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2 o complexity# &e°olt Rolt. ey, AAE
complexity:= A% trade-off #WAlolh. g x=L

e &) Z od#A AoH3]l ek, zitd %o
AL HE Wdolt gra FHoly 223 9 (heuristics)d] 2§ ZHgeol o7
ggso] slv F8 P(critical) BFA=
Abg-8lE 2 A& % (duplication scheduling)# &
& 2AFsE Aolu wahA, -erB-’i‘}

> 2ol 1Al Hol, o gaz R & dd2]l ¥45& Agsr gu

Al 2} *]71'(start time)& €Y + 94 ok °]—E 4 A2E 2 &y dulFol 7103 RS e1h6)
Z‘i A ZzaPo ~#AE Hdoj(schedule length)E & B23 38 4ndEe gL ~2HEFY danLdFE

of tigt HE T2 MA ~AEY e NP- complete.x

ol

M Baa 2AEY YRIEE o

384 %+ 23%& % (non-duplication schedt.]mg)...‘.i

HE X2aP9 25y BHe Tz 2y of vlg] AEez M2 FH Pdold Az F
olg H4iszstn, 2AES complexity® 5 du8FE YRE ZZ HM(remnte processor)ol] &

Holth. 23}, 2AF dol9t complexitys 4 2ol A BE E}2F E(parent tasks)S & H(local)
% trade-off WA B =FoME JEY FE o T2 FEAAAN, Ealozg A% "I"ﬂs“‘:-p‘
1 EF vastd, 2AF dolE F7 A7 A

om U % A 3% AAEAYL TEHA 32

Al complexity® ZAY O AASIE QnEg A A (Scheduling with Partial Duplication)® £

sted Wy A7+e BAA T TR o} 2271 € % (Scheduling with Full Duplication)22 7

F A

et Jo ol ﬂ-‘{N

SPD ¢32E]FL join noded] #£E »==&
3 ALdur FEAAYG, 18 2, join noder

22 AFE Mzdo] JHAL 9lE A%S HUE  parent nodeZt = ZRAAA AAFZAD o
fslel, WY Z2ads T2 AMENA & 0§ AT FHo2 Jito HAEs X2 wy
oz 2AFsE A WY Fa@ dojoh 2AF A e¥H=IE 2 AL e ok FSS(Fast

A zbol A A o Z(statically) o]2o] ATt A and Scalable Scheduling) €28 Z[4]0] 97]e &&c}
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5 dnEFE H43n aug o BE
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ST( n; , J)& E7|%rch

2 w=FoA AMgEHE 2 7R Y] §98
g3 #Zoh

o 0N

i

4olstd

o] 11 & x=9] outgoing degree’}t 20143 =&
fork nodez} &ch.

Aol 20 3 =9 incoming degree?} 20]4HQ)
join nodeg} gt}

rEE

a9 29M m& fork node°lx
nodeolt. oJH %=+ join node°]®d

n;, ng<=  join
i 4 fork nodex 2

T itk
Ao 3 Fal |°‘(communication constraint) & fﬂ
o wE p7 AM PEIAN 7% was A 63

EST(n;, PE)E ®7|3t1 I'%’

WA dge 488 5 e
H7)gch

AlZb& ECT(n;, PE)Z

29 4 nollA wAA AR} RgdlE
e MAT( n; , n; )2 Boh,

d 2gde Al

F X g ’”17]' 2o Z2AA Jo 2AEHE
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49 5 join node n,;= m9 BB =5 & 7RG g,
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ghet,
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3. #d oy

7l e SFD ¢nelFe] %3l CPFD$t DFRN
duFol sty B8] AFsta, o] TADS ¢
nHER oA A5 g v ot}

o}

3.1 Critical Path Fast Duplication(CPFD)
eEEE

CPFD ¢ 12]&8 el23 = »:=25¢ 37}
2 F2F%2 EFH2] (1)Critical Path Node(CPN),
(2)In-Branch Node(IBN), (3)Out-Branch Node(OBN).
CPN Xx =+ critical pathol Uy ==%Folx, IBN&
CPNe 2 Z 4 & ZZ(path)ell & =50, o
231, OBNL CPNT+ IBNo] o}l =g g @i}

