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Abstract

This thesis designs and analyzes a message scheduling scheme for the real-time
RPC over dual non-real-time networks. The targeted dual network models are as
follows: First, isolated two distinct networks such as Ethernet where each node is
physically connected via both of them. Second, ATM LAN networks where dual
group connections can be established with differently allocated bandwidth via
Q.2971 signaling protocol between the participating nodes. Third, Internet
environment where there may be multiple paths or connections between the
participants and the load of each connection may be maintained differently based on
the controlled load service. The proposed scheme makes the load of two networks
different and gives more chance to the urgent message by transmitting it via lower
load network. In addition, the proposed scheme distributes each message to one of
the two network according message type, namely request or reply, aiming at
meeting more time constraints of real-time RPC's by giving higher priority to reply
messages, hence, minimizing the useless computation time. The chop value which
ranges from 0 to 0.5 determines the network loads of two networks after
quantifying the slackness. Though the choice of chop value and partition factor is
critical to the real-time performance, it is hard to decide the optimal value because
it depends on many other network parameters. We use the statistical analysis
model for the chop value selection. The simulation results performed via SMPL on
the parameters such as interarrival time, server execution time, slackness, and chop
value show that the proposed scheme enhances the deadline meet ratio of real-time
RPC transactions. The simulation results are compared with another measurement
for chop values selected statistically and that the difference is within 0.3 2. That
is, effective chop value can be estimated. As a result, the proposed scheme is able
to enhance the performance of real-time RPC primitives, accordingly, the

RPC-based application such as remote education can be built upon it.
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EY ALR2LS}E MulA AFAe] F3Fo wel ggd AnaEe] @A UL
o AL gzt9l Mu|AE7He] A3 Af(interoperability) el T3 t%Esta ot o)y
g Ao AdojM F=eA 5 F9 stvc HEU Y (multimedia)tt EXRFYA A
2 ®(transaction system) 53 & A Al $8(real-time application)?] & &olg} &
T o HAIZG Mujxol QAo Fistel wel WEYA Aol £4d &85
AAZ B3AE £ AR @S T&HoFE AYde WA YaAo] YFHI
AHArvind 5 1991). ZAIZ &&o] n@dE HAAE FoIR FE A (deadline) ]
ol dEo] gmsojol gtk AlF AFZA(time constraint)E ZEU 0]& UFA
7171 AdME &89 AMBAY 274 Mulzo A 8 F(QoS: Quality of Service)ol
el &8 S Yoy AAE Il Ik AY Abd FL A T
FH5 A PHE S (deadline meet ratio)E AT £ JEE 9 BF AFFL YEYA
4 9AA 5 stF EFARES S wEt HAH :H(best-effort) FEAMFEH AA
Z l(deterministic) T=F7tA AT F Aok @A Qe R FxE AAHAHY F
TEROE HH 3 FFo2 HAAN RS AL & Jdovn HEAlo] AMulx
(controlled load service)t AUTZ W29 & oA HAIZF AZo dis] &FA o
(capacity control) 715 & A3 F2A 2459 RZ2 AASA FAFT 2 of
Yel 2148 Abdel] g3 oz AR g A7t R overload) AEIZE A8 E 947
A AAHANAM AL Au2E ATY F AEE FH(Wroclawski, 1997).

B4 AAE Al A" (distributed real-time system)oA ZE2ZAHAEL M2 OgE x5
oA $1x3td Alxdgo] AFee EAH AL g Mz FHslod Fon ALY S
TYsA Hed oY F5FAEL vAR ] @S FHdTg. 4 Tz H2E HAR
wg glojA 9A ZT2AA FE(RPC: Remote Procedure Call)olu} EAF 2 A4t
(distributed object operation) & Wdd FA ZugH g o]&¥ F QEd RPCE
A Al2"ol M Mulx g H 3 o QlojA Y R A B ZvglnzA @
& B A2l AR EHT Y tiREE e RPC 7L X9 @7olMe T2 AH
TEH FYY ANVE S AFTIEE AAHAGBirrel 5 1984). RPCY 2L A =
ZUE|EES] A AGzdS BEAI Y E $HHoR A AGzAS B
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8 4 glojob d A2 old o TulejHEo] AAdE HAAEE &89
870 $Fol AAFsldol gty RPCE AHES 323 A9 ¥ed EgodE
Myl Apolo] miAlzjo] ola) wEEDT thE HAIZF Mul2e o] HAAIZF RPC B &
AL ARE AEEHE A B ople Ao B o EFHSinha, 1992). u}
o} watd A7t EE A A RPCY FEAIF olulo] AFso] Fottg wovt 9
oA €tk AA(hard) B4 AAZE Ax"e] AS uARe E&Ho] HF M=
otslE Wi AA(soft) BAY AL Alzdle) Hfoe AN WA EHdoly F8
Ag 23E g An oz A4 Bab AAT A2l A dA =] e] Az
Aoz el 2L MEYA 2AEY 715S AFde Aol oo,

AN A2goM HAAE 2AZYsE AL % UEYA TR i IHE
Tl Ak AAZ sd=dole AaE FRA}S HFAI7IE AW ofg 17}o)
o &44 o8& 4 Aok WA o Yl(Ethernet)ol vt EE #(token ring)3 2 ¥
F WEYaY] =gowee HA FAE AA3A Rt dAAAE EEsHA
FCFS(First Come First Service) ¢ 22 A¥se 2ol oz Fgr o] Zutg
AR E HAld A2 2AFA Z3d 2 ¥ WEYAZ A&7 sHE
AN HENZY Aol v AAZ MEIAA YT BE A4 AT &
g9 AN A% E FAAIIE Aol 7hsdth

E =R AE o]F9 dAA AA AAHS FE3gto) doiAd AAF RPCol tig
WAz 2AEY 7)1HE AAstn AAMETH HAIZF FE5ALS APET] 3 A
ZF RPCY #8A1% BEHEEE fMste 7I-S Atstn 45& H7igdd. JHd s
2 AN ¥ FFo2 HAAL $4E ANYsE SFEFEAAM RPC WAIAEY T8
A BEEE sy gEiME oA FEAGS a2 2AEFP0] sty
FaAgo] 2wy RPC wWAIAE FaAIG /471 de dWAIARG &3] AFol
g slojol @th(Dao § 1991). 18y 3% UES A7 &8 FCFS ¢ &
g olg} e $MEY(priority)E ¥ 4 gloh 2Wd UENIY R 2*E
FE AR AF AL GFHEZ ojFsg VEYA AFS F F AF F
sy g9ZLS g2A fAsn B B3l AAS Fa A{AIZe] Furg A% A
zAL 7= RPC WAIAE A43dd FEAIG B SHAEHE Fo9F3 & YA
Ho] FEAY HEEE AN + Aot

B =8 AL g8y 2o [ FoA A diFd =4S & F OFAM AEH

2 A5
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) RPCOl diaf £4 &t MAAME AAIF RPC A1 CORBA 9 #d@TE
A7 Ve AA RPC A5 &3 78S AdTd. VA Z+ Atd 714
of & A% H/E F F uAFoR VIFAdA =F& 8%s1 AL =28 ¥
FF A7 A g 7l=do



0. RPC(Remote Procedure Call)

1. &H RPC

A 220y YEYAR JdFE 48 HFEHAA HAdHe L2ZEHO 84 F
o FHOIAE-NH FA WA 7Htste Zeo|AdEE AudAR

WAz E Apgozi MuZe] endoldg 353 Ae a3¥d 9ol
ZetolAdEoA oA §F HAANE HFFd}e $F A4S zHed

+
o2
rgu
Loh
o

(Coulouris & 1994).

