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Abstract—Fundamental theory on battery-powered cyber- as part of the evolving cyber-physical systems (CPS) theory
physical systems (CPS) calls for dynamic models that are abl (c.f. recent publicationd [1]] 2]/ [3],14],(15],(16]) thaaims

to describe and predict the status of processors and battees at develop novel foundations to understand complex physica
any given time. We believe that the idealized system of sirgl t trolled b d ¢
processor powered by single battery (SPSB) can be viewed asSySlems controfied by modern computers.

a generic case for the modeling effort. This paper introduce a | he complexity of battery discharging behaviors is noticed
dynamic model for multiple aperiodic tasks on a SPSB system in literature e.g.[[[7],[[8]. Battery modeling aims to simt¢a

under a scheduling algorithm that resembles the rate monotoic  these behaviors by computational modgls [9]] [10]. To suppo

scheduling (RMS) within finite time windows. The model contins ; _ ; ; tical
two major modules. The first module is an online battery capae theoretical cyber-physical systems design, a class oy :

ity model based on the Rakhmatov-Vrudhula-Wallach (Rvwy) Models are desired. This is because comparing to physical
model. This module provides predictions of remaining battey [11], empirical [12], and circuit based [13]._[14] models,
capacity based on the knowledge of the battery discharging analytical models are theoretically tractable while pding
current. The second module is a dynamical scheduling model syfficient accuracy.

that can predict the scheduled behavior of tasks within any fiite The interactions between batteries and computing systems

time window, without the need to store all past information dout h b tudied b h p ti
each task before the starting time of the finite time window. ave been studied by some researchers. Fower consumption

The module provides a complete analytical description of ta Of computing devices is proportional 1G5, [15], hence can
relationship among tasks and it delineates all possible mas of be reduced by dynamic voltage scaling (DVS). Yao etlall [16]

the processor utilization as square-wave functions of timeThe propose one of the first DVS-aware scheduling algorithms.
two modules i.e. the scheduling model and the battery modelra Rowe et. al.[[177] proposed a scheduling method to combine

integrated to obtain a hybrid scheduling model that descrites . .
the dynamic behaviors of the SPSB system. Our effort may idle period of tasks so that the processor can be put to sleep

have demonstrated that through dynamic modeling, differen tO Save power. Some recent results on power management in
components of CPS may be integrated under a unified theoretid ~ sensor network applications are presented by Ren ef. gl. [18

framework centered around hybrid systems theory. In these works the behaviors of batteries are simplified as
ideal voltage sources whose life only depends on the average
discharge current. The approach taken by Jiong etl al. [19],
[20] uses an empirical battery model and assumes known
Modern society is characterized by the pervasive applicaattery discharge profiles for computing tasks.
tions of embedded computing systems powered by batterieswe believe that a dynamic model needs to be established
Use of batteries endows computing systems with mobility théhat is able to predict battery capacity based on the digehar
is appreciated by consumers, industries and governmeelis. Current determined by a feedback control law or feedback
phones, portable music/video players, and unmanned agplascheduling algorithm. The magnitude and pulse width of
flying over a battle zone are among the most noticealdach discharge current can not be determined beforehand.
applications. Computing systems supported by batteries dherefore, in previous work [21], we introduce a dynamic
usually designed following specialized guidelines to klu battery model that describes the variations of the capadity
power consumption, achieving lower maintenance and longebattery under time varying discharge current. This maglel i
operation time. input-output equivalent to the Rakhmatov-Vrudhula-Wettla
Despite of the great achievements in battery-powered co(RvW) model proposed by Rakhmatov et. &l. [[22] which
puting, better theoretical understandings of the intévast has been shown to agree with experimental results and has
between computing systems and batteries will be appreciatemonstrated high accuracy in battery capacity predictioh
by applications where power is very limited or battery lifeai battery life estimation. Besides the accuracy, the RVW rhode
dominant constraint on systems design. One such applicatie also simple to use. It can characterize any general patter
is in underwater robotics, where missions may last more thasith only two parameterse and /3, which can be estimated
a year. Although appear to be simple, batteries are complex a experimental method introduced [n [22]. However, the
physical-chemical systems. Hence fundamental researchapplication of the RVW model requires that the discharge
battery powered embedded computing systems may be vieveedrent, as a function of time, is known. Our dynamic model
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allows battery capacity prediction for feedback contralda discharge current, causing failure to devices it suppdakts.
and online scheduling algorithms. this moment, the discharge cycle has to stop and the battery
This paper is inspired by the need to completely descrilbeeds to be recharged or replaced. Note that there may be a
the possible battery discharge profiles for a processorishatsignificant amount of electrolytes left when a dischargdecyc
running a finite number of aperiodic real-time tasks. Knayinends. When the battery is discharged under a pulsed dissharg
such a discharge profile allows us to predict remaining battecurrent, during the idle time when current is interrupteg; t
capacity at any given moment without seeking the help frodiffusion process increases electrolyte concentratiorthat
simulation programs. We found that the problem can only tedectrodes. This produces thecovery effecthat makes the
solved by establishing a dynamic model that integrates bdihattery appears to have regained portions of its capacity.
battery models and task scheduling models. However, we ard he Rakhmatov-Vrudhula-Wallach (RVW) model In [22] is
unable to find existing models from the literature that fits iderived from solving the diffusion equations governing the
such requirements. electrolytes motion within a battery. The model captures th
Therefore, we start our modeling effort by considering egcovery effect effectively. As mentioned in the introdant
single processor single battery (SPSB) model. This modslorder to use the RVW model for CPS design, we derived
may appear naive. However, we find it is very challenging dynamic model that is input-output equivalent to the RVW
to establish a complete analytical description for the ehamodel. The key improvement is to introduce a set of state
iors of multiple tasks. Readers in doubt about this difficultvariables, denoted by = [z, z1, ..., x,,] Wherem is chosen
may consider giving an explicit mathematical formula foaccording to accuracy requirement. In most cases; 10 is
the processor utilization plots generated by real-timgesgs accurate enough. Then the dynamic model is given by a linear
simulation tools such as the TrueTime [23]. Such difficultgystem:
has been mostly avoided by the works on schedulability [24],
[25], [26] because only the worst case scenario, which ae th
critical time instances, are considered.
With the help from hybrid systems theory evolving in thélere, the matrix A is a diagonal matrix i.e. A =