CPFD ¢1E|&& CPN =258 &4 27 F3t).
el CPN =52 2#A&% o, 1 xcS9 #wd
BN x=7b 25850 gix 4oy, 19 g 28
IBN =558 #olx 2#4&3% CPN¥ IBNo] 2%
2A&53 UH, OBN =258 ¢4 &£9d o »
Ag gt
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3.2 Duplication First and Reduction
Next(DFRN) ¢ &

DFRN &18]Z&& fork node®t join nodedll Al %=
2 FE h2A HEeoHl] fork node? ‘5—.°¥]
SPD ¢1#&Fo] HL£HA, join nodedl= DFRN ¢x
2g]&o] §g¢t DFRN ¢x2g &2 SFD ¢xg&ne
28 FEo &#E H7lshA ¥ 3, join nodeoll A1 HE
bottom-up HAoEZ BE A =EL ZHAsA,
join node®} critical parent”} "ﬂléﬂﬂ AeE TZAHAN
FEALY. a8 ¢ ¥, FEE 4734 »=

oA 4
& Aol 5% zad 24 wow AAw,

=
=

4. TADS U4YE % N2H 71F

AAH elxa3e AHF Ho)E HA37]) Y8
He g AgEe ndstdol ik 1) A4 ke
B2 2Tyl 2AEH v ZRAAM g2 ook
gk 2) B2 xovh o Jid H$os F4A v 8o
7} £ critical parent node’t ¥ T2 A A A
vl dggojol o) 3) EE :2E2ES FAAYL
24 22 x=59] Al AJzHstart time)o] ©&HTh
W ORE xEES FEAZCDG. xD9
node®t join nodeol Al 2o},

B =RoA Agd dngd ¥ JE A
F1I2114]N A 71 st = Zi-ﬂ FYEA G AE
& 7H3E 3z Yt

7M1 RE ZRAMENY 9422 1: 12 &Ad3] o
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AX e F& Folc)
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3t} fork node o2l 79 x4 x5 7M1
dow fork node AHA L B9 £ 7 xx7 € zt
2ol 44 =ESE PR xtoe] B4 A% F)7)
o&) By xTyt gl Za MM 2AEw 2 At
webAl, fork node7t TZ AW vixiw x=atd, &
4w g 1 Ho vtz 2AF& 1, fork node’t "HA
% xort olded, ZgMuel R x==REH fork

node 7HA & MEE TN FEAZ F Ay x
=g 2AF%d 19 18 fork node7} FEHE g
3 8 BoFn ok fork node n, & TEAHA PI,
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(a)fork node; Yol R & ==WlE ol KE:
29 2§

42 Join nodeo] A o] FH

8}l join nodets 20 o149 ¥E w:g shrin)
BE $E wcEIe HY wAE RN o @
%k mS ¥R REE MATH myn,.....n,% €A

2 AR, n, n, ,° 22t T2AHAM J, P 2AESH

AT, 7,8 7,7 2L T2AM Jo 2AFHoZA
ST n, D& 9 # Atk Ve, n,0 Jo ohAY =
S7b chiehd, Jo A ==¥E a4, G A2E X

ZAA SOl BEAD F, 05 2AFSYW Ao o] 3
$, n8 STe ©g Z2 A pd 240 U an,,

o] MAT(n, , n)ol 21U}t webA, Wb .8 &
AZ37] Dol n, & J(EL [ TEANGOZN g
9] ST7t o #28A "Hdd, == g, & J(ZF& J)d
AA FEAADG E, o, o STE Pl U&= a2, 9 #

E xS MAT -4%6}741 S, ol FE 2,9 ST
F3g vAA gk 28E2, 4, o B xEE F
BaAg)a, old wHoez ZzAM Po U =EES

(& )0l A% FHANG,
o] }ANN, J(EL J)o] o)n) Yy =E=EL F
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Ag F3Hdle

e
=
1 nE (S

J

2 x=9 STE J7/HNIIAY, F

time slot)e] ®lttd, 5% #HA&
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A €t A g, 7b J(Z3E J0d $He] shssind
el FE FA4 g ASsHA "o

43 dauEF A

2 gneEdME 2AES gesdarl dsd,
=59 $4 &9 (priority)E dM(evel) €02 31,
dulo)] 2e Aol FolH $2 ¢4 £48 Foa
¢ ® =gl ST AVE F07] Astd, A4 x
SE wEA R wES) ojxe w2z g9 Yt
szAMe] 2AZIEE S RE wE7 vhA
wEsd ohd®|, 2 ZR AU R LERE SR
= NS A2e ZeAMd FEAAG.