B Ao 14F doj(high-level language) S 7|Hto 2 AF A T IZAAH 3%
WA 3 FALGE RPColl gt MwbA Q) avfeh dA - FR o] ofd A3 &4 RPC
Ade] A& Eo] RPCY dAlat ALg oz A& + e oFES dyEn

1) RPCe] A9

RPCE & Zzago YEHA A9 1t HAFEA 9xstn Qe T2aPqd Ay
28 8Asted AlSEE Z2EZEAN Mu2E g3 Z2aPL YESAA 9
g AA HES ¢ BVt IEE F9 A (transparency)S A Q3o MEFEiz B
Fd 3227 g8 ZTAEN EAFAY TEAE ALY HERRE 353 AA
¥ RPCE 32&3th RPCt ZdoldE-AMY Edg Algsted Mul28 833
Z2ao] Zgo|AdES| T MHAE AFde TPl Anjoltt AH ZTREAIFH &
Z(local procedure cal)® ©v}37bx2 RPCE f33E TEao] 973 T AR A
gl A7t vigt" o7t 7)ol 3= F7)(synchronous) €9 WAool I8y
2L FATUNE THE 2d=9 A9 o8 MY RPCES Al 388 +
T g &gt

RPCE WEYAE T Z2AA 3F 7502 A2 AdadA FAA 8
2<9d RPCY f3& #3 #wl(load balancing)®t Mwle] 1H 7% Ao Qlth
RPCo 712 ZA & EYA Z2adgS AFAHA & 553 Zo] A48 +
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E& & Aot

4 322 2L A2doM 3FH A= g9 AL (pass-by-value), F=9
A & (pass-by-reference), ©]&¢] A< (pass-by-name) TOZ <A (argument)E HE
3o dojHe FHE WAL 3&FE FI 1FHE F EF T ¥ Fie
et e W2 HxE Yebdo o RPCE WENR A 5&H A
Peln gk Ag WHoz Azt ALHY dolge EHL 7A9 FH = &
F ot a8z NAFL R gFolgel #qFFo FAV HY Bed JEE IR H2
& A £ gl BsHEE 7R

<Figure 1> RE nvle} o] x| T2 A $F2 FFo|JESS} M7 L&
ANadoM 3&H02 Y Adzte Addgte] dEse A RPCE SHCIAE 22
A A Qa7 SElo|dE AEH(stub)2 A EH] 8A HAA/} MEHIAE T3 A
Mol AEEZ2 A$sn Mo Ax 53 olFdx &Y WA MEHIAE T3
ZeloldE 2HHE Afgdrh

rle

rr

. Argument
Client Server
calling procedure —sulis called procedure
Local Procedure Call
Client Server
calling procedure
Argument results results Argument

Client Stub Server Stub
network transport network transport

Request reply reply Request

message message message message

< Network >

Remote Procedure Call

Figure 1. Local procedure call vs. remote procedure call

-5 -



A TAENH APHE T2AA7 973 Z2EN AP ZZAAHNE 525
F AEE #HFE RPC N¥oAME Z2AIAY Azgt ARGE T34 HEHILE
B8 A5 BA F3e A4 3ol Xg 3&HE HAAZ Bo] th2y] BEd &
A EHAS AYste AL Brlsst A48 W HI3E ZEAAN 35 ZEAA
9t & T2ENM FYPHE HolE F ZZAA L T2EdM FYd oo
WwAEA] g o JhA RAZE 2AY 5 Utk F AZEYY 24 Zt7te] 59
Hog 1Y £ dn F 247 A" o 253 AAAFe] FA AHE + AU
on Ao FHoHE LA F= Bl B HAY AV A FE UG
(Coulouris 5 1994). 23Xt o] RPC viAYFL 7153 & o] 7|&9 X2
gAY 71YE FXE2 B 873 579 ERAEE HYse FHE Ao

RPC 71¥& duwtzdoz dirzl AG dwi7AYZFd o FHFIAY JAFHY
(marshaling) T2 A A& o]R3ld $& ZRAAY A3 EF ZIZAAZ AR 7} &L
gsed dolA UEHDI daxe Ag 2 IR S £y So|AdE-Ay &
Aol RPC 718 & Al83ts Fd olf A 715 X8 B2 AYE Aoz A
2% £ A &8 A FoldE-MY &S HA, 7+, FA&= d &0l
7] @& o]},

rr

2) AA =3

RPCE AHAsE d sloiM FHHo2 dRojof & FAE 2 7IAE g9%3d o
=3 #Zo.

A AA, F A9 RPC A28 2~ F s RPC A¥E 7531 & dus
RPC Z&loldEE &3} o Y259 F2 &5 T8/ILAE°] ONC(Open
Network Computing)t UNIX A2 VoA RPC API(Application Program Interface)

g9 AN AHES ¢ "avl 52 A9 £F9 RPC UH#HAES AlFde Aol
}.

F WA, RPC 7I¥e 2 JHA| 28 7&d & e 558 T2y do=2
Zgsojop 3tk a2ln ZetoldES My Atole] QIHFH | AE 7|&E7] A S+
2249 Qe H o)A He AdoJ(IDL: Interface Definition Language)E A& 3afjob 3hc},
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RPC QlEHo]A8 Aolg H Z2A A ogd AA g 7l&#of s o™
A7t Y& Poz AARHEA vlEsor o

A wA RPCE AAF A7t BRAARAY 7l MEHI Fo) T AALF
(exception)o] ZAME A$ 0% Ny & Y& 7Y 7HAk &b A9A 71H
o dolAsto] WAPSS ¥ A(notification) s AT o FFE HAY 5+
E jje BRoz o|FojAY. HZe ZzadW Aol RS AHIYH =
F e 715E AT A

g WA, A4 Bgsy] 9% wyeze 8% AXNE AdFFE PH(retry
request message)® 2 BEl = 4 (duplicate filtering), 2121 A ¥ <] Lyl AL
At g1 £AE 2% WAAE AAE T F ASE 7 HAAY J2ES
2 7= MY (retransmission of replies)ol AL & Utk ol AF B WY =
02 <Table 1>o1A9 ol ZZatel o3 947 T2 AA UYL Agste o
s 72 7t #h = maybe call semantic® £% ¥ &% F4l glol A%
Agstd 2 WMAAE AASHA @¢T FEY 23AA FAFHAY HH4E ¥
27} 91t} at-least once semanticE AMBlE Bee g F3ysis FEE 8% o
AME 2 Qo] AMF5Psn Zelo]JEE SHo] ¢ oW LA dFe WHoR
idempotent @4t M@ grch 1231 at-most once semantic& HA =l % FEA
A4e Hats waog sha o] 2oln o A My ny At F3o] Erbsstt
(Coulouris & 1994).

rie

Table 1. RPC call semantics

Delivery guarantees

RPC call
Retry request Duplicate Re-execute procedure semantics
message filtering or retransmit reply
No Not applicable Not applicable Maybe
Yes No Re-execute procedure At-least-once
Yes Yes Retransmit reply At-most-once

g WA, EPAolth dolg wAMSEE WEQZ FPE ¥o2 AxE F
Hozm BB AN YuE ABsA BB & ASF @k 2dM Y 387

_7_



97 529 ol& &} ¥R RIEE st &AL RPC FPA9 AHAE o

HFEe of BN AR E A RIES P

3) *4

RPCSl 57 o3& 27 g gol ¥ 4 Aok

RPCE AHgatt Zzay £480 49 zZzadez Andd o yide 3=
Wol RPCO} th2)2agen) Ny FAse 2HEs Tgech 2euE 432 A
# 9e 2 T2ade doay] 98 Fe T2ad Fdojrh 1 ZzaYPel 44
of TzAA 5F0] o|FojW W AHEE 1 4TS Wobd 173 FAT FFE W
of 942% FeoldE At (run-time) TZaPel A WD SeolAE P =
2ade 97 PHE A Z2adw o gA Pk steAel He A4 s
1 Qerz HEHAE B4 24HA 27 WANE wdth olg FAbshA Aue
dee Zzads 9483 2 44 Qesolx 45 st AHBE THWC A
9 A%se e WHoz HEANUL

Client process Server process

Client server
routines routines
Client server
stub stub
Network
Net\york Communication Netvyork
routines routines
Local kernel remote kernel

