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1 35

jillls

KB AT RIS A7 SRR I BB R R A & T SE MR G R, ik, [ 2L
2RI R A RS (SoC, system on a chip) 1EFEMCA MR 24 REIIEAR LR, T HHE R e
WA T 2 Ab B gm ez b WL BEAE N SRR P AT RO 2k 14 &, BRI P Em AR REh 2
ANDAZ TR 25 T S A R B T . A 2% T ROt R — IR i B %, N A I A A 15 380 1R IR LA
T8 HAT VAL R T (AT 25 W B2 1) 22 e )i 9T, FRAT RN UR G B i AT S5 R I 5 2
FHATANIR], A% A% 2 8] R EA R AT 55 1 58 DA RSB e st A AT AR RS me) . BRIt BT ol 24100 JF
AT RN RGN FOFT AT 551 B2 77 12 ASRAG e 0 sl AL s LA

TERIFGUAT: 55 U 52 Il jUINE, 3 FH R 6 e A 1 AT 1) B FA AT 55 &l (DAG, directed  acyclic
graph) 23l b5 fURRAES (B85, ARSI AR (1), AR5 B H 2 is A
FITAE 730 0 B H bR RGP A PR MU 2 (AR 1EHEk) ELMS 215/ (makespan).
VAFE T DU S (n RN 2-A7) ) LA (84T EET). ARG N A A B AT

S AER: B, Nezan J F, Raulet M, 2. HAT I AR R GEH HAT 05 38 40145 0 B2 MBI i R AR S Jrids. R 58
Bl 2011, 41: 349-364
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B PE, SN 285 O S e i DU ABR i SR, DI LR B 4 T TG Y. A SCRIE S IF4T Hk
ARG LI R AU L 1), AT A 55 YA B SR A G B I A

—RHERAE S DA UED S NP Al B4 Rk, VR SRR SR R 5 T A 2
DU, SR 55V BE 5 VEAN 5 B AT S5 1] (R A5 5% ) (560 B30 5 AR IR H P (R o, VP 24255
T IT 9675 FEIEAT (37101 6Tk K 2 Bl Y 58 A (K) AR et 40 S A, BT RO T LA
IFREAT. JEAER, AR LIS AL TR s 0 2 G5 M B R SE HER A IR T FAT R 150 ARSI E T 4
2 SRR TE A i) L

P BT3RO  THN R BE T i, A% 5 EAEAT A 38 I (B A TR DA 30k [16] has
. ASCREEE R TFAT IR SR e A AR 584 A 55 R B2 i jL Y iy AR R U i, ok, fECH
PRI LY RS I RER b8 S 3 40T R s S8 2, e TR A 4 i S BT R A Y s 0 LIk, Al
FHORBE 575 iR BE AL P S R RCR s 28 =, 35 I B HORAE D EEIN B W] LY B A5 e 2k L
25 DRI 8] DXCTR). AR S g S IR S BOR A S AE il A AR 55 L 4 2R

ASCHLUNT: 55 2 37 5G4 AR B AR RNTE S, R 59 AT T 58 4 (V04T 55 T 58 1)
P FEAAE TE A KRGO AE S 3 g B 4 RS VRIS T, 9 5 Wl S
K PUEASC R I R A S ST E AR 4 6 R 45430

2 RESEX

RSB B AR P PR A B ] 5925 (algorithm) JFH] DAG BIARIIR. HoAT 2 A B IFAT 1k
NRRGFRN RGEL Y (architecture) JFHIFRAMEBADRIOR. T LK 2 HOXPASSAL ) 140 A 4.

2.1 DAG &8

DAG 2 MR ERE, idh G = (V,E,w,c), i V 2 sSmkEs, B R UnE
G BENNT R niyuny €V, ey RoRME R n; BIE R n; B4 5 RAAURIEHE, W n L
i w(ng) IRFIBE IR AR S Z AR, 10 ey WBTE c(e;;) RIFMAF MR
RAMr. AR ng FTH EIERTEARES pred(n:) = {n, € V : en € B}, FTH HIEG M RES
suce(n;) = {ny € V : ey € E}. Wi/ pred(n;) = 0 M5 s A, WL suce(ng) = 0 B SRR AL
R 0 FoRELE