(1) initialize() // level&# 2 2 node&&
queued] A4

(2) for each node #; in the queue

(3 find », and PE,

4) if n, does not exist // if #; is a entry node
5) schedule #n; to PE,

(6) continue

(7) end if

(8) if n, is last node in PE,

(C)] check_join_node( »; , PE, )

10) else

(11) copy the schedule up to the n, onto PE,
12) check_join_node( n; , PE, )

(13) end if

(14) end for

2A1& hAto] join nodeZ} obuW, BT =7} ¢}
£ Z2AM ~AES
check_join_node( n; , PE.)

(15) if =; is not a join node

(16) schedule #; to PE,

(17) else

(18) attempt_duplication( n; , PE. )
(19) end if

Y2 x2E89 MAT7E € &XdE $% 754 %
dABT 7N, JE A R w5t ~
T Z2AAMeln, PEE °lE°] F5HI Z2AXo]
Eol gud, »7t 2A&"E Z2 A7 R Frh).
attempt_duplication( »n, , PE, )

o

(20) push processors on PE_Stack
// from the processor containing the smallest
MAT(n, ,n;) to the processor containing
the largest MAT( n,_ ,=n; ), where n, * n,
and #, , .. ,n, are parent nodes of =x; in

DProcessors.
(21) while PE_Stack is not empty
(22) J < pop PE_Stack

(23) apply_duplication( »n; , PE. , J )

(24) if duplication is stopped

(25) break
(26) end if
(27) end while

(28) schedule #»; onto PE. with EST! n; , PE. )

Jol Qe BE =g ddtd, #,9 $E =
B 12 ZA ==F714  bottom-up HAoZ FE
AAUZD £E& gAZ DNL &l TS,
o] 8 HW, PEY #aAHog 2AFIC ol
9 =59 EST €44k& 44 &7 H& dhiolth

apply_duplication( »; , PE. , J )

(29) DNL < NULL
// DNL is the Duplication Node List
(30) for each node n; from #; to n,
// n;, is the last node in the processor J and
n;, is the first node in the processor J
3D if n; exists on PE,

(32) continue
(33) end if
(34) determine EST( »n; , PE, )

(35) if STV n; PE.) does not increase and
EST(n,PE. ) < ECT(n;,J) + c;;

|

off o J
de g o Ho

(36) insert »; into DNL
(37) else

(38) break loop

(39) end if

(40) end for

(41) duplicate nodes on PE_ according to DNL

nle =52 ojFoly Epazi i Zo] o B
418 &9 complexityE AHEWA, step(l)& O(1)o] 3,
step(3)2 critical parent node$} siFd Z2AME
dl O(n)o] Zect 2322, step3)ol A step(13)714],

step(15)oll A step(19)74#] 2] ¥ (routine) < O(n)?} ¥

o

Join node®] #2 =X £/t m7itdA, step(20)2 o]
Eoll W§ FF(sort) FHYPol BWastua O(mhe] =
%, apply_duplication( #,, PE,.J) #8H& ZZAMY
== F71 pAEA Op)7h 9ok 282 &, step(21)
A A step(27)7HA = Olmp)7t = o], attempt_duplication
(n, PE.) F8& max{O( m?), O(mp)iel Bt gl m,
m =< n p < nol2& Z3 attempt_duplication{ #; ,
PE,) #89& O(#xnY°] 9ot join node F7F g7lol4,
attempt_duplication( », ,PE,) F¥€& g 3&He=g
d1nelE AA 9 complexityr O(#x®)o] k. o714,
g =< nelch

ep

44 ¢udFe A8 2 v
o] oMt geole g2z zyZo] dis] TADS
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gdndEFEL
CPFD$ DFRN2| Z 3¢} wla

gt 2AEd AHE
HEH &

43 By,

219 2. Sample Task Graph

P1: [0,1,10]{10,5,60]
P2: [0,1,10]{10,4,50]
P3: [0,1,10){10,3,40){40,4,80}{80,7,120][120,5,170](170,8,180]
P4: {0,1,10](10,2,30](30,6,60]
(a) schedule by CPFD (SL = 180)