Figure 2. Client process vs. server process




<Figure 2>t ZTYOIAE Z2 A A9 Ny Z2A27 RPCE 58317 g3 2
ZGolAdEAQA AGAA HEYD 2L F38F F UEYA T2 $831 9=
AN E YEHI FHE F3ld 5F0] o]Fojxn] MujoA ZeolAERZ A
Y E FYdtdeE AL RAFET

EHoldE 2HEE HEYI 4o 358 A9 522 HolA 31 My 2EBE
SYo|JEZREY 83 7Idyn AHEE QT E WS AL 97 Azl
A A2t 4733 e Z2AAZE Jula £32 ZUd AR AHEA v
o] 2HBE 2RE MEAE 9799 T2 3P0 AL o)g g RPCE 7d
871 AfM e T& Al 7EA ZAdo] o]FoH ol stEd I A WA AEHH oA e
ojty, &8 ZzaYy Aol A E RPC 78S Au g Zelo|dEd Ye AAES
S YUY F Yook M 2F "ARE Mo e ZIZAANA AN&E] A =
T Qlojo} got

2 AE Fo] ZZIYPL b Po] £Y¥d. Y7 ZTZAH Zelo|AE)
osf &€ o 2EHE ZI AN YHHY xd TIANE Y974 T2 528
Me Zol s FE o] FEHoZ I e AL o AANES HaMM =
EAA A2 Fol AE AR An dF AE Mue Run $9e 7
doh 233 YA Aoz 22 fAXE A5 TZRE 249 2 AEHBE Qa @
489 A3 vAR] Fd2 HYyss 9L P} <Figure 3>& ZdoldE g
g, A8 #H71A], RPC A Hol & &1¢jo] AZE 0] Alole] BAE RoZ},

Client program
<+——— User package interface
User package
: 4—— RPC interface
- Client stub procedure
. Communication handler

Figure 3. Levels in the client software



Ao Z2aye 49sY thes 2ok oA A (dispatche)s 23 oA X0
Qe TRAA EAE AN Am o 282 Z2AE ddd ARE A
g2 $HCoulouris 5 1994). AMZe] 2y Tz AQE Feh|AEZRH Yol
2 A4S BHse} AP AUl TRAAE £5F F 1 5k 9Eclew 1 2
3z $F vAA Qo] Ruls 4L Wk LFHH WAL AL 2FI= 58

==

% <Figure 4>°14 ¢} Zo] ZeEolAdE ~HHEE ZFEo]dE T2 A XY 3%
S Aol JAE A 24 wAAE AR AFded ANSANE HHT
ZZANE HddsE O2digx 9AE AXNn 2HEZ AXAE AvbEYsd M)
AA #38E 34 doh Add A= A8 2HEAA AHelHo YEYAE T
2 uAX 7t AFEHT Felo|lJES] 2HEAA AARS AvtFHdd A9 5F9)
ARgS wds= AMY 3 E2A A Ao

Client Computer Server Computer

Client process

o)

{arshal
Local Marsha Send

Call Arguments

Server process

_ |Receive

Request Execute

[Request

Procedure

Local Receive|

Return
Return| UnMarshal| Reply

Marshal
results

Client i unication

5 Communicati
Procedure Client stub

module Service

procedure

Dispatcher

Figure 4. Stub procedures

}m
%

AHH )2 AR = dolZ 7]&d QEHolxe FoRrE L AP
B 3&9 FHI 2F9 Z2AAH 3EUA RPCRIVEE 7H3ly A Z2A4 35
2 HEd=s g doh F ZYoAdEL 2HE ZIAXE AN w9 2HE
Z2ANAE A3 AEH 2 7jE&d Z2AIA o|EH AAE o83l e
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LHE Z2AA ghe uhEd 9 Advpad A AAE W aeEn ¢ 5 g o=
EAAY HUEES AN Zeadvie T2AAY] 24 22 LAY o}

<Figure 5> Sun RPC9 79 My} Seo|dEdA AP T A7 A€ B9}
dEry] golBeigig} 3 ARYH HA Syt T2 WL AAHAE B0
tH(Stevens, 1990).

Server server
procedures program
date_proc.c > ¢ —* date_svc

server stub
date_sve.c
RPC spec.
RPC
datex [ rpcgen date.h run-time
library
date_clnt.c
Client main ) client
function client stub program
rdate.c » cc ——# rdate

Figure 5. Sun RPC

oA E-MY FA 29 AYubzy o UDP(User Datagram Protocol) 72 Aol
A EHet] Z2EF AWYR} 2 /55 AP $4 x5 $£4 x5 2 Ao]Eg o]
AN 714 AY HENA B & A$ E7 st 5 AL T A o
THE ¥ 2f77F 2 E2 YAEEAY AFFE(timeout) 9 VYL Wa B
A e

<Table 2> Spectordl o8] F¥ @ M71x] RPC ZZEZA Zelo)dEg A
B Apolel] MEE = wlA]x) 7 2 9%FE Yt Rirequest) TEE R RR(request-reply) X
£ E &, RRA(request-reply-acknowledge reply) T2E2& o2 712 E9le] RPCE
T&@3t=d A8 " (Coulouris 5 1994).

_11_



Table 2. RPC protocols

Name Messages sent by
Client Server Client
R Request
RR Request Reply
RRA Request Reply Acknowledge reply

R ZZEZL ZRAANZRE wess o] gl SgojJETL Z2AA A3 o
A YT A ¥ o AR EYodEE 8F vAAE HEE F &
HAAE 71td " glo] AL 39

RR Z2EZL 3-89 ZEEZH 7|V F7] Hid diif e ZE Eold
E-My F2lo {834 AHEET Ao &g HA 2|7t SoldES 8% HAA
of did §F oz FHY wFd SH 9 A dHAAI 8 A €
72 EefolJdERZRHY tg a3 Ay &g vAAd did #ylog &
F Atk Al AlERAE Ze AAIZF RPCAAME 2 RR AlWE S e

RRA Z2EZ2 83-39-3H&(request-reply-acknowledge reply)el A 7§19
AR g 71grg o F7F vAAE 2GR HE §F WA FYoldE
A =L Fol & RS AFEEE B2 E HArt gloen T2 A4 ¢ YE
A AL S AR

83 AR AdEFHE Fole AL G o] vAIAE FAEA At dE
S0 MYt 83 vAAE FASGAT FdHAE APt ¢ WAIAE B3] Y
g AlZto] FEtolAdES FojA AE xHEHA He A9 Utk ol A A
© 2L ¥ disf @9 oY ANe FYHel st AFHE zAEA doh olAE
Hat7] A8l 2L SolJdEZRE HARNE wAX AEzHID)E 7HXx B9

o

[rt

T UL FTHE 8HE FEH ¥ F A=F ZE2EZo] HAHojor gof FA T Ay
7b ot 3 HAAE AFdA de Feekd 583 Haor & de glon @A
THFTY A4S EBobAE ol SFHAAE AFE)T 3 o

FEY 83E FARE o A7 on & WAAE HAFAL A ARE
A7 s Qe FHY Yot Aok ol &7 WA &) 8F AR 9 A
AEge 2P ok o)F AMS FFUS o idempotent AL Ay F

—



Palor e A(g NMEHoZ FP e didolth dE S0 A dME
gate A4S £Y€ duig £ Fogio]l Y7] Wl idempotent Fitel &3
Bigio] AL ow F20e FUAIE dake Fd deid A#AGS WEEA 77
o} &9 nonidempotent A4ke]t},

Ae 7t QA A5y 82 FaE S wAAE AAFY F UAEF J2EYTL
ArgE F ot F2EdE AEHE $° WA BEARS Bidte F2E WAA
AW AE o) &t FEo|dEV AU o TG WAAE vz AFY F UA=RF
e Aotk dire ¥ {e ZAsdn £E7t oA viry 27 AU AA7A
A gaop st ofufsicis Aol FA Motk FetolAdETL A e 2T A
F3t7] dFol e ZF 23S o)d el fiF #Fdoz HNE & Ut 22EE
saEele 24 ZoldEdA BUd HFo §9 wAAUE H{Fdd a2y B2
Zao]ldEEC AT o B9 FgAEd EA3A He BE &F uAAZL 4
olth, Yyt oz FaolJdEVL FA HFo & HAIA M g &AL BUA o
v d2E9 AR BE AE A olF yHAA dd. 2 Yte gz RRA
T2EEZ AHE3te 2ol Er} Zt S5 HAIA g 5 #R1E A Fo=A
ezt sl2E2e AME A F AXEF e Aol