BHAERBEES EERATHAT, VN — AN AR RT3 AR . I8 AT LIS T A N
WAE S G A BRIT AR, 1T A i B 2 A s A NG A R TT AR, [ — /Ml I Bk LM A fs
W2 AT, (RRTEE 2 FR B N BRSO T, s EREAE ] LOIFATEHT. B 1(a) 25H T —A
NSV DAG IR B e SOk [17) ol R BN R R B D ik P RE, AL 5.1 N F 21 e

2.2 FRIMEIREY

WHNE TG = (N, P, D, H,b) #F R GA b 10 (5 B RS 2 41k 1) 2 Ab PEES R 14, I L
N EFTHTUSES: P2 N T, PCN; D 2 HRIANES, H EBIAMES: b &l A x4
PER. D H MEEMRNIEREES L, L=DUH, ZEEWICEICH L e L, HINEW AT LIS N
TG = (N, P, L,b).
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E1 HRgER
Figure 1 System models

(a) Algorithm; (b) architecture 1; (c) architecture 2; (d) architecture 3

1 F AT RN 3R Gl 8 22 Bl e M 4, DS A ST P 4 0 B JCREAT RS, 6 140 0 &
TG = (N, P,L,b), i/ p € PARRAILSS, Wikl ne Nyn ¢ P AR DS, BB AME A ik,
B | e L Sehr BRR—NEIL b, B2 N — MG 2T, h C N, b > 1. EEZZ AT
MBI AT (2 7 A5 Ak (k). LR 1 e L IR b(1) 1836 1 AN Hdh s .

LG RbBRERANIR], AT o — T R RO H 015 e e e ) BRARL T R, AT AR AR AC et HISAT.

BAEZIREE XA s, BT U, lo, .., Ly SEIERAE S I B (5 Rk, R 1,
L, S, IBATEAE AT AN 1, 463 1, TIASZERT s WIbERL FIafE s m, [ A2t
oAb B2 L0 T0 A5 1 RS .

1(b) 4th T —AN 7 KIBAFIERL (L1, Lo, Ls, La, Ls, Le, L) R 2 NS (S1, So) HEdz
BRI A 6 MO (P, P2, Ps, Py, Ps, Ps) MRGEEH, BHIIA T TI S MA Ce474 ZH2H
FAS TS IVEAN AR V. B 1(c), (d) B T HAMRFI R G40, AT T 5.1 F1 5.2 /N1
[ SE IR B IE .

AT RN R G FHREE N — AN AL BRES 21 5 — AN AC PREAR S B . R o — i MRS s AR RS 31 2%
A EREE AT R AR, E A2 B A e g . 28k, 7EE 1(b) T Ly — Ly — Ly & —
M Py B Py INEERS. BEEE R BIOIERLE 10 R | € R, WARHESS p; BUALEESES p; (VBTG REREAL AR
& RS(pi,p;), HH2 pi = p; WA RS(pi, p;) = 0, RIATLATATHER.

6 T FH R AR BSOS B B (T R, AT S R BE I — AN 2 7 1. SR [15) 75 1 B2 rh Bl 248 AR ki
e AR B, B IL AR P B A He sy, Fr b, AR 10 AT i N R P i 1%
A DL R PR 32 U SR TR AP e v, RIS P S A B . AN SORH A P I PR S BE B, IR AT AT A 4k
FAR 2 ) A /D AFAE — 4B, U AT 55U 52 o 1 % e ) AR O A 4R A7 ik R

2.3 ERBERFMNESIEE

WREE—A DAG 5245 DAG AT e — /MO ERES IR T — N IR IN 2. 49 2% R A5 5%
Griny, A REIE T3 BEAUAR N EAR A BC B L FIF T IR A I %), 7E4R 48 TG = (N, P, L,b) X DAG
G = (V,E,w,c) M S nTLIFIA U,

1) http://www.ti.com/
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WRin; € VAERLEES p € P ERITHRINZICA t5(ni, p), GTRINZIN tr(ni, p) = ts(ni, p)+w(ni, p),
Horb w(ng,p) & n; ££ p ERVISATINTEL S R LR EERR P =9 A i B e 45 R %1, R

sl(S) = ggﬁ{tf(ni, proc(n;))},

Hrp proc(nz) LRI n, AL BELS.