x = Ax+ bi(t)
y = cx Q)

control community [[27], [[28], we obtain a class of hybridliag{0, =1, ..., =An} where); = §x % for j = 1,2,...,m.
dynamical systems models that are able to describe theyattEhe 'n?U”(L‘) > 0 is the discharge current. The vector
discharge profile when multiple independent aperiodicsask = 3[1.2,2,....2]" and the vectorc = [1,1,1,...,1]".

are scheduled under a fixed priority scheduling algorithm @i mentioned in the introductiony and 3 characterize a
a single processor. When integrated with the dynamic hattdtattery and they can be estimated by the experimental method
model, theoretical predictions of battery capacity for @58 introduced in [[22]. The output variablg measures the total
system can be produced online at any given time. Compari@@Pacity loss for a battery. It contains two parts, the peena
to the literature reviewed, we believe our contributiondsel  capacity loss represented by, and the temporary capacity
and may provide foundation for developing novel battedpss measured byei,zs,...,zm. At the beginning of the
aware scheduling for cyber-physical systems. discharge cycle the initial condition fot is the zero vector,
The paper is organized as follows. Secfioh Il describes théncey = 0. Wheny = 1, the discharge cycle ends. The first
SPSB system we investigate. Secfign Il introduces a dynarfféte variabler, is the integration of the discharge current
battery model that is used to determine the remaining lyattéft), hence is theeffectivedischarge delivered to the circuits
capacity. Sectioi IV derives the dynamic models for tweutside the battery. One can see that the actual discharge
aperiodic tasks on a single processor. The dynamic mo&éntains more thamo. The states:, zs, ..., z, are temporary
also enables us to find analytic descriptions of the proces§@pacity losses that are always positive sifi¢g > 0. Under
utilization waveforms in Sectiofi]V. SectidiVI extend th@n impulsive current, wheri(t) = 0, z;(1 < j < m)
conclusion of two tasks to multiple tasks. The models afiecreases because\; < 0. This captures the recovery effect.
verified and demonstrated by simulations in Section] VIMore details about this model and results regarding optimal
Conclusions are provided in Sectibn VIIl. discharge profiles are presented in our waork [21].

Ill. SCHEDULED BEHAVIORS OFAPERIODIC TASKS

In this paper, we consider the case where aperiodic tasks
In this section, we briefly review the dynamic battery modetlith hard deadlines scheduled on a SPSB system. Tasks are
established in our recent work [21] as a workshop paper. Weheduled using the following scheduling algorithm: thekéa
model the discharge dynamics within one discharge cycle with shorter request intervals are assigned higher pigsrit
(possibly rechargeable) batteries. The discharge cyelgsst and the higher priority tasks can preempt the lower priority
when a battery is fully charged and ends when the battery daisks. We are interested in the scheduled behaviors of
not support the demand for discharge current; no recharging..., 7y within a finite time window, which starts from ¢,
is allowed during the cycle. According to battery and VLSWith length L. ¢y can be any time instant. Since the request
design literature e.d.[7].]8], the discharge current jgpgrted intervals of aperiodic tasks are not constant, the priority
by the change of concentration of electrolytes near the- elexssignments among aperiodic tasks may change during the
trodes of a battery. When the concentratainthe electrodes finite time window. To avoid such cases, we enforce the
drops below a certain threshold, a battery fails to suppddiowing assumptions on the length of time winddw

II. ADYNAMIC BATTERY MODEL



Assumption 3.1\Within [tg, to + L], the maximum request single processor withirtg, ¢y + L|. Later in this paper, we
interval of 7; is smaller than the minimal request interval ofvill develop a recursive algorithm to extend the model to
Ti+1, Wherei is selected such that the priority of is always multiple tasks. Consider two tasks andrg, wherea = 1 and

higher than the priority of;, 1. B = 2, scheduled under the scheduling algorithm introduced
Whent, changes, the length of time window and the priorityn Sectior(1ll. Suppose AssumptiohsB.1 3.2 are satjsfied
assignments may change as well. we have the following claim:

Assumption 3.2We assume that for any time instaht  Claim 1: 7, is assigned higher priority thams within
there existsy and L such that Assumption 3.1 is satisfied. [t,,t + L.

