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Abstract: J2EE is the primary middleware platform for distributed enterprise applications. Current J2EE (Java 2
platform enterprise edition) transaction scheduling to entity beans is still a simple First-Come First-Served (FCFS)
policy. Due to this simple policy, transaction manager is unable to distinguish the key tasks from the trivial ones
and the performance of the key tasks is reduced when the server’s load is heavy. Since some characteristics of J2EE
middleware, the traditional scheduling algorithms can not be applied to J2EE directly. This paper puts forward a
scheduling algorithm named TMPBP (threaded multi-queue priority-based protocol). The algorithm includes a
heuristic priority assignment algorithm named HRS, which can recognize the key tasks dynamically. TMPBP
improves the Quality of Service (QoS) of the key tasks effectively under heavy load. It is safe and has no starvation
or priority inversion. The performance experiments indicate that a considerable improvement on QoS of key tasks
has been achieved under the proper parameters of the algorithm.
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R4 J2EE 9 F 5 A T XA KPUAT, B 256 24998 A5 &, B o 48 6] 23078 ) S 6940 56 SRR 3h 8 Aok
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REEH XS TP3LL S RRARIRED: A

H 1 J2EE(Java 2 platform enterprise edition)!™ £ 28 i by 32 #35 K 8 43 A1 20 A b 3 A (0 5 o () 2451 & 31 4%
Jif 45 (transaction service) & J2EE T 5 $ A1t 1) — I0 5 B2 IR 55, A1 2 PRI 2 56 48 1k AN 50l — B0k i) OB R

KA I2EE R ] 4L T S fkbean (entity bean) ™ fi 1 A £k 77 3. 52 fk Bean A< 3t L 2 of 5 22 70 B 40 14— il 18 i) 3of
G, N IR 45 s 38 i S P dsh AL A1 e 5 B 2 MR Bean 1) I 2 7 181, 9 I ) 28 A7 S5 B R 38 v Bl Dy il 1 g

—A> J2BE F 45 S A 58 L 1A 0 ZSREN — ZR B B, N B IR ) SE R EI 0 524k Bean M SE S M iR
55 35 A0 T AR BRI AR 1 () e S T — AN 545 18 58 IR TRIAR K8 43 Y R AR S5 A BT 7 TEUR IR B b T % 42
AT J2EE -6 b 55 B AR I S B, & A 55 S B T AP BN DUR BT ) FCRS(first come  first served) il
Til,FCFS (P S 2y JE LR, i a5 24 R 45 % &b 1 T S 4 I, IR AT 45 5 R BT 45 4 2 A B 0% W 0, A g e
FRET RENIRI.

ER IR B IR LR A 58 PR AIE ST 45 30 45 I BAT Il Ja R AT T LS TN 58 40 9K 3 10 9 JBE ARV ok
X 3T 45 0 I 2 R A B 08 5 g D B 45 B 0 B 0 11 i 45 5 =, B QoS (quiality of service). H i, ¢ 125 45 il
% (K1QoS M A A 45— 11152 LB H— FBEIA Ay, 345 QoS T A I A 45 iy 7 I 7] o 5 45 R Bh R 45 R SO AR ig 31 4%
QoS ARPAT ML, W QoSIMA [ a2« Wi~ S Wt 45, e ML AR 1Y) QoS TR b K = A 187 2 P2 vk 1AL 5.

T ST I 2 20 R0 HAE PR A ATk, ) 28 4 AR 22 A i 3 1 A 5 SR IR Bl U 4 R0V AR T AE J2BE T R R AR RS 11
T 5% A8 B QAR S AT 45 1 5 2 00 B U8 B2 A 8, AT 45 A IO BRAT B TR0 A 55 A0 A 1 45, 1 7 e 4 42 49
TCVEIE FH s R A

AR e R ) A SRR J2EE FRBEA AL B b 4% U B S R TMPBP(threaded multi-queue
priority-based protocol), iX 5 V5 BEME M. LA L R A UE, A A A LT B R S O A RS R
B TMPBP JE | —Ff 3 & AL S8 48 20 IR 50322, F7 9 HRS(heuristic resource statistics), BE i 7538 1T B 5h 24 H1 pEA5 &
AN 355 S (R i, A T 1 50y e 8 2 45 S 481 1 SR 40

AL 1T BB SRR T A28 2 54 o 55 1 2 5000 TMPBP (B0 it, A5 H A 6 2020 R 530 HRS. 4 3
FEUE BT TMPBP B S0 (5 1k 05 4 49 45 R BE S Ik B VTN 5 S EOR B i 5 R 42 SN 4 .