Pt [0,1,10](10,5,601(60,4,1001(100,3,1301(130,7,170]{170,8,180)
P2: [0,1,10](10,4,50]{50,3,801(80,7,120]
P3: [0,1,10]{10,3,40]
P4: [0,1,10(10.2,301(30,6,60]
(b) schedule by DFRN (SL = 180)

P1: {0,1,101(10,2,30)(30,6,60]

P2: {0,1,10](10,3,40)

P3: {0,1,10](10,4,50](50,3,80](80,7,120]

P4: 10,1,101(10,5,60](60,4,100}{100,3,1303{130,7,170}{170,8,180}
(c) schedule by TADS (SL = 180)

1@ 3. schedule by various algorithms

a¥ 28 999 g3 Jd=oln, 1y 32 &
ztel A Fo WE 2AF FHE B Fa Y9
P ZRAAM kB Jendd, SL& 2#HE ZHolg 9
mgck zEn, [ 149 ®2e [EST(n Py ), |,
ECT(n; ,P, )1& E8F Aeolth

a9 39 2A4F 2HE 4¥EY 2% SL =
o2 F4stA dvebdct. CPFD, DFRN, TADSY]
complexity 2 O( '), O( %), O( nd)oltt. uwha}A,

g4 $Y% Re2 Hol: DFRN¥E TADSE vm
o= TADS9 $44% FH3lnxdth DFRN ¢
1 Fe 2AF AJE AHEE O 2 ZAFP
o] Wzgd,
s DFRN €1 &e 4¢3
Join node #,8 2#Z87] Y3t 59 TE R
2 xE8(n,v AFH 129 24 == bottom
up BAlog o} FEO FIAE A ¥n
Zgo] PE &A= gfoew Fzd %‘"%*17“4
Ho] Fud, FE9 zA(LIF step(35)°] TF3}
A % xEES Fol A3} o] HAN EHa
@ FE A FBHo) 243 DFRNY A 5& Ad
Al
s DFRN ¢ xn& &9 744
Join noded) ¥ »=E5& 1 R4 xtE3
PHAE FRAE7 e, 24 g9 IRE
ZZAAU ¥33tn, I AR dE S
8l ESTE ARt 1822 join node®) EST
A5, Z2 AR =8 ogsiaT FE5 AR
2A3H go. wof wAz] AE PAS 95 =
& F2EAZYY RE x29 EST/ Z7}5HA) 51
AF join node® ESTE Z7}8tA =Ho $89 ansg
< F %A g gE A, dAA A4 g dg
xEELS FEL Y Y gart A o =
2 1\:5—"5—°] 2A1EE0] e TRAXMES R
MAT ¢Ad2 JAEF F, Z2AHUY =
EAIFIH gtk F5 AN FE 2(E
(35))01] AeiElE, 1 k& olFo xxEL
2 98 F floermz FEE T o

23 322 A% 4, 4
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DFRN® TADS ¢i12]F9 complexitys 299
A$E AN O( )R 2L F YA, BT 73
o

$, TADSE Bd38% $537 249 A4& gdAF
2 DFRN:RY Ue Y58 RdE 5+ vt 223,
join node®] M7t BEFE, HAol(depth)7t FF+F

TADSE DFRNe ¥l& o & 458 ¢H3n.

5. d®

823 F5 2AFd ¢ueFoda, SFD ¢xd
Z£& SPD ¢18Z B} complexitys ¥ whA Al
e U Aoz geiA k. CCR(Communication to
Computatioon Ratio)e] & Al2=€e] ZAede o &
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