Assumption[ 3.l guarantees coherence in priority assign-There is at most one instance of requested within each
ments during the finite time window starting fromy. As- request interval of,.
sumption[3.2 guarantees that there is no gap between thve determine a set of "state variables” that completely
proper time windows. It is of course trivial to see that pdito determine the scheduled behaviorf and 75 at any given
tasks satisfy these assumptions witftif to + L]. In fact, the time within [to, ¢y + L]. Then transition rules between these
scheduling algorithm becomes the Rate Monotonic Schegluligtates from the current time to all future times are desdribe
(RMS) when the time window. goes to infinity. Our main py a set of nonlinear difference equations.The work preskent
goal here is to model the behaviors of the tasks, not progosif this section centered around these two themes—states and
a new scheduling algorithm. transition rules.

Since such an modeling effort has not been performed
in previous literature, we need to introduce new notations
that depict the task behaviors. Suppaseis an independent A. Exploring Task Relationship

aperiodic task. We use,(n) to denote the request time of | this subsection, we model the dynamics for the request

the n-th instance ofr,; C»(n) to denote the computing time time of r,, and 7, and explore task relationship between
of the n-th instance ofr,; and 7T, (n) to denote the requestgng 5.

interval of then-th instance ofr,, which is defined to be the \ye first select the request time of and 5 as two state
interval between the request time of theth instance ofr., ygriables. Within the finite time window, (n) and ¢4(m)
and the request time of thig + 1)-th instance ofr,, i.e. we gatisfies the following equations
haveT,(n) = to(n 4+ 1) — to(n).

Regardless of the choice of, the scheduled behaviors of { ta(n+1)=ta(n) + Ta(n) @
T1,...,7n Within [to,tg + L] is affected by both the tasks tg(m +1) = tg(m) + Tz(m)

requested withinty,to + L] and the tasks requested before . :
to. To predict the scheduled behaviors withif, o + I wheren andm are the index numbers for the instances pf

. . . . ?ndrﬁ requested within the finite time window. For example,
by real-time simulation tools such as Truetime, we have | has a fixed periody ranges fromi to | L/T; | whereT:
know all task information withir{0, ¢, + L] and simulate from . ® P 9 ! !

time 0. However, keeping all task information is costly in th#fot:flpg'fg/fgr]a; and if 7 has a fixed periody, m ranges
real application and simulating from the beginning is time 2 _ .
Next, we explore task relationship between and g by

inefficient. We discover that this problem can be solved h duci ther t tat bl q
using a dynamical model, instead of storing a large amount! fro ucing another two state variablgés) andz(n) . y(n)

data, we just need to update the value of some state var.iabtb%lps describe the request time of the first instancer,of

Furthermore, the dynamic model is able to determine the Sté?((qu(es)t)ed_rﬁfete\:atltz-tok} '?S;ﬁggﬁ:;tferfg ’t;l1vehli(;1 r(]j;( iirr]r?;i?st?(l)r
. ) . glyn)). yn
of the processor at any given time withify, fo + LJ. {le instances of; requested within the finite time window. If

We develop a recursive algorithm to determine the sta has fixed odlh. th froml to | L/ T
of the processor for multiple aperiodic tasks. Our goal is fg@ 12> f1X€d periodis, eny(n) ranges froml to [ L/T3].

find out when the processor is occupied withiip, o + L] z(n) describes the phase difference between the request time
The result is a function of time : ¢ — {0,1} v7vhere for of the n-th instance ofr,, and the request time of thgn)-th

t € [to,to+ L], ®(t) = 0 if the processor is free, anbl(t) = 1 instance ofrg, I.e.

if the processor is busy. 2(n) = ta(y(n)) — ta(n). ©)
Furthermore, we assume that whéiit) = 1, a constant '
current will be drawn from the battery and whért) = 0, To determine the transition rules fgfn) and z(n) from n

the current vanishes. For simplicity, we ignore the possibip », + 1, we need to consider two cases.

power difference among tasks and the transients in therpatte Case 1 This case happens when the phase difference
discharge current. I(¢) is known, we are able to describesatisfies

the current(¢) drawn from the battery by the processor. And 0 < 2(n) < Ta(n) (4)
then, using the dynamic battery model, we are able to predict - ¢
the remaining battery capacity. In this case, the(n)-th instance ofrs is requested within

[ta(n),ta(n+1)]. Thus, they(n)-th instance ofrs is the last
IV. A DYNAMIC SCHEDULING MODEL FORTWO TASKS  instance ofrs requested before, (n + 1). On the other hand,
In this section, we establish a dynamic model for theincey(n + 1) is defined to be the index number for the first
scheduled behaviors of two independent aperiodic tasks omstance ofrg requested after, (n+1), the{y(n+1)—1}-th



instance ofrg is also the last instance ef requested before to compute the last instance of requested beforg, (n), i.e.

to(n +1). Therefore, we have the {y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrg, .
To determine the value aRk(n), we need to consider two
yln+1) —=1=y(n) ) possibilities.
In this casez(n) will update in the following ways 1) If
0 < P(n) < Ty(n) — Cq(n), 9
2n+1) = tgly(n+1)) —ta(n+1) < P(n) < Ta(n) = Caln) ©
= tg(y(n) +1) —ta(n +1) which implies that the execution of thigj(n) — 1}-th
_ LT _T, instance ofrs is finished within[t, (n), t,(n+1)], then
2(n) + Ts(y(n)) — Ta(n) faiadvi]
where [[2), [[B) and[{5) have been applied. This implies that2) If
the phase difference between the two tasks has increased by P(n) > T,(n) — Ca(n), (10)

