-
4 6100 34 2
AFH AT/ I

62

1. M o

AZE AaEe e Al2gg A, A
A (configuration) 21 A=¥ F4& 8
E gAlold ngsior & F8 945 F9 sol
o, a2z AFEY 4%5& Hriske 48 A
249 life cycle?] Ayt 23X g€ HA A
B @A E AgRY] &7 Ao Mk Al=F
A7} o)FoI AL olo] o] ATt AEo] &
28 BAcME Fxd 2T7IH BA UEH
JeAg A2se Aol dasty Y Eokd EH
NE3e] A% vlart gesith

A%EH Az a7 7% £ A=E HUke
Hr7be] gubAl dxpke A o 594
& 9lom Y 7t @A YL feed-backe] 3

fr ok

, T
ksl

to fu e
SRR
5o W olf

O
ok o o Mo
oX

9] (problem identification)

o] 483} (formulation of objectives)
A &

©]

plan preparation)

O

plan implementation)

off of N
(o o

NN

—

O
X

A3} B (result interpretation)
ZANNE AA st Dl
Aadel A A dACdMME
2" 74 8489 trade-off ¥4 & B 4
2 A7 84 & AT Hrh #Y =9 44
A 2elm dA A ol g Al2E dEe o
2 Azde] spde] grE Fos A Al

ZRsla o)& FUFA e &F0]

x

s

o

£

=2,

qrir o
_.\
r.u

FFRE 80 4




HAiH Aeg Bl Aside o 3E g
Zlgo] et & F4g 87 A 7ARA

it
r

o

(instrumentation) & A A8tz 74
e 7Y 2dg Fgdo2 g4
7174 ok g W97k ek ey
olES AA A & AT &4, 3
g8 agla AlEY ol A% RdgeR
 eon, A7NE % 54 3

FES Uven,

i o 7
2
) sl

2 9

o

A

2

_“o?r,

e o
Woa o2 kv

fez
N
fuc)

A7) BFE NN 23 1T A8l
A5e SRS Wk WEoR Asd BeR

A FApel A o Sa3 ARE ATE & Ak
g 9, AFEH 4XE fgdeR 3] ¢sid
k=]

T 71.:‘.
g Al2® Fdolv ARt HEE Tk 3
dste, mlgol 42 & de AAA HeEAE
dAste] Age Wy oz Alad A4S A, 8l

Agare 873014 olFoi A A4 Bl §
Aol FME SN ol Fol Lk g &
)

inal Emulater) & A-88lo] 7M3Ad &4 & 8
o] Interactive System?] 4%5& 43t} ol

G ARl A AaF S

=
=

AN, o 7L FASA & TASNA 4%
of B JRE AT F7) skl oot
540 e AAR Az=Peld F750 o]
=]

EFIRE 89, 4

B Al AeiMe Z=

& 5 sl AAle Aol Fastn
& A7 Ngsiel dAjsof s, A

Fagd o] e A=¥
Wl me dggule W

% d4d 4% 299

=4 dsg @

dlol AdEe] AR o) APEE A8

Ag ¢ AUtk A A9 JobEol A FEH AAES

ALR3L7] sl MR AAS7] wWE o] JobES ¥

& QueuedA Z]gor ot aduR Alx¥

2% & QueuveEol o5l 4& A4%E Network2

2 Yehlle Aol Adzelg Rolt}, o]2gh Ne-

tworkg o] -85} 212 H&4, Queued] ZHo,
Zo]

& ZASE] Al

1k
o] 458 958 4+ vk EF Petri Netsol
AFE A2ge @ osd vdgdgsied g
ol 4xm 9k
ol AlEE el Ay 2dd
Ay ol e HREY 45 Hrkslsd o]

A obF f8F =it s A by o] R sts}
=l ol Alge] gle v, AlggelAd
e ol e e 2¥E & AL F A



A% (degree of detail) 8 ZAHT 4= Utk WA
g dor Hsr] ofee B FEe By
NEG ol Yol e 7Hesich 2gn A =
oM F2 B3R (mean value)H2 AE31X
o Al g o]Ade B XX (estimates of distribut-
ion) ¢ Ligher Moment& A3 & 4 vt =g
AR 2E L Steady State Behavior & FAMS}
e ALgEAI T Alggold 2d%9-L Dynamic,
Transient Behavior & A=l e AMSETL

A EYold ndye FH 82 8 vy
FEAA shed glow, 9 AHgsEE T4 ¥
g 54 theat At

1) Trace Driven Simulation

A&z A2dore EHE B3l €& F 3
¥ Sequencel} Tracedl 28] &EF=+ Deter-
ministic Modeldll th3t A E#ojxo
Hierarchiest} Processor Pipeline A& FAF
3w F2 olgdr)