A YEHINAH ALLEE WA Ag Z2EZLS gHo|y Ao A7t b
g RPC AlAglol A ALgst7lol= R Aot wel g 3ot Azl a77 & 3
AL de 4% 0F #2 8- WAAE AR vAAE AxFEe 75 R
Aen RAset )5S Paz Btk 0F AR dAANE ggudelY AAEEA
%3 A& A HAEL Ao g FHEHW My RE Aol FAHA
S wol HZA AA 8F uiAlAo dig SHS AP HFo] ARA Ffol= 2
glo]dEZL Az 23F 2E HAL AAFIAY MR stz S48 AL Y
St 2 e o] ik digtezE MYz 24 8% diZld dig $E&EAE A 8t
o ZaolAdEs} Azt 2HF 1 ARG AAFEA ¥ = Ach HF HAL 8
o g ¢doz o] Hed ol wye FAANG £V RS £ AL AE
2 AFse 5F Ao 7IUS AFTdE olHE A FAFAA BH FH FF

o2 £ARE A7 BARA Yok
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2. Ay dAzk &4

AAIZE A AR ELS AL AYF 284S et FoAR FREAZ oo A4o)
grsojol g FRAFE ZHsE Adc FAU A Hu AL FAAME
oJ® MAC(Medium Access Control) ZE2EZ-& Al &3a =0 ofF YA AAE
ot AAR FAl9 &% Y EY A= FDDI(Fiber Distributed-Data Interface), $4 &
$ A 3 ATM(Asynchronous Transfer Mode) i 7] ¢ 1u|4& AAZ YESY
At Gtz @o] AMRHE ojfdlely & EEHFH e vAAIR} MEHIAR
IRE A=

44 AAZ FA(hard real-time application)e AAI7F EAE %3 wir ey &4
o] ¥ oM e ¢ Eoh. Ao AVIE AE Alad 4o AW AHE 2
7] ot A4 HAZ TAL ezl EAY g% €38 Atde g3 &
A& 1Yol @289 FDDI, ATM TAAM B A77 #afixn U} st oA
Ae &45HE FFAFA 2 FFA Alayoly AF #§F Al2do] o7 &7
tH(Arvind & 1991).

el AA A AIZE FAl(soft real-time application) S WA o] ARy &AHAY F
BAEE 2Hsle FEE ALY s & B vAR FEAFE UFA9)7)
A FHe2Z EAYH Al2gdol} HEndo] EAYX 7} ol &3y 7T & B
S AR E M2 $H3le AL EHoz stE dolEuolA o] XEPL)
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1. A2 RPC

HYAQ AAIZF RPC ERALNL FHoJEZRE MYE 39 G, AnjdA
o] 58, MBERE Fo|AdERY ZAF} MY F £ AAHez FAHdY. 2
o|JEQ 5& AL AL MGz, FAA MY FA FF oty FYL Yite T
ZAA A& HE, oo FAA Y AA F& &P WENIAE T3 MR AT
o 83& wod MulE HAAd HAE Y AAE VYo r W ZRAAME
Tt Al el JH Qo] TG A9 SHEL MY Fo| AQIH FF
o YT gtk My 7o di7] AHe Murt FYPse G A A s FAAH
o olo 7t5 @ AMoZE FCFS, EDF(Earliest Deadline First) 5°) za€ 4 ot
(Ramamritham % 1984 ; Deitel, 1994). & Aol j3t F3o] AFHH M= MH|2E
873 FegolAEA AL AFHE HEstcd ol RPC EXYH Ao =T F
BAIE ool gmEojol RPCY Azt Akxdg ©¢HEAY + Ut

1980 dioll o8] 3|AlEo 9ldtd tidd RPC/E F@SJL. 25 Fole SUN #t
oj32 Al2¢g=9 & JESA HFH(ONC)H Apollo HFEH VEHNA HFY
FZ(NCAZE 9t 259 #d "®7 =9 HP-UX, IBM9 AIX, SUN vlojag A
2|29 SUN OS 41X, 183 detas =2 eHolde SCO UNIXS #& yii ¥
o 448& UNIX Al2YEL E5 ONC 7|¥& 7|weg RPCE T3t NFSY
YR zA ¥FEP Sunrte] RPC 715 Z2ayd FAHLAEC] Qe dAeA Yubzel
Z2AA 5F 7IYHE o8 FAY F UAEE HFo AHEAVE A" F UE
NFS 7% 9 dittsE SunAte] RPC7ls oA 3dth

RPCE 1L4&9Y dojz 243 Z2aPoz JEYIE T TAE AFsicsd
&34 A4 5= 71¥oltt. Andrew D. Birrel® Bruce Jay Nelsong €973 Z2A|A
32E ATe HFNAG A7 A AR YA, RPC w9, RPC 71'§ 9 M A
A FX, ERAYE A3 A ZZEF 58 Ad759 AR o= Cedar T2 4
EE ¢ RPCE Td3dA =Ah(Birrel 5 1984). RPC A AAdlE 33 A] &3 Al

=
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WY, FFE T4 FLAA FAE X8t AR AHE, 17 327 7|& T2
B Al el 3, udY, £&2 Alolo] HAF doly AL ¢ Ao TZEZF J)
By A UMEHAZANA diole 9 £ A (integrity)®} B AFseE 4y & 13
sof gt A v &3 Myl g FAHE F9E B2AT7] A EWAATE A
39 A7 #g 7IYE ol uiIY AWE L FF3 FFY ®ol ojyE} PdEn
FE37) 42 A& Ho|.

A AP 2 VEYA ZIEZLS B A4 24 23938 28 53U ¢4
€ AYdted AHgsd. a2y B 8L T2 AN AdA9 FLdAE ALY
at-most-once ¥ ZBA A FTFo] o]FojZo} & T EUE LTFAYL FFHAA
of gt 2AM M2 FAIYE WEATY] Y3 FHo] }E TZEZ S ALEE
HA HdAY X HEN2E FAUES AFEe A HEYA YL "W 3R
%+t FLIP(Fast Local Internet Protocolelgte MNM2¢ ZZEZFL AAAd
(Kaashoek & 1993). 2% ofet FLIPS Al8#o 22X 7 ZT2AA 323 0§ §
A3 e A9 FE9 ZI2EFE TA3Etn T2 A2 o)FH Hd Y YL
Z3tA1 7tk FLIP 7382 Amoeba ¥4t €9 Al2deo] M2& 71de] YdRE o]Folx
YA AL EH I Yot

VMTP(Versatile Message Transaction Protocol) Z2EZ& 198639 RPC, YE )
LE, A FAE A7) s dAE] 284 HolA Ao vEYa #Y
H2E A9t (Cheriton, 1988). VMTPE EWRAXE AZoA #Y A5 L FHEE
A3l 2 o)l AZE A% AF YL P} AZFBYE ¢ ¥ LS 5] 9
d Y-8 ZIZLEZS ALE MHH Acke HE vjAzo2 RPC WA n@
BAcM e e HA=E ZFAAUY. o9} ol FEHAY £48 ANL ANy
At A 2FHE 7oz ¢ A 75 e AFEY A$AE Gl e
AR 2FE HE3n FARE o HA 2FL e FUoZ FAT YN 9
2T @ VMTPE F2 EWA2XE A 2o AFEHo] gled thr dulghges
] Hd 2D Z2EZ MY AE HaEy) 3 T2EZ M7 a7
Hazetn A UEARY 2 27589 FHE 583 o837 A 257 3
o A= A A gk Bl AL v dAx AE, 2EP] W)
£E 9} jdempotent F4HE X F3tE VMTPE AA 7% VMTP AH&a AZdAM o
G Y ¥ £ A P

o
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M. Dao®] AAIZ RPCO A% 4 71HE& W7 838 337 Ho ol
Eo FEAEE HHZAY F JeA A% E 9A AL4sA FHDao § 1991). AHAH
o #3¥& & dart JeA A& #2224 RPC FEAG BEEE F7/INNA @
tete SolJET} Eoly 278 38T & Yt ARE =4 9.