Ts(y(n)) — Ta(n). L .
Case 2 This case happens when the phase difference Which implies that the execution of they(n) — 1}-

satisfies th instance ofrg cannot be finished beforg,(n + 1),
2(n) > Ta(n) then the idle time of processor within the interval of
[ta(n),ta(n+1)] will be allocated to computes. Thus,
In this case, they(n)-th instance ofrg is requested after R(n) = Ta(n) — Cu(n).

ta(n+1). Thus, they(n)-th instance ofr is the firstinstance  pq 4 summary, we have
of 75 requested aftefr, (n+1). On the other hand, thgn+1)- '
th instance ofrg is also defined to be the first instancemf R(n) = min{T,(n) — Cy(n), P(n)}. (11)

requested after, (n + 1). Therefore, we have
We can see tha?(n) solely depends orP(n), but R(n)

yn+1) =y(n) (6) will be more convenient to use to derive processor utilorati
waveforms in Sectiop V.
Next, we determine the transition rules fBfn). There are

zn+1) = tay(n+1)) —ta(n+1) two cases to consider.
Case 1 the phase variable satisfies
ts(y(n)) — ta(n +1) P ()

= 2(n) — Ta(n). 0 < 2(n) < Ta(n) (12)

In this casez(n) will update in the following ways

It can be seen that the phase difference decreasds,fy).  which implies that they(n)-th instance ofrs is requested
In summary,y(n) andz(n) are described by the following within [t,(n),t.(n + 1)], as illustrated by Fig11.
equations:

: T, (n) T, (n)
f yn)+1 if 0<z(n) <Ty(n) PG AR DA
y(n + 1) = { y(n) lf Z(n) 2 Ta(n) (7) . Ca(n) . Ca(n)

a N . Y ‘ }

2(n) + Ts(y(n)) — Tu(n) . t,(M3my Lo+ . t, (M)~ L@+
_ ) it 0<2(n) <Ta(n)} p R
Hn+1) = z(n) —Ta(n) ® > >

{if z(n) > To(n)} 0<z(n)<C,(n) C,(n) < z(n) <T, (n)

B. Modeling the residue T;]g 1. Case 1. Thg(n)-th instance ofg is requested withifit (n), to (n+
The state of processor after a given time point will be

affected by the instances of, and 75 requested before the In Fig. [, we can see that il < 2(n) < Ca(n), then

given time point. To track the status af andr, we introduce the execution of they(n)-th instance ofrz will start from

a term called theresidue The residueP(n) is defined to ta(n)+ Ca(n) since the execution of the-th instance ofr,

be the amount of time that is needed after the time instanill postpone they(n)-th instance ofrg. If Cy(n) < 2(n) <

to(n) to finish computing the last instance of requested 7u(n), then the execution of thg(n)-th instance ofrs will

beforet, (n). More specifically, since thg(n)-th instance of start from¢,(n) + z(n). Thus, the execution of thg(n)-th

75 is defined to be the first instance of requested after instance ofrg will start from

to(n), the {y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrz is the last instance

of 75 requested beforg, (n). As a resﬁlt,P(n) describes the max{ta(n) + Ca(n), ta(n) + z(n)}.

remaining time needed to finish computing then) — 13-t The time allocated for the execution of thén)-th instance

instance _ofrﬁ a_ft_er ta(n). This P(n) will be another state ¢ 75 Within [to (n), ta(n + 1)] is

variable, in addition ta,,(n), tz(n), y(n) andz(n). We also

introduce an auxiliary variabl&(n) that describes how much ta(n + 1) — max{ta(n) + Co(n), ta(n) + z(n)}

time within the interval ofit, (n),t(n +1)] can be allocated = T,(n) —max{Cy(n),z(n)} (13)



Therefore, the residue for thg(n)-th instance ofrg to be We always assume that, (1) = to. If tg # to, we will
computed aftet,(n + 1) is model a new instance af, as the first instance of, requested
within [to, %o + L]. The new instance has the following task
Cs(y(n)) = (Ta(n) —max{Ca(n),2(n)}).  (4)  aracteristics:
The value ofP(n + 1) can not be negative. Therefore

P(n+1) = max{0, C3(y(n))—(To(n)—max{Cy(n), z(n)(i)s})
Case 2 When the phase variablgn) satisfies tg(1) =tg y(1) =1 2(1) =tz(1) —ta(1) P(1) = Ps

ta(1) =ty Coa(l)=Po Ta(l) =ta(1)—to.  (19)

According to the definition ofg, P, y andz, we have

z(n) > Ty(n) (16)  As we can see, the residue serves to connect the state of
processor beforg, with the state of processor withity, to +

L]. Our model has the advantage over the classical scheduling
analysis because instead of storing for all task behaviagem

which implies that the(n)-th instance of is requested after
to(n+1), the{y(n)—1}-th instance ofrs is requested before
to(n), and no instance afs is requested withif, (1), to (n+

1)], as illustrated by Fid.]2 . beforety, we only need to record the residue Qf each task and
to start the model. Therefore, we can analysis the scheduled
T, () behaviors of tasks starting from any time and within any dinit
C o ‘ time window as long as Assumptions13.1 3.2 are satisfied.
Tl e o mm
t,(n) ta(““)( ) V. PROCESSORUTILIZATION WAVEFORM OF TWO TASKS
‘ e ‘
Ty | -= Supposer, and 73 are schedulable. With the states and
z(n) > T, (n) transition rules for the scheduling algorithm determinee,

compute a functiorb(¢) that describes the states of the pro-

cessor as either fre@(¢) = 0) or busy @(¢) = 1). To achieve

this goal, we study the states of processor within each stque

interval of 7, i.e. [ta(n), ta(n + 1)]. The result is a function

of time ®,: t — {0,1} where fort € [to(n),to(n + 1)],

®,(t) = 0 if the processor is free, an®,(t) = 1 if the

processor is busy. I, (¢) is known for alln, we are able

to described(t) within [to,to + L]. Note that we ignore the

scheduling transients that may exist for the processon, tie

cﬁ%raph of such a function resembles a square wave. Although
space of possible square wave functions on a compact

interval is infinite dimensional, we find that for the scheadgl

policy introduced in Section1ll, the waveforms only haveotw

Fig. 2. Case 2. Thg(n)-th instance ofrg is requested aftet, (n + 1)