AR AL PSS BRI ATIN A 2 2Z R K (w(ng, py) > w(ng, pr)), BIAEERE PR & Rz AT
Hﬁ[‘ﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ‘]%ﬁ%&i, REMEIEAT ny FIAIERERES1C N Proc(n,). — N1 RIAEA AL BEAS 1)
IS TAARERZ T RUNBGE, B w(n,) = mzpepmc(m)w(m,p), I |Proc(n;)| 7~ Proc(n;)
SROP S

A LR N G BCAE A AL BESS BN IEAE A AT, 1 e € E f I € R _ERITTURIN %)
BN tyles [ R). TN RGO AT cut-through KISt HLEE A WOE (T30S, BRIE o) 7ERERS
R = ll — lg A d lk E@%ﬁi@*ﬁgjf‘LXj%, Eﬂ ts(eij,ll,R) = ts(ei],lg,R) = = t (e”,lk, ) “Laéj\

BCSh ey EEEE R R(eij), eij 1 R = R(ey;) WA IEREL EINITIRFIS, ﬂ@ﬁ?”“”hﬂﬁ ts(eij, R) F
tr(eis R), I e, R) = toles R) + mmeetigyys ST dleyy) JE eiy ARHIEIR B, minier{b(1)}
Je R PRI de N R LR D LA T ] Re R R R AAE IR, B c(es;) =
m 2 popy L 22 RERS (Do) ﬁ{b(ﬂ}}’ i p, € Proc(n;),p, € Proc(n;). XFITHE c(e;;)
(TR AR SCE AR I, & S S T IFATIRAN R G 1A 25 T L

71 R AT S NS S5 RN, %01 R4 T DUF AR AR AR B 2S EIEATIS 5, 1IN ZURR A 2540 ek 285 I
Z| (DRT, data ready time), %754 DRT(n;,p) = max.,, cp{ts(eij, R(e;;))}. DRT &1 G w LT
R IR R, 2555 Ry BEAHINIL, B4 DRT (ny, p) = 0,¥p € P, XN ny BRI (0 1

A) CantER el

o p T B A T O A O A P 4 AR (insertion technique)®!) 228 AR T B L LR 44

THRIEEEY B [A B)(A B € [0,00)) AT p BB R RIX ], W2 max{A,
DRT(n;,p)} + w(ni,p) < B W n; WLLZHEAE p BH (A, B] KA. B n; 78 p ERIFAISZ10
ts(n;,p) = max{A,DRT(n;,p)}.

WIAEEYE  BUC R BN e MEEHITH (A, B](A, B € [0, 00]) 2% HER AT ERL L1
—ANAILA R IR X (A], WY max{A, t¢(n;, proc(n;))} + ﬁ?{g(l)} < B I e;; ATLAEZHEE R B
[A, B] IXIH P, BB e;; fEIBERE ERITFARIZIN t5(eiy, R) = max{A,t(n;, proc(n;))}.

3 FEBEREFMNTAFR

I RALAERL (node priority) X T DAG A EIER FE, 5 SR top level Al bottom level JlF #
FHAVETS SARSEAL BI85 2] top level A& 38 MAT 3 — MR BN s (R B KRR I A BE, (AN B
W RBCE; 95 KUK bottom level #2458 MZ T (B R — MR B KBRS, JF ATy
FLIRCEE,. AT A I A 4L 1) computation top level Al computation bottom
level (tleomp A bleomp), 2) top level Al bottom level (t1 Fl bl). ASCEE5H 3 4UHTIHAY 555554 3) input
top level F1 input bottom level (tly, 1 bly,), 4) output top level Fl output bottom level (tlous A bloyt),
5) input/output top level I input/output bottom level (tli, F1 bl,). K&l 2 45t TAEM top level Fl
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2 RATRER

Figure 2 Five groups of node levels

bottom level H 5 s ][RR OC &R, A 20 g 26 1 s R F oKk 2 X ny I8 F top level Al bottom

level.