J. Lee7t AQbg HAIZF RPCE A Ydte T Al2"d HA 714 AA% RPCE
TEANEH §Y, F A7 2F WAAJA S wAXAA] e w2} RPC ©l Al A
€ THoR ¥9du My AHgAzie YH|E Z=vi(lee, 1996). RPC &3 w A=A
AEa RAANA & vrjz] Az Mues FHAIHE dostn FEAE gHFo)
7bed A% RPC7F #8157 f o vEYSIY Muje JulAzte] A& gt} o
7Y 54 Y EY Y TDMA(Time Division Multiple Access)?t +@¥ o]t i
AgHololA dukAH] YESA g A Eo] 753

B. Gaoe °]F ¢ HAAZ WEYAGY oAR] AFAIZte) wa} ReE Rujdie
2AEHE 71UE AGAHGao F 1996). ©] 7Y AN AAG o= FFAF
REEE EFole U 2HS Fo 7 dAAEe] SHAA FYoN AgHo2 T3
7€ A 8A-89 AWE S wEA] okt T H AN UEYANA HLo)
B7ts % EDF AAd mel 4+ =52 33 wAIXE 2AZFE2 713390
(Ramamritham & 1984). o]2|§ vlAlz] 2A &3 FHo] HAZ wA R t}gslA
Hed Ao

45L& RPC o] 8o AAHolth A&AQ 7Y 39 MuAE AFsn 2ol
Egt MHE UEHNI FAA] A BRozRe E2A7lE RPC A4 tiete 3d
el A" didte] HCS(Heterogeneous Computer Systems) T2 #ME 7L Al 27} Y
tHChung & 1989). HCS Z2HME = o]71% HFH Al2gS 43AFAI = =
Hl 88 ZAA97] A 71HE dAS D Z2EEel(prototype)S A ZE et o] 7] F
e Madld, 44 A, APAMEl A 2e MulA @ FE HCS RPCAA Y faA
AE4 Alole] B2 Efol=e o 2HE FA € o uigte UIF Hx §4
4E& e BF RPC AIWE S FYPSEE 3t FAHY Yoz HAAdy 2HA
¢ AME 2HE, H3 vHE olFse dolEd tF £x3A 39 (P IT,
5 BAsh AR diolH & BAL ulolE Aoty EFQH wE 4% BAHES
AHEgtth Aoz HAudw 1 Ax B AAEY AL #HMe

ZHHEE
LEERG YFo] FAWL Mo FAHL A2d T2 o]yE sttt A dlo)
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Bl o]F& T dlolg olFel HlF Ate] e yAL ALAT £}HY 3&
< 712U BAF Ahbel] vls v go]l I EA €r} ulo]lE AL HAo dolg
hd 8 BAlste 2 ¥ ozt Qlo HA g HolHE B2 HA$HE R A
d ¥EE BAbgte ARG 48 4% 4 A £ Ao

WE29 Z¢ RPC $4& U288 8% X% das FA7 248 & 4
. RPC7t 2AAo2 FEFAAE o|F1 FUHoZ dZHo Yo ©& a3,
Amoeba 40914 & RPC7} 21 wAAE H4E of A9 ANz A$dA e
Zt AL AAYr] ZEZE 043 AEHoz ASUALE FA Y
(Tanenbaum & 1990). °]2{§ 71¥o] tdalrle AT A2 £ & AdA 7=
8ol €. Amoeba 5091M & A oA e AFHHAE & 3 TPFEL 7)
oz 3% 4 QA ¥ RPC7F BAHoz HUYPoez dAAHHo Q7| &
TSP(Traveling Salesman Problem)9} #& #H& $&oME ZAE Y294 €. =
EA27E @ 2HE A2 © e F2E AL o FA 2] 93d 41
e ZEAL2 FHAZE dARNE AEdol sted oAL EsH doly o F
RPCZ R4y st= T 7|ME o] 8o 3l Amoeba 502 HE|HNAEE o] &3
o gAY 2F FAL AYYG. 2oz A vAANE RE Ao AZ A4 A
U4 olyR ojdex dFHA gtk AN £ de WEAIY 100 % NS rE
HEAAY S T8 A8 n4Fe T2EZo] AAHUL Amoeba 50L& A§HE £
< A9 A BA7IES 0|4 RE LANo] B2eEs285 HEHNAYEL
3t AL ofyARt ojpiulzl o] ol THE A: Yo B S8 =AY
2 4% 34 7IA S Ao,

x-kernel& UE|YE & dAAHA Y HIL & 5 UAEE &= MA a2
oJiE AY AYAHA LFMAZ TCP/IP A UF} FAIS WEYA] A5dAo|Y
NREN(National Research and Education Network)2 ¥ @ ch(Peterson 5 1990). A4
AHEge A93A AR Y2 o 2P Fol vE AP MA@
2 A LFAA A FAE 2e G YEYIY Ya2golHe WHEA AFA
A 22 A 2L B T2 AYHe RoUok 1 HA F¥dE V
ANega a2 Ajzde] vz EANM Z2ZEZ, Sprite WIENZ A9 A A} 19
RPC Z2EE, Amoeba A|2¥3 19 RPC Z2EZ Fo] ¥t a3y vEYA
2 AdZd f32Ho)d ALAEL XY HEYIAA ALE 75 AYET AR o
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B2 Adg H2de Ak NERNS A93<Q doguolx #A Al2d tdEg
MulE, #HAFH, 29 S5 Sd=dojd AFAA VEYT dAdZy) AAHEE =
7HA 718 Aol BEEE Foltd IA &7 YMAME A&z JaxHo Mo

THY A ZZEZE FEHol @tk F Sun WENT FY Aade] HYL F
2387 ffE NFS Z2EZS Tl 85 Andrew Y AlAdeo Bgdg H2
371 M AFS Z2EZ S T o g} olB AR Sun $F A A o) AlF
He Mul28 3%32dW Sun RPC Z2E2 & T3 Sprite 9 A A os] A
T Mul2§ %32 Sprite RPC Z2EZL FdEs o} 3t} Yutyoz 93
LHoHo] Z2EZo] Bod BSFE HIT F AE AYY 45 oA v
Y H2 ZTR2EEQ RPC Z2EEN (UE:] ZZEZL ZAZ g
A FTGAAY AG WEYI A HF LIZEZS AHsE PPozE NI
YEAZ 2ol H2E 4 vk x-kernel UEYI T2 ER FHo] ¢ 7z
AggozH A EANI A7 92 vEYT A9 28 5 YA sy =g
EZ9 golBYdg ATt

2. A2t CORBA

HZ UEYart ddsn AT EYoljo HIFms AXNEA olde] Bi 7oA
AU o)A, AL, HEEELAHS JHAE AM s)ute] AT Eg ) I =
8740 A o A2 Aot o] F 7o LSy Yatd AH A Nee ML
43z & 4 ¥ OMG(Object Management Group)oll Al EAF Mz male] gFoz
A ¢ F27 CORBA(Common Object Request Broker Architecture)o]tHWolfe 5
1997 ; OMG, 1998).