In this case, the{y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrg is the last
instance ofrg requested beforg, (n). By definition, we know
that P(n) describes the remaining time to compute {lpén)—
1}-th instance ofrs aftert,(n). In addition, the{y(n) —1}-th
instance ofrs is also the last instance of requested before
to(n + 1) and thusP(n + 1) describes the remaining time to
compute the{y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrg aftert¢,(n + 1).

From Fig[2, we can see that the time that can be allocate
compute thgy(n)—1}-th instance ofg within [t (n), ¢, (n+
1)] is To(n) — Cyo(n). Therefore, the remaining time for the
{y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrg to be computed aftet, (n) is

modes.
P(n) — (Tu(n) — Cq(n)). Case 1This describes the mode when the phase variable
satisfies
Thus the value ofP(n + 1) is given by the following: () 0 < 2(n) < Ta(n), (20)

P(n+1) = max{0, P(n) — (Ta(n) = Ca(n))}. (A7) ypich implies that they(n)-th instance ofrs is requested
According to [I5) and{17), we can draw a conclusion owithin [t,(n),tq(n) + Ta(n)].

the transition rules for the state variakit¢n) from n to n+1. There are two subcases. o
max{0, Cs(y(n)) — (Ta(n) Case 1.1:If the phase variable(n) satisfies
—max{Cy(n),z(n)})} 0 < z(n) < Cu(n), (21)
P 1) = if 0<
(n+1) max{ol P(n) ZE )( )_( )(n))} which implies that they(n)-th instance ofrs is requested
i’f 2(n) > %( ) Co while the processor is computing,, i.e. tg(y(n)) €
- (18) [ta(n),ta(n) + Cu(n)], as illustrated by the left picture in
Fig.[.

C. Initialization of State Variables It can be observed in Fig] 1 that

In this subsection, we will discuss the initialization ofth O,(t) =1 if te€[ta(n),ta(n)+Ca(n)]. (22)
state variables withiritg, to + L].

Suppose,, andtg is the request time of the first mstanceoefo
of 7, and7g requested withirity, to + L] , P, and P is the
residue for the last instance of andrg requested beforg)
to be computed aftef. P, and Pg need to be retrieved from
the memory of the system O, (t)=1 if te[ta(n),ta(n)+Coa(n)+ R(n)]. (23)

e {y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrg must have been finished
ret,(n) as a result of schedulability requirements. Thus,
R(n) = 0. In order to derive a unified formula fop,, later,
we notice that[(22) can be rewritten as



The execution of they(n)-th instance ofrg will start from As a summary, a conclusion can be drawn frém] (29) and
ta(n) + Cy(n). The finishing time of they(n)-th instance of (@3) that during[t,(n),t.(n + 1)], the processor state is
T Within [t (n), te(n + 1)] have two possibilities:

o,t)=1 fif
D t € [ta(n), ta(n) + Ca(n) + R(n)] U ta(n)+
Cs(y(n)) < Ta(n) — Caln) 4 max{Cu(n), 2(n)}, ta(n) + max{cg( yamy G4
which implies that the execution o will be finished +min{Cp(y(n)), Ta(n) — max{Ca(n), z(n)}}.
beforet,(n + 1), then Case 2This describes the mode when the phase variable
O,(t) =1 if z(n) satisfies
t € [ta(n) + Ca(n), ta(n) + Ca(n) + Cs(y(n))] . z(n) = Ta(n). (35)
(25)  which implies that they(n)-th instance ofs is requested after
2) If ta(n + 1), as shown in Fid.]2.
Cs(y(n)) = Ta(n) — Ca(n) (26) In Fig. 2, only the{y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrsz and the

which implies that the execution of; will occupy the n-th instance ofr, will affect the processor state within
idle time of processor within the intervitl, (n), to(n+  [fa(n); ta(n + 1)} In this case, the[y(n) — 1}-th instance

1)], then of 75 is the last instance of; requested before, (n). Thus,
. the execution of th€y(n) — 1}-th instance ofrs and then-th
®,(t) =1 fif instance ofr, will take up the time
t € [ta(n) + Ca(n),ta(n) + Ca(n) + (Ta(n) — Ca(n))] .
27) R(n) + Co(n)
As a summary, the execution time of thén)-th instance \yhich implies that the processor state durifign), to (n+1)]
of 75 during [ta(n),ta(n +1)] is is
P (t) =1 if D,(t) =1 if t€[ta(n),ta(n)+Cu(n)+ R(n)]. (36)
t € [ta(n) + Ca(n),ta(n) + Ca(n)+ (28) . e .
min{Cs(n), Ta(n) — Ca(n)}]. According to [3#) and(36), the processor utilization withi

) o . each request interval af, are depicted in Fid.]3.
According to [2B8) and[{28), the processor utilization dgrin