3.1 computation top level 1 computation bottom level (& 2(a))

A5 R computation top level A& HE M AT R —ANUETT s BT SR VRS Y SRR R SR K R AR I K
J&; ‘Bl computation bottom level x5 M 1% ¥ i R BT — M AU LSS OB 1) e K AR
K. 762 X computation top level Al computation bottom level Hf AN FEIAFIRE, CATTT A
[lOPAS ST ERS'E

0, WA ny M
tlcomp(ni) = H i )
max  {tleomp(ng) +w(ng)}, AL,
nkEpred(n;)
w(ny), TR ny AN,
blcomp(ni) =

max ){blcomp(nk)}+w(ni), HAth - 5.

ng Esucc(n;

3.2 top level A bottom level (& 2(b))

L5 computation top level 1 computation bottom level #HEL, top level F1 bottom level FiAbH%E T
AT B ACE, e AT U R T A 20 U e X

) 0, W g AR AL
tl n;) =
emaéc( ){tl(nk) + w(ng) + clers)}y, HARKEDL.
nrcpreda(n;
w(ny), AR n; N,
bl(n;) = s
emax( ){bl(nk) + clei)} +w(ng), HARTEDL.
nk€succ(n;
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3.3 input top level #1 input bottom level ([& 2(c))

input top level Al input bottom level A& T AT 4T s (IBCE, I8 18 T B4 BT ey
B NI BCEE, AT AT LR I 20 IH e X

0, WS ny AN,
tlin n;) = N
(n:) max  {tha(ng) +w(ng)} + X clew), HALIEH.
nyEpred(n;) e,€E
w(n;), W n; &M,
blin n;) = N
(ns) max  (bha(ne)+ 5 elew)} +wing), S
ny€succ(n;) enCE

3.4 output top level 1 output bottom level (& 2(d))

output top level Al output bottom level AMYH L& T B AT FAT SRR, 7% 18 T #4% BT SO B
Ay I BGE, AT a] RLATR T ) A 2k I e X

0, WER ny R,
tlou (nz) = N
‘ max  {tlow(ng) +w(ng) + 3 clew)}, HABAEN.
ny€pred(n;) er€EE
w(n;), W n; AN,
blou n;) = y
o(ms) max  {blows(nx)} + 3 clen) +w(ng), HABAEH.
nyEsucc(n;) e €EE

3.5 input/output top level 1 input/output bottom level (& 2(e))

input /output top level Al input/output bottom level AMY % [E T 42 AT S AR, %518 T %
A2 BT R T i N RN i R S R RCER,, AT T DA R T 1 A 2B ) e X

0, W ny =R,
tlio(n;) = ,
) max  {tlho(nk) +w(ng) + X clew) —cler)} + > clew), HABAEH,
ni€pred(n;) en €E e €E
w(ny), TR ny N,
blio(n;) = .
() max  {blio(nx) + Y clew) —clear)} + X clea) +w(ng), HALRELL.
ni Esucc(n;) el en€E

CUAA L R P9 2171 A A5 00 5 AR TC IS 36 4 I R L, 5 2 AH L, 38 4By s S5 400 7843
I8 TG54 R 1AHTHE 1(a) TR DAG BT LA RS, %RMGAE 5.0 /NPl

ZEE W 3 M 4IER, B eIt Sort Nodes() $E15 fiHE S — MNERSHIR, AR5 REAS Y
FIEPEAL LSS (Select_Processor()) FIEATAT45 UM (Schedule Node()). HHTZIZ A 15 5 IR T4 5% )
WREA R, AT T 2R LA g L1 SEaG SR, FEA 845 Se 4+ IS DL R A bottom level ff
SR AT S R HE PP B3R BE 7 A0 T At vk 81 DRI AR SO N i 81 ncHl P v ).

FRST R HEFEN T AU bottom level BEATREFHES; Wi KA s A A A bottom
level, A4 top level KAHT s HELERTIH; 414 bottom level Fl top level #AH[E], WIBEHLHES) 255 A
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x1 TRBTEZER
Table 1 Different node levels

tleomp blecomp tl bl tlin blip, tlout blout tlio bl
n1 0 11 0 23 0 41 0 35 0 55
n2 2 8 6 15 6 35 19 16 19 36
n3 2 8 3 14 3 26 19 14 19 26
n4 2 9 3 15 3 27 19 15 19 27
ns 2 5 3 5 3 5 19 5 19 5
ne 5 5 10 10 10 21 24 10 24 21
nr 5 5 12 11 20 21 24 11 34 21
ng 6 5 8 10 9 21 24 10 25 21
ng 10 1 22 1 40 1 34 1 54 1

4 SNRAERE
B P e — P I AT S R v, Sk 1 T — P T s A R B vk [,

&% 1: Static_List_Scheduling (G, TG) 2 for f—/* n € NodeList do

HIN: DAG G = (V, E,w,c) Fl#H+ME TG=(N, P, L, b) 3 Pbest — Select_Processor(n, P);
Wil G 7 TG BRI 4 Schedule_Node(n, ppest);