1 tHXIME

XA 2 9K S AR BE SEVETIT 5T, K 2 5K [ S 2R 0 MBS a2 AR, 76 o 1) 42 A5UR R IF 9 A 0] A5 20>

A 2 20 3K 2y (¥ 8 RE 49002 2 AT % B B D) ek 6 8 A 5 (least slack first, f AR LSF)S! | kil #0945 B B A 56
(earliest deadline first, & #REDF)®7 . B i/ 2 (rate monotonic, & #RRM)E! . Tk % 11 1 5 5. 55 41 5E (earliest
feasible deadline first, { #REFDF)®., % 54T 540 4 (earliest release first, {i #RERF)® . Hi {8 5 i 5 I 4% (highest
value first, i FRHVE)® ., 40 {8%5 2 B KB A 56 (greatest value density first, i #RGVDF) #9145 423

7E EiR E AHG EFDF,LSFRM 7E N IF L8505 71 J2BE Hh [a) AR PR8I Bk = 06 ZE 1) 1 B A% D B — L8 i
FEAS T, DR TG T 3238 A5 T, p 35 2 A 55 10 TSR BAUA T IF T 5 4 6, VR AL A I I 1) (6 73 LSF SVAE
N 59— SRR e 0 B B A AE AN L X S FE EDFERF 2549 1, B AR T LARR AR AT 45 A2 IS ) AT I
N ) T 450 H AT 2540 25 3015k 8 ] EDF 859%:,{H EDF 37 25 18 BT 55 1) S M AR i, DS BT 45 45 T B2 P AN R oy 21
PFAGHVE FE AR B AT A — A 5 R] t AH G4 (8 R E0 00 (8 35z v 3 e AL 56 T 8 J2EE FRBE T, 1l 16kt
Z DB R U A L TV A A 5 10 i T R 1 0 T 8 R B G VDI S0 A A 7 [ R (1 i)

0I5 72 TR S, K 20 A P LA 1 o B e 05 00, 4 S W O 42 7 56 W e 307 11D, i JBoss O s
I T B0 RRAR B )3 2 S W 5 4 S W 8@ A1 A7 8 R0 I8 5 4% 22 1O T 0 T AR T e 1 U ) e S0
B E 55 LRSI B0IE I B R ORI e M T R R

e 5G9 K 5 AR U JE A9 A 4 R 3 1) LA 26 4% 151 ' (priority inversion) M iB 15 T4 56 20 9K S0 1A )
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192 35 T AN P B % A 56 9 4k 7K (priority inherence, i BRI 2 132 A FH () 595 1EA) 4 2% 450 2 1) J5 7. P13
T loRh 210 SR Y — AN T 45 S48 B JE T R S0 S 55 S A HRAT IR 2% S 1R A0 S8 A Dk BT A A B 2
149 SE A1) HR g K DL 2 G e A A S 2 3K Al 1) 18 B SV RT e = AR LR, B R R B 1 R e T K R TR
5% 4 BIR A 73 1) U B M AR T /8 J2EE TR o 45 LAAS U5 ARAT, 1 45 A B AR R TR I IR A0 L AR R 4 S AR
e EL B T A 3l & R E AT A R 1E.

FE LB 7 T, — 28 I R 23 40 W 0 B8 95 A IR B0 B 1) — L8 06 B 4% 1, AT At JC BE 4 (deadlock-free) 1 . ]
11, Data-Priority-Based Locking Protocol(DP)M & —Fft 3t T ¥4 7t 2540 2 2% 1 B8 il AE DP R ¥ T 3 45 S 45l
B35 I B 1) 8 B s 3 A LA U ) IR 20 s e R A 3K 40 b ST AT IX — AR J2BEE A A AN BRI X — R TEFE A 1K Bl
WAL Priority Ceiling Protocol™23145 (H 3 s b il 7 32 17 4™ T AR 1 $AT R0 AL B0 7 EE A e T 3T
B T S o 2 45 el TR e 00 1) SR A8, [0 3 G o 2/ — A S48 7 45 S8 00 92 13 58 S o B A1 £ 45925 v % )
TIPSR RLI  ZE FRs BR AL S G A 1 T 45 S A 3 Dk i
2 EHEiEER
21 4 =

JAEF G SRR R A B e S N e 5 A

EX L(EBRF). FTATF5E A Beanic 4 5 4 BS. A4 5k BeantT AU 1, ic hwi(bean), & AR FH P X i%
S Pk Bean ¥t Y5 LR (1 DF 4 wi(bean) e N, FE AN O I B8 R G b B AT BUI AL 3 — A7 IRAE & id W ek
BUEAC h max(WT).