[ta(n);ta(n +1)]is C0+RY) - min{C, (YOV).T, () —max{(C, (), 2}
Casel

() =1if C,(n)<z(n)<T,(n) -___l

£ € [ta(n), ta(n) + Ca(n) + R)] U [ta(n) + Ca(n), ) max(C, . LoD
) + Calo) +minfC() Tl = Coll- 0 cmenn
Case 1.2:If the phase variable(n) satisfies 2(n) =T, (n) I i
t, (n) t o+
z(n) > Ty(n) (30)

Fig. 3. Processor Utilization Waveform withita (n), ta(n + 1)]
which implies that they(n)-th instance ofrs is requested

within [to(n) + Ca(n),ta(n + 1)] , as shown in the right
picture of Fig[2. VI. MODEL FOR MULTIPLE TASKS
The arguments for thgy(n) — 1}th instance ofrs still In Section[IV andV, we derive the processor utilization
holds. Hence waveform of two tasks from a dynamic scheduling model.
D,(t) =1 if t€[ta(n),ta(n)+Ca(n)+R(n)]. (31) In this se(_:tion, we develop a recursive glgorithm to extend
the modeling effort from two tasks to multiple tasks. Sumpos
The execution of the(n)-th instance ofrs will start from 7, 7 are schedulable. The processor utilization waveform
ta(n) + z(n). The finishing time of they(n)-th instance of of r,, ... 7y can also be derived recursively in the following
7 Within [to(n), to(n + 1)] have two possibilities. Using theways
similar method for[(28), we can show that the execution time 1) |nitialization : In the first recursion, we use, to denote
of the y(n)-th instance ofrz during [ta (n), ta(n + 1)] is 7 and s to denoter,. Then, we derive the processor

D,(t)=1 |if utilization waveform ofr,, andrs according to[(34) and
t € [ta(n) + 2(n), ta(n) + z(n)+ (32) (38), and model the waveform into a single task,s.
min{Cs(y(n)), Tu(n) — z(n)}] . 2) lteration: In the n-th iteration ¢ < n < N — 2), we

user, to denote ther.,,, derived from the(n — 1)-
th iteration andrs to denoter,, ;. Then, we model the
processor utilization waveform ef, andrs into a single
o, =1 if task 7epmp.
t € [ta(n),ta(n) + Co(n) + R(n)|U[ta(n) + 2(n), 3) Result In the {N — 1}-th iteration, the processor uti-
to(n) + 2(n) + min{Cs(y(n)), Ta(n) — z(n)}] . lization waveform ofr,, ands is actually the processor
(33) utilization waveform ofrq, ..., 7n

According to [31) and[(32), we know that the processor
utilization during|t,(n),te(n + 1)] is



As we can see, the scheduling of multiple tasks are treatéd Scheduling model verification
recursively as the scheduling of two tasks. There are twocgnsider the following scenario:
challenges in the recursive algorithm. First, we need toehod 1) Initially,
the processor utilization waveform as a single tasky;
second, we need to prove that the Assumplion 3.1[and 3.2
are satisfied during each iteration.

two periodic tasksr; and T, are running on a
single processor, with the following parametefs: =
0.2min, 77 = 1min Cy = 0.3min, 77 = 1.5min. 71
starts at the tim® while =, starts at the tim@®.3min;

First, we show how to characterize.., as a single 5y an aperiodic taskr; arrives at50min and another
schedulable task from the processor utilization wavefdrhe aperiodic taskr, arrives at50.6min. Both 75 and 74

processor utilization waveform withift,, (n), ¢, (n + 1)] have will stop after 57.1min. Within [50.6,57.1], 75 and 74
two modes. If0 < z(n) < Ty (n), as illustrated in the upper have the following characteristic®s(1) = 1.6min,
figure of Fig.[3, the waveform withifit,(n),t.(n + 1)] is C3(1) = 0.5min, T3(2) = 2min, C3(2) = 0.6min,
divided into two segments. Each segment can be viewed as T3(3) = 1.7min, C5(3) = 0.2min, T5(4) = 1.8min,
Cs (1)
Ty

1)
the execution of one instance of,,,;,. The task behaviors of (4)) — 0.4min, Ty(1) = 2.5min, Cy
)

T ) = 0.1min,
the first instance is (2) = 3min, C4(2) = 0.4min, T4(3) = lmin,
{ Request Interval : max{Cy(n),z(n)} (37) 04(3) = 0.3min. o

Computing Time : C,(n) + R(n) 3) At time 110min, 7» stops. Another periodic task ar-

rives atl11.3min, with 75 = 1.2min andCs = 0.4min.

and the task behaviors of the second instance is 4) A aperiodic taskrg arrives at timel13min and dis-
Request Interval : Ta(n) — max{Cq(n), z(n)} appears after120m@n._ Within [113,120], 7 has the
Computing Time : (38) following characteristicd(1) = 4min, 75(2) = 3min,

min{Cy(y(n), Tu(n) — max{Ca(n), 2(n)}} Co(1) = 0.6min, C(2) = 0.3min. |
We are interested in the state of processor within 57.1]

On the other hand, it(n) > T,(n), as illustrated in the and[110,120]. The waveforms shown in Fig.4 and Fig.5 are
lower figure of Fig[8, the waveforms withiin, (1), t.(n+1)]  consistent with those generated by Truetime. However, by
can be viewed as the execution of one instance.gf, with using truetime, we have to initialize system whenever new
the task behavior being tasks arrive and to simulate from the beginning.