1 NodeList « Sort_-Nodes(V); 5 end

FFAS BRI B IHERI PR S 2 WK [16], ASSCHEZ T AR e IR L7 i, JF R E iRk
AT R ITIEIEAT LEA. T THRE A 4 A 0 ey 2 97 3 PEE BOR DA i B B 2 9 R BE T

4.1 (ERAXETFTT R KT ERERE

20 B TR T RO PR BE N S i L 50 BN 1 R AL PR, S WA AT s 1) s e DL 5
R b HAMEN A TE S 45010 DAG A E S5 3R 2EN 4 R, JCHRAEEARM R &I HRA
SEAHTEOL . B 3(a) 43T ANIXFER T, & 3(b) 4 T4 SR A B S R R T VA I A 3 1) R R
SR, ZTTEN ny, no B ng SR ASH AL PEES LR UE EATTRERS IS L 58 1. BRI ny DAZ05E K
H ng M ng BIEAE SR IG A GETTIRIEAT, AWM 6. L2 T, Kl 3(c) THEIT Y Rl f
B A — A b FRES 0T A I 4. 3 R LR 5 SRR i DR 2 S AT 20007 BB S AR KON R AL B A
FRISEME, Ay AR SCHR H — P OCHE 15 RUBOR.

BT S AESCHR [10] A SO —AN1 i 15 479 50 456 B e T 4R B %)) (absolute latest possi-
ble start time, ALST) FIZi%] iz 5 UG I %) (absolute earliest possible start time, AEST) ¥ 2= /MY
R TP OGRS FAEAN R Ak BRSO HIGH A 58 4 AR 55 TR BE b, AR SO AE B e A B %
BRSO B 1 9 s RS T ST RAT 3 SE P I P AR R B, DGR U L

KEFTE 481 MK NodeList, 955 n; BISCHEF39 5080 ce(ny), 'EA2 ng B4R R
F—MNHIAE NodeList H A9 .
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0 3 6, 0 4.5 o
ltime lime
()1 ()1 (m)1 P, : P
o o
N / P3 | P_;
|
(") 1 Lo [es] e | L

(a) (b) (c)

B 3 LALLM DAG MANTEMBESER
Figure 3 A join DAG and two different schedule results

WA Lk X, BIE DAG AAZ, 24 NodeList AN, n; (577 fiB T fe s AN, K2 53
Bk [10] HSRBE 79 A B OR DN 2 Ak AEEFEAL PG I S 9 AN 25 R A R, i HL
I EZ B RN iR EEUR 4K, FOE 2 g T A 1Y AT A PR R I U5

&% 2: Select_Processor (nq, P) 10 H A %) ce(ny) P NI R L
BN T ng e V ITH BB HIES P 11 B ce(ng) 1 o LR,
iﬁﬂj @ﬁfiﬁ)\#f‘ﬁ n; H’Jﬁiﬁﬂﬂﬂ%& Pbest 12 end
1 OB T R ce(ny); 13 else
2 BestFinishTime « oo; 14 MinFinishTime « FinishTime;
3 for B> p € Proc(n;) do 15 end
4 FinishTime « Schedule_Node (n;, p, true); 16 if MinFinishTime<BestFinishTime then
5 MinFinishTime «— oo; 17 BestFinishTime < MinFinishTime;
6 if cc(n;) # null then 18 Pbest < P;
7 for &—> p’ € Proc(ce(ny;)) do 19 end
8 FinishTime « 20 HUEXE ng ORANIL R
Schedule_Node(cc(n;), p’, true); 21 B ng £E p BRI,
9 MinFinishTime « min{MinFinishTime,FinishTime}; 22 end
A SR AR B R A A SR B, A% PO B AL TR g 3E4T

AEIRERERERS co(ny) IRATREAE H B0, IAE Select_Processor() HX) ce(ng) A BERS HL 2% B8 G B
TR A T8 B BT, 3R R S R R B S