EX 2(BEERF). F5-96 oty BI3K 0 Z130 K at( @), 58 U %)k et( a) A5 A 5545 520 45 A S 4@ ok, o 4552
1 e EXI Z1 (R 6 2430 A priority(at), priority( e, t) e N, He Ui 7)o 1 %5 95 45 453d W rh(at), rh(a,t)BS.

TE X 3(FF QoS 1BFR). WL ER N ILFE M AT X M AFE e MIhHEAE N A% (900 8
1,2,...,n), I 1R T K AN 4534511 QoS s i Xl

(1) “PHZER ] ACT,ACT= (Z (et(i) - at(i))j / N.

(2) IABCF-¥ 5¢ i3 /] WACT,WACT= [Zn:((et(i) —at(i)) x priority(i,et(i)))) i priority(i,et(i)) .

(3) Bk W14 k% MDP,MDP=(K/M)x100%.

EX APRERE). W% T o AT REUFA VR R 281 (R85, 1M 57 25 S BRe A 12 0t s b 5 i 8 A
TSR, TURR SE A5 B 52 45) o) FHL2E 3 (blocker). — AN .45 SI45 W] i AT 22 4 Blocker, &~ Blocker AIfig XA7 & H
LI Blocker. Y s8R — AN 3145 SE 40,5 RN AT 0] 2 R R BRZE G &R IB4, BT 10715 RUB AN 19 T ER K
(directed acyclic graph,f#Fx DAG). NiZ T s JF 48, ¥V 6 A 1 1 2 3 16— AN 1 S350 R 0 Z 5 10— A
Blocker #E.

22 BARAMAELR S IKHRS

J2EE I R AT W AR 5 2 0 BRI T REAR BN IRATT AN BR AT FH ) O B A 55 R 4R 8 — NS 4
PL5E Gk, IR0 A 2 FE AT 31 (R SL A (B £ R A2 8 Ak, AT IAR 22 L I3t B AR A 48 B AL B 4.

PRI 2 A0 A5 T, o] 75 5l /> Wil A5 RN PRI 0 T 0 2 45 I (B B S B R o SR B 1) 3 45 0 58 S 4% T B U
T R 5 A 1) 9 6 BATI R [ ST A 9 J2EE N T IR 45 2% Once ASHS g vk RERIT 5% v, B A T th WL 82 1) 7 3 45 60
5537 ) 1) 0% YRS ARG A R ()R DG K T IR T BRI AT LA = 45 YR U7 ) g SR 3R ER 45 S A BLHRS B
T ) A SRR R T 45 S R R AR E — B, R 3 5% S0 R SR U7 ) [ S, e R b A B S R ST
.M A S 550 S8 A B 2 A vE F P T8 B B TE AT 5 2R BN T LS4 e A LR G T S AT 5 T 1)
iR BRI TR B A A S 4 YR SFLEHRS.
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TEX 5(HRS). 12 F 51 2 Xt 54555 506 oot ¢ I 2R S5 2 priority(at):
priority(e,t)=StaticPriority(a,t)+AgePriority(e,t)+ResourcePriority(e,t).

v StaticPriority A% S I EHAS L6 44, 2 0k 15 A ] 72 B Ve [ (0 3E 578 55, i [0,1000]. 12 7F 81 g2 I 2
AL BB Y 038 StaticPriority 758 N 45 58, AT LLER AU HBER o T3 80 i2% 9 45 1) A il ik, 501 ™ 5t 2
Hu I LA a6 S HOR W R

AgePriority j& N [] 2 (¥ 25 7 o8 550, bR 7 5 5 55 (0 4E 1% . AgePriority (e, t)=kx(t-at(e)), 1 1k £ PE 38 K R
K ke NS AT I8 ) B (0= 55, IRV iR AR AR B O 57y — 77 T, O 8 = 55 B IS U AH R 00 1,38 47 IS T B A1 ef 5
AL ST, % S .V 2 WF 5 2 I O T 0 of 200 K 50 F) A R T N L A AT 5 1 S R 5 4 ST A T
(RRRAE 250K B E O 3 X P AR S 50 T PR IR BLA.