Tasks Scheduling Within A Finite Time Window

(39)

Request Interval : T, (n)
Computing Time : Cy(n) + R(n)

Next, we use mathematical induction method to prove the
following Proposition.

Proposition 6.1:In each iteration, for any time instamt
there existsgy and L such that the maximum request interval
of 7, is smaller than the minimal request intervalgfwithin

W Ok Ok O r Ok

0 51 52 53 54 55 56 57
time(s)

Processor Utilization Waveform Within A Finite Time Window

[to, to + L] ‘
Proof: In the first iteration;, denotesr; andrz denotes :
79. According to Assumptiohi_3l1 and Assumptibn]3.2, the , H_H U |
Propositior 6.1 holds. o |
Suppose in then-th iteration, for any time instant, there
existst, and L such that the maximum request intervalmgf W wmwwm s w %

is smaller than the minimum request interval of within
[to,to + L]. 75 denotesr, 1. Since 7., is derived from Fig. 4. The State of Processor withib0, 57.1]

each request interval af,, the maximum request interval of ) o
Toms 1S NO larger than the maximum request intervalrgf ~ AS We can see in Figi4 aid 5, the value of a task will jump

According to Assumptiofi3l1, we know that the maximurffom 0 _to 1 when it begins to execute_._Then, the value of this
request interval of,,_.; is smaller than the minimum request@Sk might go through several transitions betweeand 0.5
interval of 7,, > within [to, to + L]. Therefore, the maximum during the execution period. Emal]y, t_hg value of this tagk
request interval ..., is smaller than the minimum requesf@ll Pack to0 once the execution is finished.
interval of 7, o within [to, %o + L] and Propositiol 611 in the
{n + 1}-th iteration holds. m B. SPSB simulation

Fig.[8 shows the variation of battery capacity depending on
processor status. When processor is busy,&@) = 1, the
battery capacity loss keeps increasing. When processmads f

In this section, we verify the dynamic scheduling model biye. ®(¢) = 0, the battery capacity loss begins to decrease due
comparing task scheduling waveforms with those genergtedtb the recovery effect.
TrueTime. Then, we simulate the scheduling and the batteryWe simulate a battery same as thatlinl[22], which has the
models together to predict remaining battery capacity. parametersy = 40375 and 8 = 0.273. We assume that the

VII. SIMULATIONS
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nonlinear difference equations that describe the taskvietsa
together with continuous differential equations that désc

it MY M LT |—5, battery discharge behavior. One may find that these equation

can be studied as a hybrid system. It can be perceived that

through our modeling effort, battery behavior and schetlule

WG AR W e g de 7m0 task behaviors can now be studied jointly within the same
theoretical framework. This fact is well aligned with theadm

of cyber physical systems theory.

Processor Utilization Waveform Within A Finite Time Window

REFERENCES

[1] T. Chantem, X. S. Hu, and M. Lemmon, “Generalized elastibedul-

R Umlis@ o us @ i ing,” in Proc. of 27th IEEE Real-Time Systems Symposium (RZ8®,
pp. 236-245.
Fig. 5. The State of Processor withjih10, 120] [2] F. Xia and Y. Sun, “Control-scheduling codesign: A parsfive on

integrating control and computing,” Dynamics of Continuous, Discrete

and Impulsive Systems - Series B: Applications and AlgosttSpecial

Issue on ICSCA'06 Rome, Italy: Watam Press, 2006, pp. 1352—-1358.
current drawn by the processor when it is busylis= 200  [3] D. Seto, J. P. Lehoczky, L. Sha, and K. G. Shin, “Tradeaflysis of

mA and the current vanishes when the processor is free. real-time control performance and schedulabilitfR&al-Time Systems
Fi h the state of battery within two time windows vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 199217, 2001.
I9.19 shows y within two Wi W [4] Q. He, H. Gan, and D. Jiao, “Explicit time-domain finiteement method

[50,57.1] and [110,120]. According to Assumptioi 311 and stabilized for an arbitrarily large time steplEEE Trans. Antennas
[3.2, we know that the state of the battery within its whole lif _ Propagation vol. 60, no. 11, pp. 5240-5250, Nov. 2012

. . e . . [5] N. Kottenstette, X. Koutsoukos, J. Hall, J. Sztipansydnd P. Antsaklis,
period can be monitored by properly shifting the finite time “Passivity-based design of wireless networked controtesys for ro-

window. bustness to time-varying delays,” ifroc. IEEE 29th Real-Time Systems
Symposium (RTSSJ008, pp. 15-24.
[6] F. Zhang, and Z. Shi, “Optimal and Adaptive Battery Diadde Strate-
| Battery Capacity Loss gies for Cyber-Physical Systems,” Rroc. of 48th IEEE Conference on
decision and contrgl2009, pp 6232-6237.
s [7] C.-F. Chiasserini and R. Rao, “Energy efficient battergnagement,”

IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communicatjord. 19, no. 7, pp.
1235-1245, 2001.
[8] R. Rao, S. Vrudhula, and D. N. Rakhmatov, “Battery mautglifor

0.6

o0s ; energy-aware system desigrComputer vol. 36, no. 12, pp. 77-87,
2003.
0.2 p "™ A [ [9] Q.He, D. Chen, and D. Jiao, “From layout directly to siatidn: A first-

principle-guided circuit simulator of linear complexityé its efficient
parallelization,” |[EEE Trans. Components, Packaging and Manufactur-

0 I I I
50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57

time (mintue) ing Technologyvol. 2, no. 4, pp. 687-699, Apr. 2012.
[10] Q. He and D. Jiao, “Fast Electromagnetics-Based Coufition of
Fig. 6. Simulating the hybrid model within [50 57.1] Linear Network and Nonlinear Circuits for the Analysis ofgHiSpeed

Integrated Circuits,”IEEE Trans. Microwave Theory and Techniques
vol. 58, no. 12, pp. 3677-3687, Nov. 2010

[11] M. Doyle, T. Fuller, and J. Newman, “Modeling of galvatatic
charge and discharge of the lithium/polymer/insertion,’cdournal of

h n Electrochemical Societyol. 140, no. 6, pp. 1526-1533, 1995.