4.2 (ERBEERETT RMbiEE

AR R U BE RS G T VAN [ 2 AR AE THAE R AT RE (as late ss possible, ALAP)
(FIIF AR TR BEAT IS REIR. 4501 ey FIETALIIEER R=1 — 1o — - — I, W e, AL 1, I
KB e;; Z G, ei; 1 ALAP 3 XN ALAP(ei;) = min{ts(e1, R(e1)), ts(e2, R(e2)), - - -, ts(exr, R(ex)),
ts(nj,proc(n;))} — ﬁif{z(l)}. WK e, AMEAE (RN e;; a2iEREL 1, EERIE—24%30), IBA LLAY
ts(em, R(em)) = oo.
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0 5 10
0 5 10 A time
lnme - | 1
el o [ ¥ d "'I l" ¥ g , ——
. @), G)—rem), @),
L, Ca) ! ;fj | = =6 . 1/ “}/ - P,
P, t(ey) | ] i
ALAP(e;) () 1 L, e
(a) (b) (c)
0 5 10 0 5 8 10 0 5 9 10
time time " time
p, Py (il n (1) Py 2
P, ny | ny | Py m | o P N3 | ng
Py Ps s Ps
L, Esesed L, [FiesEy et Ly Bideiders  Eaolss |
(d) (e) (N
4 BIEEIR

Figure 4 Communication delay
(a) ALAP; (b) a DAG example; (c) partial schedule result; (d) schedule ns with communication delay;

(e) schedule result with communication delay; (f) schedule result without communication delay

ALAP 0] DARIRIEIRAEAE, S 2k b RN TR X [R5 K. 1 EARGR N 54 e,y Fil e, Z1H]
(25 PR TR) DX TED T AN [t (en—1, R(en—1)), ts(en, R(en))] 3KHM [tr(en—1, R(en_1)), ALAP(e,,)]. QI
en T 1 BRI —530, A ty(en—1, Rlen—1)) = 0; IR e,y & 1 ERIRSE—450U, IBA to(en, R(en)) =
ALAP(e,) = 0.

4(a) gy th T W H] ALAP R Z K, W2R ey BUEIEE] ALAP, 84 Ly I eq Ml e;; Z 1A
25 DRI B] D TRDRE 239K, T Bt SRR AT LM R eqp 19 ey ZTHI.

B0 3 g TAEAL B SS p LIETS A0 ng BOTE, Horh =9 JUMANIL ALAP TS A% 1A
BRI AT (B35 3 236 6 2 10 17), AREAEEFEAC PSR I RE P oH 5 ALAP. DL, JAME T
— M RMER TR 7R & 7E Select_Processor() H1ifi ] Schedule_Node().

5 MRS OB p B ny SRR
I i) DX i

H% 3: Schedule_Node (n4, p, IsTemporary)
BN W n, €V, RBEEE p € Proc(ng) R /RAE

IsTemporary 6 if IsTemporary = false then
i ng 1F P Ay il 7 for f—4n; € pred(n;), proc(n;) # p do
1 for Bf—" N ny € pred(n;), proc(n;) # p do 8 T H ey ) ALAP;
2 Schedule_Edge(e;;, p); 9 end
3 end 10 end

4 35 n; [f) DRT; 11 e p B ng FFHHIEATHRNZ;

L 4 g TR LT, R85 ITHEARL, EEURA —2e ekt il TR BRE T R
SET AT RER A R BEE, TRATEIRAIE ei; AT ng, PEAN A TIE B di B % LA OR LB A7 /] fiE
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e, I HAETL AP ] ALAP AT 1015 1E3E.

B3% 4: Schedule_Edge(e;, p) F ALAP FE3E (13201 5 4 1
N 1 ey € BE FIZHS n; B p € Proc(ny) 6 if t 4 (e, R) <FinishTime then
vk 2 7 FinishTime« ts(es;, R);
1 if n; AR then 8 Riest — R;
2 if proc(n;) # p then 9 end
3 FinishTime « oo; 10 end
4 for F—4~ R € RS(proc(n;),p) do 11 TE Rpess FHIE €455
5 7E R WA Rk b3 5 12 end
DA PRI ) DT A H 2 A 13 end

Bl 4(a) 45 T —A DAG SR U3 B AL FH I8 A5 GE3R () RCR. @A AR ZE AL bl & 1, 7 mi g HE)
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4(d) i, A5 4(e) TN 8 IS S, WERAGEA ALAP, 45Uk 4(f) PR, £
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4.3 BRATIRIAE