A A} CORBAE 7R#at2 &3 ORB A &2dol mth g el Aoz} 7t%3)
E=% 33 CORBA 82459 A3 At Y 4 oy $4&9 27} 7p538y
£AEH ol 7hedtn ARt RIZE S8l T2 Ao E&o) HL3T

A Az ORBE 93] % & 7h5atA 8l7] 98 A E 7wtog Y A
A 2AEYE FA% TANo2 FTAHLY. AAZ CORBAY 713 2 ojde gg 7

A
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AAA FE2Z OMGO o At AT F Je B A 2dE A4 5 3l
o Aol

CORBAS] &4t AAgte ML Ao AH S 7IAPAE YEYIAZ d4Z2E od
AMEA HIZol 7hedttte H4AE EF o] CORBA Ad: AMYY 23 3=
2 #7173 sHo] 97 ZoJET #4E ZZHo2ZAN H2Y £ At oYy
CORBA AAMe §& ZzaHd Ao} SFAA sty AAHAT e z2a49Y
Aojot thE THAA dte Zo|AEM HIHE FFAHE /1A o)y 94
L 71&9 973 4 5% WA RPCY 274 WM E 7R 23t 4R o ¢
Fa% 9w g Ao

OMG IDL& Mu|£E AF3ts &4 AA 93 FA2Q Sefo]dE il Q
EHol2E HAY & ARE I F 24 QA9 FAAE o] AN IDLL F3
Mol ERG AFA Hi AF o] 4t A AFse Mu|AE oY HAAH
A Zeo|AET} o] &3HA HE Roltt

o]21d CORBA9 IDL Ao wdde a2ygog MasH <Figure 6> @t} 219
ol Mg} o] Zelo]ddE S My ORB2tL 3t CORBAS A vlxo] dAHo Z
zZt Zad Aojel d#glol IDLelet: 3ol Y e T3 SAdn Ytk o)
JRE-MY 7z 54 2oy doz FdFHo Yo sbs SgojdEeE:
IDL ®l19E& &3l S9HsA Murt ATss MulAg AFLL 5 ATHOMG,
1998).

11 IIJ nJ IIJ 11 HJ IIJ Off'
TT 3T T T

Client Server

i U

ORB

Figure 6. CORBA IDL binding
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CORBA &4t A& % ¥4 (autonomous)@ ¥ F A (collaboration) 71%5& zt&d] o
T 7HA 715 e i AwEE Adeg J1&E9 uEdole F kA 7% S FAl @
FA71ed @47 AR CORBAE ¥4 AFH 713 AA Ay 7142 8¢
ZH F 7HAE EAld AT JdHFarley, 1998).
°]3 % CORBA® Z ¥4 =249 MAASL Yoz AN AN AL $3
SRAM Z4zh ZeolAdES} Mu9 7% & &1 e CORBAY Z33Q 2¥
A AAe G Ag W ol e FEAHE FFee Aok J|EH oz YEYS
2o e Ao 93, o]7]F2t vlolE A, WlAlR] o]F 5L Telsiol stE A
29 Z2adYe 43& 717 CORBA ORBE ol o IgS Al2do) 2%
o2 MYFEE FozH 93 FPHL EEoln 97 FHAHL A

T+ 329 93 A (polymorphism)& CORBAZF 2A A& 71&8 7|ytog 3}
W& 7Hed 4EZ CORBA ORBE 322 3lodg 97 48 33s=d 9
A e 97 358 528 2 olde 5 A U #$45 5328 & UEE
o} o) WYL J1EY 974 g5 5% win wud 4 Qlvh <Figure 7>3 o)
RPC WA & 93 97 348 328 5 AT ORB WAL tydA g o83 22

TE€ ZEuAdx AAY EBYo) d2d g2 AHE ¥ F Yk

lo

ML o

l_.
[

I

Client -~ ORB Server

RPC
Client Mechanism Server
Call foo of
object X
Call Fu?;:((,ion
foo S Call foo of
m object Y

Figure 7. ORB vs. RPC
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RPCs & FA Zuige s AL Al 20 UFA717] 4alHes $A4FH
2 A AGFEAE ZEZY 5 YoloF & AAPLE olo o3 ZjulejHEo] Y4
e HARNEE §89 87T wFo] 2AHAFEAor k. AAL m@ F 424
dA1F CORBAE %3 CORBA #70A #4F AXEHY 243 A4 YN F&
A Az E AYIRES HAHAHSchmidt 5 1998). ¥4 CORBA AlA{
M A9 SAEHE Vo F 2AFYE WYGF SHUEHE 7o @ 2AF
e T A} AFzAE FYstcd dEtd HHNAE FHIAL FA AAL B F
2 AZ}AE Feo

A1t CORBAE CORBA Al2®”lo]A Fdzbe] AAZ AYz2A L BEA G $
YA 5 dojol ek EolAdET MM REE AFAL Wl get F+E FH3E
AU & ARz F3ALo] o]Fo|Aed FEo|JdEE 83 wAAd AL A
FzAE& EA@HOF 3t CORBA Al2d& Al AFzUE 98 + Y+ ORB
AH MulAE AFsol st £ FAs Y AMEHE SPo|AdESYG My =9 3
F &R AAe AA AFRAE P 5 glojo ot

Iona Technologiest® A AIZF A Al v]AAIZF ORBE AQ2EFToZHN AAL
CORBAd di@d H2& Ax3 vl don Lynx® VXWorks AAIZF £g A Ao uA
A1t ORBE Td3t Real-Time ORBE ZEth(Wolfe T 1997). 22} ol @
ORBe &9AMA2 i HAIZF EAFE ojHoz 8 + glon A A2
M FET AL AGRAE BFA) e BF R

Lockheed Martin 5ol o3l 7i2¥ ORBE T3ty o2 ZzHege EgUay
FEE EF AAL =W 7|E9 ORB ¥H9 AAZ ORBE T¥3tnx 3
Aok ©WetM CORBAQ 53 3% UEHol2g e S48 AASD ZeolAdE
Muotel IQE FLEL AdAE JHEEA 3G ol F S54& A CORBA A~
Holl @42 g40lA W FUt AT AY UL dFEr)de B3R

CORBA Al2dd] Fdzt At AFzHe] BN F£8& FAIT R iy T4
E+ MITREAA Peter Krupp®t Bhavani Thuraisingham ©o] <93 AA =Y}
(Thuraisingham % 1994). ©] 22 33 2 o] A]2elo) AAIZF CORBAE A48
T AA 33 XeroxZHE Lynx HAZ £9AA172 ILU ORBE dZAZAo2ZHN 9
YA AT, 283 rate-monotonic# deadline-monotonic 71 < XY BAL A

29 Mul2& AFgo
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Washington ti3tolA = TAO(The ACE ORB)#& £3ajl& AAIZF CORBAE 9§ 1
e DALY T8 Jfestn dh(Harrison %5 1998 ; Schmidt 5 1998). A%
o] AAIZ ORBE AAsed B4 A% HH3r 24U 2AFF AL 3A
AN Aa"e 28-S FA TAO Al2"e 33 dAA} WEYAI A
BRE e AY 2AF% 7S AFsm CORBA olHlE Mulxo AN 5L
EFAAG.