ResourcePriority(e,t) i X4 = 55 521 otk Lt 21, B 5 1) 3o £ 9 4R A UM 2 A (IR — S B 22 WK Ui
i), B — ). AT HE SE Ak Bean ik 75 SCAEE o A F s S 4 H BeanWeight, B 7% 7% 1% Bean (B, HH R
AR N BURRE M 5 R GE K BAR RS DL LR S8 1A E ERA Y 0.
23 BAEEE

TEDL IR IR VL HRS Al b FRATT 5 M — T e TR 56 RN AR A 10 7V 10 2 20 B 500 TMPBP, & 2 5t
X J2EE i O A P B BOIN BN S50 (1 S0 AR J2EE (AR BRI R BN 2 55 S 8 S8 T AN TPPBP K
R C B, 55 QU I ARG R | R 3L h e AN & TimeoutTimes F1 LastPriority, 73 5l ic 5% T [ ¥ 3t
AT — VR B AT AR 58 2% Bean (K125 57 BA 4134 B8 TimeoutTimes {E (1) A [7) 11t 21 23 5 22 AN BA A, 1 55 I 1 5 ik 5%
TimeoutTimes i 5z i 1955 155 BA 51, 1 52 12 A 41) v 008 56 2 e i £ SIE 481, gt SR A7 A 5 A S8 08 56 AR [), J0) BE AL 3k 32k
— AN A Bean BAUE wt(bean) @ LLAR, 5N priority(bean) )@ 2, ' 25 T BH 2645 1% Bean L (1) 45 i 35 4% S A
SE2R.TE R Bean [R5 SR HAUE 2 AN [F) 14 B 7 30 8 I8 48 5, =2 il 1R 0 A0 S G = 03 AT IN B 28 7 AR A AR
A AEZEBT T, TMPBP T3> 37 8 F >k 5 G I 45 435 V&1 v F B SRk 0 B B0 24 B L4 B IS [ R B rh A
Se PR AR ) 55 5451

SEAER) TMPBP i f B I O AT an s (L b i 45 BT I 1) 1 5 R0 8 self, i i 19K now):

on schedule(tx,bean)://Transaction tx would like to visit bean

lookup the bean’s lock table;
if (tx is permitted to grant the lock) {//go ahead
if (beangrh(tx, now))

tx.ResourcePriority=tx.ResourcePriority+wt(bean);
grant tx the lock;

}
else {//blocked, waiting...
if (tx.priority>bean.priority) {
bean’s priority=tx.priority;
for all tx’s Blocker chains, do //update the Blocker chain
from the first node to the last node of the chain, do {
if (node’s Blocker’s priority<node’s priority)
node’s Blocker’s priority=node’s priority;
}

put tx to the waiting queue according to its timeoutTimes;
}

on release lock(bean): //pick a tx to run
select the queue Q with the highest timeoutTimes;
select instance tx with the highest priority from Q, if there are
several instances with the same priority, select a random instance from them;
if (beangrh(tx, now))
tx.ResourcePriority=tx.ResourcePriority+wt(bean);
grant tx the lock;
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bean’s priority=max priority of instances in bean’s waiting queue. //adjust bean’s priority

on transaction create( initPriority):
ResourcePriority=0;
if (has no timeoutTimes defined in Thread Context) {//init the Thread Context
self.timeoutTimes=0;
self.lastPriority=0;

}

StaticPriority=initPriority+self.lastPriority;

on transaction commit(tx):
release tx’s all locks;
self.timeoutTimes=0;
self.lastPriority=0;

on transaction rollback(tx):
release tx’s all locks;
if ((reason==TIMEOUT)||(reason==DEADLOCK)) {
self.timeoutTimes=self.timeoutTimes+1;
self.lastPriority=priority(tx,now);

}
else{
self.timeoutTimes=0;
self.lastPriority=0;

}

on calculate priority(a,t):
return  StaticPriority(a)+k*(t—at(«))+ResourcePriority(a,t).

3 BN
ZEAT P 23 ML W] TMPBP i 3 503k 0 &% J0 M R, A0 3R I Te) S 28 3 . DL R G 40 fm) i 2%
3.1 BEERE

3R TMPBP i 5 505 O Oy i ik b vl LA 76 TMPBP S04, B on schedule(tx,bean) ™5 i £ #& 5 5
Wi, HASERBAS. B Blocker #EIX 3 ANEAELAAN A KA M ERVE . JOAEER, MOH ) 52 2% B A
O(1).3X 3 AR I 18] 52 2% BE A0 T~ LA O e 485 W BE VT AE R AT A S LR ZE v Fii A Bean LA Bean ID Hash
{8 9 Z 5 4 17 5, Ho P AN Y A 1% Bean MUBIEE K 1% Bean AIZE A5 BASI. S5 A5 BA B 200 XU 4 26, 2 455
B AEBE R N LA e B P B R G IR TSIk n, v DL R R A0 SE B R I 1) 2 28 B R O(n); &5 4
BAF H BB 1] 2 O(1); N BA B 75 Z2HE 77, B /) 28 O(n).