S 5wt T MO R RS AR M B TT Ik, XL <A 4R RPIRA AR B Z BT E, 1
AAETA R R AR . SR A 1 Sort_Nodes() BT, BUMACZ /& Choose_Node().
Select_Processor() 1 Schedule_Node() W F L1125 H P58 774

E3% 5: Dynamic_List_Scheduling (G, TG)

HiIN: DAG G = (V, E,w,c) FM#HE TG= (N, P, L,b)
Wl ¢ fE TG LI

1 UNS «—V

2 while UNS A% do

n « Choose_Node (UNS);

Dbest < Select_Processor (n, P);
Schedule_Node(n, ppest, false);
M UNS 245

end

N o Ot s W
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G ORI T R I TR) T AS SCHR BT bottom level fE B I 1 S5 WG A 55 4 ISF A S 0, DR TT A
bleomp (74), blin(7:), blous () F blig(n;) 55 bottom level 185 bl(n;). AT bottom level T FESS
TE AN R BN AT s8R, AT fe 2 545 BAS [R] R FEE 45 2R
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H% 6: Choose_Node (UN) 7 end
BN HITE AR LM S UN 8 if MaxLength<Length then
Freh: A AR AR OGN A e 9 MaxLength«< Length;
L M UN R BT I E i AR S PN 10 ne—ng;
2 MaxLength «— 0; 11 else if MaxLength = Length then
3 for /> n; € FN do 12 if bl(ne) < bl(n;) then
4 Length «— 0; 13 Ne < Ny
5 for B—An; € pred(n;) do 14 end
6 Length «— 15 end
max{Length, t s (n;, proc(n;)) + bl(n;)}; 16 end

5 IR

AT bR v 2 4 2 R R SCR [14] 4 S 2R B A LR I s B g R T 1(c), (d)
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®2 ARMBSTRIRRANMIETHA

Table 2 Different static node lists and corresponding critical children

Critical child

Node priority Static node list

ny no ns ng ns ng ny ns ng
blecomp & tleomp ni,n4, N3, N2, N, N7, NG, N5, NY n4 ny ng ng null no no ng null
bl & tl ni,n2,n4,n3,n7,ne,Ng, N5, N9 ng ny ng ng null ng ng ng null
blin & tlin ni,ng, N4, N3, N7, NG, N, N5, N9 na ny ng ng null ng ng ng null
blout & tlout ni,n2,n4,n3,n7,ng,Ne, N5, N9 ng ny ng ng null ng ng ng null
bli, & tlio ni,na, N4, N3, N7, N, NE, N5, N9 no ny ng ng null ng ng ng null
0 5 10 15 20 21
! limcr
P | m 1y 1y | m
L f14€13€15[€26 I. €69 [ €59 Ol
|
Py | 4 | [ g | ! Sending: | €
"'2 :‘"I,-ii €38 €39 | |
! Receiving: _(”_
.”1 | l13 | g | | e
Ly [€1.3 ey ~ €38 |
e bl S :
P—l- g |
Ly €6 €50 |
5 ZHFTEMAEER
Figure 5 Schedule result of classic heuristic
# 3 ARMEZETRIIR
Table 3 Different dynamic node lists
Node priority Dynamic node list No.
bleomp n1,Nn4, N2, M6, N7, N3, N8, NY, N5 (a)
bl ni,n4,n2, N7, NG, N3, N, N9, N5 (b)
blin ni,n2, N4, N3, N, NG, N7, M9, N5 (c)
blout ni,ng,ng,n3,ng, N7, ne, N9, N5 (d)
blio n1,n2, N4, N3, N, N7, NG, 19, N5 (d)

3Bl TR S 15 S PRBULZ b, B COR= <2500 COR MV 0.1, 1 A1 10 451
AAGEAEARYT, T A (RGO LBIBE MM winx OCR 5] e x CCR Bl
Pl

ERENA AL 7 YT LAEF] 5 045 AU, BRMTHEAK 5 AL 4 SRR i v &
U611, R AT T K M A S LA, VR Oy — ML B .
T HRALA A 7 A bl & o A1 AR 2 IS R TP RO, )
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0 S, 10 15 18 20 - 0 2] 10 15 18 20
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Ly Bils  fag e | Ly sy fag | o
: G s . f i |
Ly £y Fag | €59 | Ly Fi3 Fag | 50
Ly ,kJI_i 1 Ii’|;
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(a) (b)