[12] D. Linden and T. Reddylandbook of Batteries, 3rd edMcGraw-Hill,

. 2001.

[13] M. Chen and G. A. Rincon-Mora, “Accurate electrical teay model
capable of predicting runtime an@ performance,”IEEE transactions
on energy conversignvol. 21, pp. 504-511, 2006.

(7 N [14] Q. He, D. Chen, and D. Jiao, “An Explicit and Unconditdly Sta-

o ble Time-Domain Finite-Element Method of Linear Complgxior

Electromagnetics-Based Simulation of 3-D Global Intermmt Net-

work,” IEEE Conf. Electrical Performance of Electronic Packagizmgd

and Systems (EPEPS)p. 185-188, Oct. 2011

Fig. 7. Simulating the hybrid model within [110 120] [15] J. M. Rabaey, Digital Integrated Circuts: A Design Perspective
Prentice-Hall, 1996.

[16] F. Yao, A. Demers, and S. Shenker, “A scheduling modelrémuced
CPU energy,” inProc. IEEE 36th Annual FOGSL995, pp. 374-382.

[17] A. Rowe, K. Lakshmanan, Z. Haifeng, and R. Rajkumar, ttRa
harmonized scheduling for saving energy,Hroc. IEEE 29th Real-Time

; ; ; Systems Symposium (RTSX)08, pp. 113-122.
In this paper, we have established analytlcal models f1r8] Z.Ren, B. H. Krogh, and R. Marculescu, “Hierarchicabptive dynamic

the behaviors of multiple aperiodi(_: tasks scheduled on"a power managementJEEE Transactions on Computersol. 54, no. 4,
single processor supported by a single battery. We assume pp. 409-420, 2005.

that the tasks are scheduled under a RMS like algoritHA§] L. Jiong and N. K. Jha, “Power-efficient scheduling foetéroge-
hat . iorit f tasks b d inf ti ithi neous distributed real-time embedded systeBEE Transactions on
that assigns priority of tasks based on Information within a Computer-Aided Design of Integrated Circuits and Systewos 26,

finite time window. Our model is presented using a set of no. 6, pp. 1161-70, 2007.

——CPU Performance

Y0 w2 ms e s
time (mintue)

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS



[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

L. Jiong, N. K. Jha, and P. Li-Shiuan, “Simultaneous awic voltage
scaling of processors and communication links in real-tofisributed
embedded systemdEEE Transactions on VLSI Systermsl. 15, no. 4,
pp. 427-37, 2007.

F. Zhang, Z. Shi, and W. Wolf, “A dynamic battery modet fm-design
in cyber-physical systems,” iRroc. of 2nd International Workshop on
Cyber-Physical Systems (WCPS 200@pntereal, Canada, 2009.

D. Rakhmatov, S. Vrudhula, and D. A. Wallach, “A model foattery
lifetime analysis for organizing applications on a pockemeputer,”
IEEE Transactions on VLS| Systemml. 11, no. 6, pp. 1019-1030,
2003.

A. Cervin, D. Henriksson, B. Lincoln, J. Eker, and K.-Rrzen,
“How does control timing affect performancdEEE Control Systems
Magazine no. 6, pp. 16-30, 2003.

C. L. Liu and J. W. Layland, “Scheduling algorithms fouhiprogram-
ming in a Hard-Real-Time environmentJournal of the ACMvol. 20,
no. 1, pp. 46-61, 1973.

J. Lehoczky, L. Sha, and Y. Ding, “The rate monotonic estiling
algorithm: Exact characterization and average case betiain Proc.
IEEE 10th Real-Time Systems Symposium (RTS8, pp. 166-171.
E. Bini, G. C. Buttazzo, and G. M. Buttazzo, “Rate monmtoanalysis:
the hyperbolic bound,IEEE Trans. on Computersol. 52, no. 7, pp.
933-42, 2003.

X. D. Koutsoukos, P. J. Antsaklis, J. A. Stiver, and M. Demmon,
“Supervisory control of hybrid systemsProceedings of the IEEE
vol. 88, no. 7, pp. 1026—-49, 2000.

M. S. Branicky, “Multiple Lyapunov functions and othanalysis tools
for switched and hybrid systemdEEE Trans. Automat. Contvol. 43,
pp. 475-482, 1998.



	I Introduction
	II A Dynamic Battery Model
	III Scheduled Behaviors of Aperiodic Tasks
	IV A Dynamic Scheduling Model for Two Tasks
	IV-A Exploring Task Relationship
	IV-B Modeling the residue
	IV-C Initialization of State Variables

	V Processor Utilization Waveform of Two Tasks
	VI Model For Multiple Tasks
	VII Simulations
	VII-A Scheduling model verification
	VII-B SPSB simulation

	VIII Conclusions
	References

