Hl-&& 7HAIH,

o},
=00, 0, 25E ARG AN 5 olvh WA g,
4 49} 3ol ot

olw 9,9 & 19

0,

1,

y =maz{n(PS, ;)} X @
$ Aol A g el Holx] ZE X AA|IHpage fault delay)

2 vepin. ®9 4, 4 59 o] ejHuk

0.

1,k:max{n(PSi,j_Hi,k—1)} X &)
Bl HolA] AALE #ut ol ejaIzgl o)X

S 18] A E, e Haae] Adxvav)h oA A A
3 Ho|XZ melsfof 3}, 12

Aol AAZ FPE B OMEﬁ*eg 4 o],
B omRold: Hotel 438 ARsd 19 9% demand
paging W-&& ZAATh Hote] A= g oA dHolA] ZE
7F A7) Aol 9] Blaa AdaElse 9 Ho]x] EEV}
B dbAEhs Alolth 1Y 5% BjARt dolA] AAHEE a1
o, eBj3 3ol et demand paging H§E& 7HAE
2 ®olr}

ox W, K
-10 m%

0 10 20 w40 50 80 ?0 an 90 100 110 I2U 130 140 150
1 I ! I
t

fv]]]][l]]][l]][l]][ljﬂ
i T T

1,0 Ti.0 T2

72,0 Tao

T 5. Bk Slo ) ARRE-E et ot vl viA]

Bzt dolA] AAREE mEdk Elaa QIaEs g0

demand paging ®|-& 6, = 4 63 2t}

0, = max {n (PS, ;— I, UH [ ] )} X 7w (6)
1=0 Lk

3.3. B3 FHe g7 Ak AXt
demand paging 7oA Az FHoF S AHES ALtst

71 HEA e, Hz=ad #HolA AANE E Ej==7E Fo)A A
AbES 1% ¢ demand paging H|-&& AlAtsal o] F
oF S5 AIZF Aol FIbslok k. 2] 7= EEOA Aok F
oF S5 AR =4S e

R}
R =G+ Y {TLWCZ«+DPOZ' (R @
je€ hp(i) J

2] 5el4 DPC, (R})& =
urh B A%

paging ¥4 Uekith DPC (RF)e] A= 4 63 2},



i

9;
PG (R = Y Y0, ®
ji=10=1

2] 8of| A oj,l% A3 7},19] # o} demand paging ¥]&<& Y
e, Flojx] AALE A HAE FAd T dojxl DPC
table2 -8 dojdtt. gi= pF SAZFE Aol 7o Hu
84 v&S Yehd=d, 4 98 wrEgith

RY
gj < ’77]—‘ (9)

4.4 3

41. 49 84

2 =RoAeE AL VWY 84S HEE] f8 H
SH AIZE A EFE FEs AlEdEeAS sk, o
demand paging®] TdE IHti= B A A AF A

sthoh waaget.

O 62 Het §H AR A4 =FE 9 AlEdolAd #AA
S HRA Hol §H ARt £4 B v AA == £47]
of & AIZF BAVZ A, B3 JF (e, 2 7HF
gk vlolyE])S Yg# o & ®rol demand paging W8S gl
ot "Had S AS EEH3IY. AY Zzad BaU)s
71E9 83 A7k AA3 =45 3luel Diablo [9]18 7]wte
2 FEs o, Holx FA FAT #HolA AAE EAS

T3 ¥ DPC tables =t &7 Al 47]= DP
table= B HlA Hg Wolq 7P 32 AsdE %
Blmze] Heob i ARk ARt

[ Input task set n]
Task parameter +
ARM/ELF binary

[ Control flow analysis ]

o

als

e}

Page sequence
analysis
W

[ Page reuses analysis ]

Static program analyzer
DPC table

[[ WCRT analysis I]

Response time analyzer

TR 6. Fet S5 AR AP A=

Hke] S3C2410 =

A= st=go] g7 ARMI20T o] 7]
A

i*ﬂ}ﬂ, 64MB SDRAM¥} 1GB NAND = w27 A=k

H A Reindeer /MEREE A3 H. SAA A= AWY

o 77l dEy ASEHE e EJ9AAT sl

Nucleus Plus [8]1& AF&3%th. © Nucleus Plusol&
]

o), Nucleus

demand paging 7ol TF&aE UA 7] wE
9] A daF 79t

Plus Wol two-level pseudo-LRU [1
9] demand paging =ES T3St}
Ajrgk 71 e ALAdE Hrkshr] YA E WXvtg 22
o] B I= HolAE 7MW, bt H HEHE 7ok
ok, ey 71 wixnpa 223 (e.g., MiBench)E<
g z= Holx9 Ji47F 107] ©]3dFe]al, Nucleus Plus
Aol A w2yl f8) vgs F9 (e, C golBdE TE,
gd A, 2 €9 5)E Nucleus Plus APIE A3}

2
A

FAslor she A Jdu wEkA] B =dedAE A
(synthetic) Wlx|u}=3 Z2 78S A}L3le] 1
TASET B 12 Age] ARgsh &4 wAnt

b,

=]

I E RS

| Task | Code size (KB) | Page reuses ratio | Cj (us) |
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task 3 82084 30% 1380
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task 6 81968 60% 3020
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E 3. T dHelAvt fle vF HxAe] 2y A
Task set Response time (us) Memory usage (pages)

: Naive approach | Our approach \ Measured || Naive approach \ Our approach \ Measured
Task set | | 706550 (473.1%) | 153690 (102.9%) 149330 370 (596.8%) 62(100.0%) 62
Task set 2 | 671850 (606.5%) | 141185 (127.4%) 110780 350 (625.0%) 63(112.5%) 56

T 4 FH ANAT A thE Haze A9 A
Task set Response time (us) Memory usage (pages)

: Intra task only \ Inter+Intra task \ Measured || Intra task only | Inter+Intra task | Measured
Task set 3 | 225560 (117.9%) | 198635 (103.8%) 191277 88 (122.2%) 73 (101.3%) 72
Task set4 | 228465 (146.7%) | 201540 (129.4%) 155723 87 (131.8%) 72 (109.0%) 66
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