0 5 10 15 18 20 0 5 10 15 17 20
= time time

polm] m [ e [ m ] I p [Eaglmm e | _
Ly € s €30 Ly €143 2 d €19
P, [m ] [ g ] P, | “4 I T P 1Y
I Eid £35 [ €30 | L, P i 18 €79
P i P ny
Ly €3 £ Fis £s
Py s ") ns
L, 13 L, Fis

(c) (d)

Bl 6 BSRI;SIIFAETIERIFEL

Figure 6 Schedule results of advanced dynamic heuristic

* 4 BEEEANTHESZHIIRFEAZNREI L

Table 4 Comparison of the combined advanced dynamic heuristic with the classic list scheduling heuristic

Average in/out degree 2 3 4
CCR 0.1 1 10 0.1 1 10 0.1 1 10
Better 1.2% 86.4% 94.7% 1.9% 78.2% 95.6% 2.3% 76.6% 95.3%
Equal 24.2% 0.9% 0.0% 13.7% 0.0% 0.0% 8.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Worse 74.6% 12.7% 5.3% 84.4% 21.8% 4.4% 89.0% 23.4% 4.7%

{EH LA FBENL DAG: [ 15 S50 100, 15 A wimin = 100 2 wpa, = 1000 FEHLARLL, £ X AF
(P34 NERT CCR £ 9 41REHL DAG, REALELHE 1000 MFEA. £ 4 5 TA G mHsh STk
2 MBI R IR S 5T b, MWAFRTBAE Y, 24 CCR=0.1 W44 B2 sh &5 07340 K2 5 00 N
A5k, AEREE CCR R, A& MBIz rde N 2 450E 0L N4 3R 15 L &8 7 V2 T (1)
WRESE AL

9T SN A A S RS A TTEIIPERE, R SUMIER T Ace = leesie IRATIAR T
27 AL DAG, B 7(a) 4 th TH G S HBNESNRWE LR Ace. TATTEEEIAE CCR=1 M
CCR=10 ML, A = sl 2 50 3 U8 B J7 v mT DA U 5 45 AR I (Ace>1), [FIEFY
Acc 23BfidF CCR MG A N M4 &, 24 COR=10 I J 45 B AT DU ) m ik 80%. T A%
[f] 72, 4 CCR=10 K34 Ace B P34t / N BE A T 4. 125 mT DARRRE by S8 149 siBARAE
W R Z AR AT DUE PR B A (AL B RS, /N FE R, BT s RO L. TR
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Combined advanced dynamic list scheduling for random DAGs
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Figure 7 Average Acc of the advanced dynamic heuristic and its time complexity

(a) Average Acc; (b) time complexity with V; (c¢) time complexity with P
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I, I AN L OSBRI R AR N R R AR = T AN P, B S RSN A T A
M4 N O(P(PE?O(routing) + V2)), MBS 5 4195 A 5o BURI 2 & FEASIE st 1) 52 2% 52 (R B UK.

] 7(b)(c) 4 T A& BB sh T AEAN R AL B S 50 H (1) RS 4h0 X SRS DAG F
TTHFEFTAE SR I Ta). X BT DAG FPPIH NI 4, #5 Ab 338 43 S sk AN [ R 045 1 e i 0%
TE—AASHas b BT LR, Frie 2t IRtk v DL PP r g, X RAA 500 A5
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Advanced list scheduling heuristic for task scheduling with
communication contention for parallel embedded systems
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Abstract Modern embedded systems tend to use multiple cores or processors for processing parallel applications.
This paper indeed aims at task scheduling with communication contention for parallel embedded systems and
proposes three advanced techniques to improve the list scheduling heuristic. Five groups of node levels (two
existing groups and three new groups) are firstly used as node priorities to generate node lists. Then the critical
child technique improves the selection of a processor in the scheduling process. Finally, the communication delay
technique enlarges the idle time intervals on communication links. We also propose an advanced dynamic list
scheduling heuristic by combining the three techniques. Experimental results show that the combined advanced
dynamic heuristic is efficient to shorten the schedule length for most of the randomly generated DAGs in the
cases of medium and high communication. Our method accelerates an application up to 80% in the case of high

communication and can also reduce the use of hardware resources.

Keywords list scheduling, communication contention, node level, critical child, communication delay
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