CHORUS/COOL ORB%= Chorus Al2=¥le] s 7jdg §5AUAE AA1 ORBolt
(Wolfe 5 1997). €54 U+e vld F&, 42 ORBol #4 9 CORBA AF, AA
3 EF #HE AFEE Aol F3Fo|tl. COOL ORB 1 AAM 2T B AAL 54
€ AF3A E3txn CHORUS G AMA oEst: Holxg 29 Ao ensl=g
F4Fde 3HE HX 2 U
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V. AAIZr RPC A5 &4 714

1. 2% 7Y

AAF RPC 4%5& #EA717] 43 & =89 7|2 ojojtyoje o]F3d 94 3
ZE ol&3te Aot o] FREME FIFO 2AFY 715 L 21 U= ATM A gg
(Newman, 1994), oJt{H|E g} & H]HAAIZF MEY A, F8tAo Hulx ZFH28 x4Y
3t AEUY R 72 Fo] XgHEH o TRAM HEYA T AdAL FIFO 7
2 7133l <Figure 8>3 o] vesldc)

Node 1
o TRERRTTCTTToTTTesmoo3 Node 2
:
i FIFO Queue 1
'

Node 3
H
i FIFO Queuc 2
Node 4

__________________________

Node n

Figure 8. Nodes connected to the dual FIFO queues

Tk e & YEYIE FAM di7lstE Aol o2 2 wAR A4
ol @50 FEAIG VFrbEA0l Bk waM F YEYAY RI}E Adysn
RPC EdA P £ tA2e A FAIZH wa} FaAIFo] Zubgh 3 9o Hairl @
< WEANIE T3t A4aA dod A2" A RPC F2AF V2L E =9
T Utk A= RPC EJA Mol &3 v 2] Euj4 M (dispatch strategy)o] B]A A7
MEAZS dF £7154S Bt 8L 3 & AUtk £ =204 By
ZHE & AV B8 V1Y, F oldulE Heuwate d{A7 BE Y, BHY B
ZIM 3 FapAo] Mula HEwte) {AZ B8 /H e Agsn 1 A5 Yoie
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9. ALE 71¥L & RPC WAAR 893 /A mal el 428 M
Bo2M zZt RPC EJA P A{AIZte] B $HEHE RAY 5 oy 28 7
A9 AEAY Ado 3 FEAG VEHTe 2L AAL A5 FAE NN
At

Zt #& ¥ RPC H$ol oM F8 EAL g3 2. RPC7 3949 48
dAE AXNA HEZ EWAAE Hx £8 S FRAFE ¥ £ AY dE &
ol MENAA Fu My FolAM di7]F< Azt oln] FEAIFE 238 F gled o
d A% 237 ) Fouls] oz olu] FREAFE ¥ EAYM dolde @

€ F¥sE AL dagle]l WEYA Aoy AMuloMe CPU AlHE 2ujd &
oo & 2o g FY& AVIANA g 22 Mus 228 93¢ A
P R} E ol gtk Akt MAC AZ9 Z2AAE F83r] Hdol WEYA
FoAAN FaAEE 23 WARAE 712AE & UchHlee 5 1997). B FgAE
< ¥ dAA Y AEFEE A= Ffddgde A 5+ A,

F A9 wAlR] Fol AR Jormg ARt EF8A <Figure 9>l A9t ol
ARFAIZE BX @ gFAge) Fug o FYol Hae WAIANE F B Fo AY
A7 oA fFAI o] FetA] e (I-c) 9ol &3t vAANE & & Fol AYA
Aoz 7Y + UAdh. "M B 7]F2)(chop value) cE 7I#o 2 HEHIE
Agat=d of AlZtol B Gao G2 AFAMAY Smindl M Spau?t A FLEA BEF
O3 7t HE(Gao F 1996), /AL BX A 0%E ¢ ¥9d sigslE RPC E-
Aol &g vAXNEL Byt 22 UWEYA 18 F8 A$sn Uoir (1-¢)dl 3
Z3te RPC EdAMo £33 vAXEL YEYA 28 T3 A$a=S 2ujgdd o
FrAIZbol Futg WAt Ryt G e HEYAE T3 A$HEE AFAN B

AL AR g FEAFE BEAY F5AE =
A Slack Distribution

Area=p Area=I-p

Tight Loose
slack slack

IS
—

Smin Smax Deadline

Figure 9. Slack partition
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2. oYU E X gutol

ot ES Z& HHAZ YEYAL WAXEC] FIFO £22 A45n 2zt oAl x
o e MAC F821zte] ta AL o Zo] Brlsdlng BAd og A7E A4
E7bssit. 8%, A8, Aadge AA £33y AY F UEYIAE AXNE 83, 29
AFde MAC Aol 950 MAC B4l A RPC 3 AL AFAINA €
o 283 MACY S44 WEYA stz A5 d vARd gisiE F FE(CPU)
A A7 B7bE3td 23 MAC A& o] Adut 7]zto] 7% 3ic),

ol MEH A AN RPC 2AFY 71¥olME 2+ ==7} <Figure 10> 4
BE viet Zol 5 o UEY I AAF Ut} ojF WENIE HAAN YEHA
T oA ARHAQ BE UEYAZ FCFS «o wa oAAE A4ss ogyE
7b Aq7lel &t A7 2o AYHE F e FCFS #% Mg veEYa
g B AFHEE & F ol FriEoh WA 7o R WA YA =@
MAC AF =Z=2EZE, F olHyEJqME  CSMA(Carrier Sense Multiple
Access)/CD(Collision Detect)oll olsf AE=td AF QAL 7|38 By E
4E(Dao 5 1991). & k AAAZE 743 vA A9 5L PE YEYR Rjas,
% sl A58 gEolg stn MEYA ki x=E=7 Yok @ o

Pr(k)=P-(1—P)*! 1)

ot o]l HdEHLee 5 1990). o1& & FEA AN HF AAALE 2Ho] 7538
A A AFAIZE Fdgol=g XA QubHd YENANAM bl oo
E7bsstth dlAlA = F3bol slAIR] 9] o] Fo] Bri%sn ojn WEYId] of® oA
Aed £ AAAZF FEAG BFE Yol 7M1 4L F= Eaolg,

<Figure 10> ©o]F 9 UEYA d4dd & =71 F M9 FIFO #& 7HA3
of 83 diAAZF 23R B F sy Fol AdEHo WEYIZ ASHE o] F 9
HAAIZF MEYNIE BAFT)
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Figure 10. Dual non-real-time network
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Wate RPCS @ #AIE Adstedl Was 942 AuldNe] $PAQH vE
A2 % AT Goz FHY AuodY FUNIE LM o Zo] A
2@ Hotel £YNTA sl ANY + Qe v YEAZANY SYATE A
8 od2o) BisHnz wAxe dold g AHHE £ dEANoT 4
dth T 2 RPC 4% 2%¥% $9 vAA: 2 A2¢ 54 A4EL of
A7 B B4 RPC EAAHE S A BRI} ARl LA UAcke Y &
of @ dFel g WA FAfe] o fAe] FuE ANEL dgem woE
QR FRAY BEol YolM Wy f7} Yt NNNE A5DT

2) 89 ¥

Bt £ ¥(type partition)& A FAIZ £ WA A3} AR & $HEY
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AA7E e 28 ERIZ A4d & ASE o ole A7 v AdojA e
BAR 237 8% ojAA] Aol AEAt ARG AMYeg P FE
Fol A7l QEolh metd g vAAE HE poll th 2 R YEYIAZ Ag
3t ¥& (I-p)oll M E EL B MEQAZ dddte 7Yoo

AR =8 N, 2R £ N2 g3 Fe Ra YEYaE E A
THE 8% AR 2EHE g $F AR BEHE p} s MY ME R
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gtpm: 1—q+(1—-pm = c: 1-c (3)

o) o me %ﬂi ARHE HZ AA) 209 wgolth A3)E E9 A4 1
q

o 2] &= vie} Fo] ps}t g Atolel BAVE A WY
g = (1+m)c—pm (4)

AnHoz 2AFN @ Fi MENAZ AEHE SHvAAY 2] pE 2
At g7t Addnt po] 3L o7t =Y olg B BT oARAIN Ry U5
A dt. FEAG THEE HAHIAI)E o pol ¢ HYHoE e Foj YE
NI AR A E44 2dg T3t 78 + glon A @S UEYA Azt
W3to] 2t =39 F AHGao T 1996).