2 Blocker /i 55 357 F1E 40 77 1, B4 1487 B T IBoss EJB Container 12 Ak ity $ i 45 #4955 420 1: 01 Mo epr 2843
B0 20 — A A8, tx°s Blocker) (9 i) 52, A B 0I5, A S 4488, 4 SR 58 AN S48 H B O B R 17 20 o] LA
H 5 BT Blocker & R I A 1 i 1) &2 % € 34 4 O(n?).

23 123 Bl S, TMPBPSL I (1 I 1) 52 2% & 5 O(n?). 5 FCFSAH EL, TMPBPA ok T — 261k R 1 48, [H] s, T S 17
FH R G AT 55 2 A0 AR AL, T8 7 28 Rt 5 A /N AN v 58 AR 722 ., 908 % I A 40 R 265 4 B [ FCFS A T

32 BAEMR
TERR 1. TMPBP S0k 7™ A= 1 1 B A LK.
BT e FATHIE B TE AN 2 18 35 5588 N R 1 DL R TMPBP 1 & A A AETE L.
AR H S FBEEAWTHZE — AN RES, WA FIUE X b Br G nr e M8 £ &
S{StaticPriority,,StaticPriority,,...,StaticPriority, }. lUAT & — A>3 45 52 1] a, Wb SR A7 7E I Zlt(t>at( ), i 15
AgePriority(a,t)>Max(S)+ Y WT (1)
[ I, et 220 2R 48 v i IR 1 545 52 00 0 SR B PLau . Boo - B b T AR P — AN AT PR 2 Ik ) K Tt e T
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AgePriority & INF [a] i 28 4 b6 5, dhpriority (e, t) 10 & RS0 TT 40, 355 a6 e T R G0 s B £ i =
5 SR SE 21

LC a5 G (W 55 SE 0 B8 T 4R 5 PR & P& — K/ n L (WA BRI DA RIS = 45 52491 B 28 7 3
ANGEIR I EAE AT I RS LR A Z R AR n+1 G0 B A SRA A 1R E T A ZE TR A I BT SRR R AR
S5 B ZEAEAT AT — AN SR IR I S5 R5 BA B o T U A 2 = AR L

DL B SR BT 2% 18 B0 2081, a5 R AR A0, A A U 56 % e A1 1D % 4% S 400 Aol o AT [0 R TS0 R G SR A R AT
T8 1D 2 A = 25 240, AN S ) o &85 948 SR 2 AR S 9% S48 e (B Il AR )T SC I e [

RAEFRAT 28 FE I ) . 045 R e AE t BIK 118 CL 4 B I, AT e LR I 52 B 55 P — Rk e 451
TEIRFRLE t Bk 2 Bk O 2888 I Bl o (B3, A T DGV 58 AT 45 A TMPBP o AT I B2 15 R 5 & P Ik AR
ERSCg8e ARHE ZAE BN SO AR SRR TR 1 S 55 288 I ) 5 5% FE B Bk RGN e kR TR TV
056 0 56 G0 S 8 15 K, DT 2 77 7 s B . b F i 850 Y91 445 Ay TG IS 1) 5 900, 1T SC IR B T G R IR O
NS PR

BT 2. TMPBP A AF A S A3 .

£ TMPBP i £ 5k b Bean A Bt 4156 0 56 T 45 45 A F71 o B A6 = 25 S 40 1) e v A0 58 0 A 3 9% SE 44
FERENBRZE RV B B AL E g, i R OK T % Bean HIMR G -4 43 0 B Hr Bean IR SE R ZF 4 T
Blocker % b 3145 L Je 4 ik Bean L 56 Bbm il WL, TRAE T #Y 45 1% 3525 52490 AT = — > Blocker 55, HLA0 56 4%
2 B B 0 N B 1 T e B B

H T4 BH JE 19 3 45000 56 2% bt I 1) AS IR 488 1, T 26 Blocker b 4% = 4% (5 56 20 0 AN B 5 FH 28 31 4500 56 2 11
DSOS P B TR R ATTUE B3 — IS R I U 55 45 SR, AN 25 7 AR AL e g 45 L 4

