S HED|Cof oA AHEls 28 5|8 AlAHO| S BA 255

B4 2gvde] #4004 499E

A% 31§ Axdel 4% B4

Aol WA G el $8n gk S, dEI) 25 AagE A A3 A o
@ S Dok A0, FAE L Lol @ Qelcil 421 55 gl g
P8 00 319 SR, TDAR Bk HEIIolAA £ Aol SRS AEAoR 2
2 % Q= Azgelth o] Axye FaHl S 899 7 988 el T T A0
B LS BV1H0R Bdsle] ORE AU, V12 PAE BE ZAiEg A)HoR B8
QFE PPk B =R F4-7)% SESS DEVS malysh ABlA 71Hg AgsiuA $ut eleleol
AllAe 95 A A2HS) A% BAE AWIT, DEVSIA hiel Aade Azh e, 4w, 29 2 B4
£¢ A2 ok

Performance Analysis of Fault Tolerance System on
Distributed Multimedia Environment

Eung-Nam Ko

ABSTRACT

Multimedia is now applied to various real worlds. In particular, the focus of CSCW({Computer
Supported Cooperated Work) for multimedia education system has increased. DOORAE is a
framework for supporting development of applications running on distributed multimedia
environment and multimedia distance education system. EDA is a system is able to detect
automatically a software error based on distributed multimedia. It has been designed and
implemented for construction and experiment of effective DOORAE environment. It detects an error
by polling periodically the process with relation to session. Conventional method detects an error
by polling periodically all the process. This papaer explains a performance analysis of an error
detection system running on distributed multimedia environment using the rule-based SES and
DEVS modeling and simulation techniques. In DEVS, a system has a time base, inputs, states,
outputs, and functions.
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