3. B25H 0] Ay|A X Rulo}

AN Sgol ZBTHE WAL A A 2AL 2Ed o) E VEATI AHA
t g8 AAE 27 Aulze] A a7el meh $8o ol WaY AU ¥
Fatodol @t Aol Abd Gl e AP 42 FRAT VEEE usA 5
e 24 e YEAIY eGAA 5 Y BAE B4 we} HHwd £7
ANPE AL 244 ATY 5 Ak A Ao FRFzE APHA 7
Bohe H4 xd $£202 ANY $§2 AUY F Aow RaAo] Auae A
g% Ao @ A AL A dg SRAo] N5 e AT A2 e
E9 ¥ag HAASA FAF 2 okt AUL AHo YIFoTH Y% 947 B
$ah et 2 ABE 92 44 APAA AW HHAE AT S AL @

1) o F A 2E
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Age FEANG HXEE A7 AdME AN FRATE 2T 2AEYo
Y83t FaAIfo] Futg RPC WlAAE FEAS 9dR7 Y AR B AL
3l Aol gaHojof @k a1y &3¢ WEYAI} 53] FCFS €22 A4egd
olg} & FHENE FAY & Uk YEYA Rt L2542 AR AF A
e GFHEEZ o|Fgd VENI AFE Fd F A4 Hau gAdZg gz
FrASL R §3te] AdAL Fa Fubg AP AYz2AL e RPC WAIAE A4
dod FEAG B $HEHE RAY & A Hol FEAY WEEE AMY
T U

A8 AAF A2E FEHA AAM AAE] AN A5 L Y]
al oMol Mulx 2o olFsd 1§ AAL 7o g A RPCY £ RAE
UEHEE AEE 5 Akl 2000). <Figure 11>& I¥t YEYIo] 429 2z ==7}
°]Fstd 1FoR dFH FIA} MuAE ATY 5+ UEE = 2§ dF A
Aol

(a) general Network
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--====- Group2
O Node

(b) dual group

Figure 11. Network with the dual group connection
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B ooldet 2 329 dIYEx g2 ¥dws 5 Utk 5 F2E §8 Ao ¢
€°] 873t dAEe 25 98 5 ¢ TE B o] By FE gAY E
2 837 MM e £ 0§ 93 S dtojof @t AX RPCE udc x
=8kt OF 948 s degEe ggdwed. shie RPC EAMAL
st o] del k=7 HYE 4 ¥ A XD EAWA £ Fo| 8
AdE 238 £ gled o ZS ada Y Ay FoA Atdd 2848 2
I 4FE Bt 23 EANRE 7|ZtA Ak @)

o]F Fatalo] Mulx AAEL T AFAIN RN GFAL BEXA 0RH ¢ ¥
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AAEL IF 44 28 T8 d$st=E 2uldHGao 5 1996).
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1.2

€ oM E ALY 45 F4 7Yl @& RPC 2#A%FY 71" & SMPLE A4 @
EodE e F3d 4% AW A0S AANsn A tH(MacDougall, 1987). 2 ¢
Ao AAA Fog AL dg 2o A2 ZE RPC EARNES 59
F FTREE MM FEA BEHEI MY FoE ANAW AHE 84d: FHE
E% 2zt RPCEL tt& RPC EXANT SPH o2 $35n T4 v EDF A4
of Mt FAY 24E AAFsL FYPYY ALY AE ZEE FIAF Yo
RPCE +8H22H o AA F3AT BE5 2 HUYsA9E Rolt),

2ojd¥L 10 MbpsE ¥ZWE o]F o Ao swstn JYow AYe wads
Al F7FH Q¥ (fragmentation)o)tt 2} Z H(reassembly) o] glo] sl w)A
Ag Tt d4E £ AEZ od AR o] MAC Zage 238 4 Qs
g ¥ 8% wAA HF Holt 500 ulolE, Wi gt uwlAx|e HF Zol:=
1000 vlelE2 HAdo A5+ £¥XE w2 sgrt 28n YENIAAYE RPC
Edggie] At 7t g Edge]l EAsts ALdE F e WEH2
o] B3 aEIAF| = Ho) JhEsin)

Table 3. Default values of the simulation

average interarrival time 0.0008
chop value 0.45
minimum slack ratio 2
maximum slack ratio 32
service time 0.0001
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RPCe Z8AIE TEHxo] 92 vlxe HF SAHDA A FF Mula A7 2
Y7182, AFAIE HE 5 T I UMEYI ARSo] glid meA Yo
Mo 238 Z4zte Aol g F8AY WEEE 2 RPCY HF TazHA
AlZHE 0.0008%, B AMula A 00001%, HA JHAITHe] B &L 2 AU &
7ol Hl &L 328 <Table 3> A TAHY UZEGS 7oz st Axg
of i FEAY VHEE AT oW FZF TANA Az PF MulA A
of dig Azt 9E 1Zolm AFHo7 Bygtian HAsc}

2. Ol E X gytot

1) AFAIZL &8

AR EHAME BT T2 HFo @ FRAG BEE o FAZ B
HE FERAG VFEE, P J)EA BE FRAG BECY HF MulA Ao @
€ TEAY UExd g AgAng BYE

R AR dYolde 7 SR 34 S AT o) ke RPC %32 ety
o <Figure 12>l Rojx)3= uo} o] HWF TAAZ Ao Zrlgol wah o §A1t
8 7YY FEAY WEEE F5 B e Hd 7 %7 Add. 2y
RPC ¥ &7} dalxe ¢ 5 28 71¥cl A7 MENA 79 Ho|§ ZolA Ho
U U2 458 2t tE REXE AW Z4He uiyA su Yo 2y
e B ARl @& RPC %ol tig 4g e Fa dojAr},
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Figure 12. Deadline meet ratio vs. arrival rate

<Figure 13>& Ht} A{FA|Zt v &) WE FEAF WHEZTE LA o JHA)
L g HT Mulz A% 109RE 1000717 WAL o Fr4x s)ge] w
T AFAZe] S mek 6 Ue A%5e Hol: A BdsT daAz Rae
AFAZEe] ZE WUSe) AH FETELETG FEAY BEEI} o0 oJFA|Ze] =
Zhetel et 34 A=t 2348 o Fohe

1.0
4
°
T 09
c
[/
(/3]
o
3
5 0.8 —e— Even partition
—&— Chop pattition
0.7
10 20 30 40 0 60 70 80 90 100
Maximum Slack

Figure 13. Deadline meet ratio vs. slackness
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<Figure 14>= Foj2 Azt Ao & 28 71239 9L Yepbath 033 o] 4
AX 05 Aole) £ JEA AN /AT £ vHel 5 B8 sHug ZeAw
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Figure 14. Deadline meet ratio vs. chop value (for the Ethernet)

<Figure 15> BZ A¥l2 Ao e F2AY BEEES Lehach o Aao)A
= A2 NS 0% 00047H4 WEA AT Hulx ATho] 2ARSEZ vAx WA
AL FJEW RPC 2¥3 433 $Ystil Hlo) FRAY VIS BAA T
ARAL £E 7P¥e] F5 B JUET 0o 4% L FHNYS & 4 AT HE
A3 $37k A 08 obA2 WA W YEYIE ¢S B YYES REE o
dol=solop ek A Axde) Aol ot Aol AU AN Y S8 s &

TAM MIENT F3F f13E Aol W4 o) tH(Wroclawski, 1997).
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Figure 17. Deadline meet ratio vs. chop value (for the controlled load service)
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Ao g dol HA7 He fHAMoloo @k AVH BAY g=YV,— P, =
BEY & glon o2y g &g BAYsA BEE 20024 AL o
B % Ao o] Hast gojof & Aolnt AAML £237] JHA AgHE s}
T AA] WYL g Ha2 e H2AAFYU(SS: Sum of Squares)2 2 THe
9 Hoz BEY 4 Ut

MIN 20 e = MIN 3(Y,—a—BX)* (5)

# BAFANE H22 e B2 AAASFE T8 A o Lol s WoRS
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‘ZS =—22(y,-— a—fx,) (6)
ATSE =—22’:Xi(yi_'a_ﬁxi) (N

Aol e 022 3t a, B9 Ztzto] dg 2HANE 29 B $31 4L Has
A 02 BE AAASE 9 4 Y= o] R

nda + BXx; = Dy, (8)
?zzx + ?22:,—2 = ny,- (9)

71 Be BE AAMY 71277k Hv o= "Ho] Yk, 199).
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Mbpsell | 85 Mbps7t2l W3}ste] mal HHe] W e Hol: R¥ 7]2% c8 %4
Hog 3¢ Ano)th(Frank, 1991).
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Figure 18. SMPL test vs. estimation
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