W B ZE 1 95 25 S5 o, LT Blocker £ LI MM RS Tt T ok TRHEZE R A, L H %1
StaticPriority F ResourcePriority /A48, £ 5% 2% 1) e — AR A0 Sk 5 & AgePriority 1548, {H AgePriority J& I [a] t )
LRVERRELT AT — 3145 520, 30 AgePriority 5] 45 5, HAH [R]BsF [v) i 189K 0 B2 AR [R], B LAVE AT 32— Blocker
B, SR AR B R R AT AR AT, AN R i 1) 5 A AR

4 MEEITM S5iEE

AT BN R E 3, WF L T TMPBP RIS AT 1) FCFS PR B 809 R 28 2.1 715 8 L JLAS QoS
bR BRI HR T T HRS 59k S 400 (5 % U0 B2 45 R 158 i SE 56 3885 5 PC L BE AR CPU Pentium4
2.4G. WTE 512M; %443 4% 24 Windows 2000 Professional Service Pack 4.

4.1 FEEZENLL
» AR T AN R 3 H 545 5260 1 JF R AT, an i 1

2 —e—FCFS —m— TMPBP /0” s,
z | BT 2R 0 MW L S 4 AL A 4 b i B — A TR
Q| S5, A A FE B KR 2 30 A A1 30 AU A 10 4
2 BUAL AN 30~90 AR%% 5 20 AU 0.4/ 345752 iy Ji
° 1 P 930 5 B 5 YR MRV IR R ZE AT 500ms (4
’ 25 40 55 70 85 100 115 130 145 160 180 200 ,ﬂzlj]ﬂ:i%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁaﬂ‘]jﬁﬁﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂ_l‘ﬁ]gﬁd\yg 303’%¥/|\

TX concurrency rate 45 (1 52 1 3o R AR AT B A R

Fig.1 WACT comparison on concurrency M1 AT LU B A O i 8 K, P A o S50
B 1 AFIFRE WACT 3L (1) WACT 2 5 75 16 M 8. 8 phy 1, i 5 4 8 7 11 1

R T (1 D7 T b 5 3 Bl 5 4 BA B ARG, 5 55 DK 20 I 1)
THFELESEAE B 1, BT LLE TMPBP I J3 v SC B 9145 1R KA 3
Kl 2 AP 3 S A ok T TMPBP S0 (1 P34, i Pl 2330l St s 7 9 A 3 55 20 200 I, AL SE 4 b 58
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2520 i) ACT % EL AT MDP X L.
%

30 25

25 —&— FCFS —&—TMPBP 2 —e—FCFS —&— TMPBP
g o
E 15 §10

10 S

5 5

0 0

LSS LSS S \9@ \;@Q \,)/@ LSS SO LSO

TX priority TX priority
Fig.2 ACT comparison on priority Fig.3 MDP comparison on priority
K2 AFELE% ACT Xt B3 KRS MDP %

42 SEIAE

1155 2.2 15 vh AgePriority (19421 250 k AT H8 8 S K N2 AR DB 8 45 5 T IR B A0 A1 . R I I
() 73 A1+ A5 AR B A B JBE A 25 25 B30T 4 2 K ARt B S8 35 55 i 3 2 45 2R

T IR EE T k=5 I k=500 P3P 4 03 AL 0 1 08 i B2 45 SR (1 52w, 18] 4 MEL S Bz R seie 2

e L.
£ 30 30
» —_e—FCFS _ g TMPBP —e— FCFS —m— TMPBP

25

- 20 + 20
) =

- 15 | = 15
O Q

< 10 + < 10

5 5

0 0

LRSS O R R SR AR RO
TX priority TXpriority
Fig.4 ACT comparison on k=5 Fig.5 ACT comparison on k=500
Kl 4 k=5 ACT XJ 515 k=500 I f¥] ACT X§ Eb

M 4 FPE 5 ok B AT DU 76 K BB RIEE T, TMPBP 8 B 509 R B 22 AR K1 4w by F A {51l v
FR A 26 S RAR R I I TE) 45 k=5 I /DN, 580 ACT AR #AH SR k=20 I (i &l 2 FT7R) BAR. i & 5 k=500 A,
RS R 5T ) FCFS #21, TMPBP k2 T X T 45 5 i R

IR BT LR K P2 k—0 B HRS AN 2% LS 145 AR 8 3l T R | R I AT R LA
IREE, B SR AR R 2,2 kool FH IRV 1n) 7 58 BT VA 1 1R 45 2R AU I T R BRI 3 o 15
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