2) Stochastic Discrete Event Simulation

Random {pseudo) Sequence©l] 28] FZ= &
Queuing T@ 2] AlE# o]dolth

62 Storage

3. ,\|AEII M= QAE
9 ALolA #e o) 2" gl Bde
2538 2AY # T o] 245 AE
N g 7Hm gk 2 o| Alzd
A% g Brlske 4RdME o A2 S8
of, A% Tx Teln AAFste 54
Bt a4t Brh S AAsHA g€
A AgEE FAME T 719 AAE Z
' OE Z2AA Fx2 UNIXE £94A% 8
E g4 3 vy AREoth® dqrixe F4
718 AA, gshe A A 2A  o]Fo A
N2E A Hrle] BEE 58 [0 &7

gt
7h AA A DA

2 AR el o

Trade-Off ¥4, 4% 49

Nzd T4 azxel
A AT R

64

agx e

W7t = 7o) AA o] olfel A

__Q.J?z:

1) A4 #3} 54 *‘3:—1
AEE A2l &g B3} (workload) & Al&

Yol o]g5)E 2% fFo2RY v HE I
E(d i Z2IYE, dole, H#Hol)e HFelth
aB g Adete Al $8 998 AEeA
Bolstn A Rahe) BHg BAPor F A
g 74 8aSd dF B, ol&E T dF
& 5 glon votrt A EP-E— HAo AzH
e AgT 5= U

FAWIY A%, §ee) #3 vuFe) UNIX
ZAsreele SEy 5376 Akt o] o] REHE
% 7 39 2 Yok olo) okl W o) S8
g2 ZA By 2 g9z B S BAs
W, 93 gl 4 47y B4 = 24
sl 2} Rof mUe AAstn P

2) B5 =¥

Nzd 4 FAN 5 2AR 24 T4 22F
o P& % 4 54 BN A 29
E7E A2Y YR ST ol§ 3i4slo
Fol e N2 JFE dSsln B4

3) T8 =79 A A

ZF AR =Yz 933 =TE A4 Agsin
AR NEE B3 B S AT dfHe A%
A4H 2 % AA Axdoldg 24L A8 =
T2 AAstn MEee FHHoE shie FXE

)

e

F3sled A2¥ 45 BE AA ST
4) 849 Trade-Off 24 2 A% 34
PR A FAM) Al2"e] 74 aAYE
ZA8e Trade-Off & A3l 4% & A8

g8l BAAE = IssueE” & A 45T, 73
g UEEs T AEsY FEES AF B4
o A AR FRAA7AE 4 VME tﬂ./:
g 2oz e Q-3 BAAH,

Memory2] A% ¥4 TPl ‘ﬂ-]”}ﬁoﬂ 2% Tra-

nsaction Processing %2 & Balg Aals)
, .

).
o
O
C
UU
=
wn
=
)
5

FFIRE '89. 4




soll i) FHAT] A2 AFEATO Sk
st -2 #2909 Yol dAHANE @

£A 959 AYrT AR e
F9E 92 2AxY e
23 3 PEE JZAT B4 9L Que-

ueing Network2 o] &% &4 &) .2 el g

M

42

o

Cpu-Bus-Main Memory$] 4
Alx Akt de Z2AA, A2¥ B2 a8n
Main Memory?] 5% EA& 3 A
Z2AA BEY F, vRY BREY £ Iz A
28 waete] AAE B4 5
Ae FEE A EH)HSE 58 }04 AAjgl,

TP1 #WiX|u}z0) 23 Transaction Processing
o 4 &ML FANY v %F Aad T

o N oX

4% 4o g
o g5 A

1) 35 &
A=Fle] Fdto] mE Al Holx o A Aws
ETEE A3} (instrumentation) 3}e], A A Al &
ol o] H5g 43t A ARE Y5t
A2E A DA AAS A dldde Axe
sty A2 F4d 848 FEs0 AH A
2% gi4g A,
2) Z2AN Fo wasl A2T Aol W
5 Z2AA A2="da ZaAA o] ¥l
2 AN2" Ase ¥ie O]— £ A Aol
A A Al 2=H e ii"ﬂ}‘i HSIA A ThEA A
o ¥3lE o8 SoA ‘f?‘
o Al2¥ MR AFsA 2

o

.ﬂ O‘x.,
el
£ H

Z 7} Multimax120°)4 2] “TP1 Benchmark”

3) 4%

e B8 9 249 AARES FHSA &
2o g J5& 2okt A
alo], 8 Az’ 7t af vlF
frabet B} Al2="lihe) 4 blm

RO
2

mm o u{n
)
OB
%Olé
o
i
¥

4., & of
ARE Ax=®e) 4% ko] s durEel W
HE, WA AT FAM e Az BA A

T 7t 5 AR

Bl A 299 A% Hrbe AlzE e o
olax o] e A FHY A%

& 878 £4E 7 glem

} HE] A 3 A 7H‘3LX}9} Z]

AlgSolok st HFE Al
A AA|Eojof gt

i)
BT
Pt )

2
=
o

B> o
D DAY
0 2 1o
LN
o
il
N
N
>

il

I
o
- K
k=S
[4]
(@]
~
[¢]
@
2
)
T
=2
N
2

1. D.Ferrari, “Computer Systems Performance
Evaluation,” Prentice-Hall, Inc. 1978.

2. P.Hidelberger, “Computer Performance Eval-
uation Methodology,”IEEE Trans. on Computer,
Vol. C-33, No. 12, Dec. 1984.

3. HAAE o, “BFE Aade A% #Hrl gy e
TM87-1710-30, ETRI, Nov. 1987.

4. Marsan, “Performance Models of Multiproces-
sor Systems,”The MIT Press, 1986.

5. @A AdG FA47 APEE “F AT Alx
e AbEA” ETRI Oct. 1987.

6. F%F 9, “BX MY spec. ] Ay #H
trade-off/issues FAL” TD87-1710-60, ETRI,
Oct. 1987.

7. HG9 9, “HFE ANade A akd @I A}
g 97 TM87-1710-53, ETRI, Oct. 1987.

EFRE 89, 4

65



