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Fig.1 Queue-Based scheduling model
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Table 1 Detailed descriptions for element in queue-based scheduling model
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H PAF SR T S ik 2t S s 28 H AT BEAE
F Yo H bR R
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MREBEAE ST RO R R KRG KA R ik 601

WIEEAE A T E DL N AR 44
o E(Ty)={R,Ry}FT/RALS Ty WIS BB VEUR Ry, R, o4 S AR AR
o E(T1)={R R} RRALS Ty, I BRI EIR Ry b AR AR
o E(T)={R} KRS T (1<iSMI<t< N JE B W R(1<j<S) L Ayl fig.
2)  BIANTRIE AT )<E(T ) (1 <ISMI<tSN) R RMES HE RS HSHUR.WME 1 iR g4 T 59
PRTRIS R (15 B R 2 45 S B 3L A(T)={R\.R,,....R,,} ZV .
o AT, )={R\} KRAESS Ty SEbp LRI BEIR Ry L
o A(T12)={R} KRATS T o SEBR AL B H PR R, s
o AT )={Rs} BrmAESs T (1<i<M,1 <t<N)Spr i £ BB I Rg |
A VPN FEAR 0T J AT S5 Ty 4 S A A Quiney ' e 7 e 7 2% ) S50, I\ Ok BA B ASE 70 2 3K fig ) 52 B, B >R
FH FIFO(first input first output) 3 i, {15 T, 4155 76 R FE B M LA GE 525 08 T, A T, 0 5l SR 249 o, LR T 5 =30
S P A, HME LA I FH AT Al o) AR XS T Quiney, A SCITTRRAE T4 T8 255 i) B 10 Ay P 1) ) it vl O, 52 e RV
A L0 T (0 SR A AT DA, B SR A B 1), 3 WK AL AR 7
22 ARBE
o/ 2l e KU Il R 48 V5 2 R A B2 v ) — S IR [n) R, L R ) B AR e | LI 455 2 Bl O AT 55
M55, 0 H SR PR 2R b 4T 20 i, T g PR A 1 2 N B PR, SR 22 AT 45 1A 4 TR S A A AR SR Y
BRI s BRG] G=(VEUC), iy 2715 VR, R 7 R AL 75 Sk B G 4T 25 75 Sk 7 R BE R flk 45
J5E &Il R RAT 45 5 G IR 1 AT it 2 M, BV AT 45 16 45 B A BAH Y YR 0, U bl g i SRR RIS e s C
RIS S R WU O
B2 T B A/ B R ) R, ZE AT S5 A TR S B RIS ML Tio—M, DLk
Ty —>U RN GEIE MR Uy AT 55 Ty BRI S5 IR0 206 T, 455 2% 120 (1) 75 B 0 28 FH 98 oA 25 2 75 W R 2 31040 R 40)
PR YR AR, A0 ST DA H AR 25 PR 280 R (Bl ) e YR 1 R S B /s 9t P e R AL ) RS B R S T R
(KB XK 2(4—>B K7~ A B B pUR WA 0] 32,5 3R 7 A 55009 ), M A2 I 1180 ) 0 SR i i) L.
1) 3 Pl B 280 YU 55 A ] AR S ) A s i) R, 3 S R A A R R R R
2) P SR A T I 5 2% R 28 32 1 A A ASE R A AT e SRR A B v L s 4

KR/
[L,H)/0

Fig.2 Minimum cost maximum flow scheduling model
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Table 2 Details descriptions fro element in minimum cost maximum flow scheduling model
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Table 3  Algorithm of incremental minimum cost max flow scheduling
=3 R S KR SE

Incremental cost scaling algorithms for the minimum cost flow problem.
Input: Graph G=(V,E,U,C)
Output: Minimum cost flow f of graph G

1 Procedure IncrementalCostScaling(G)
2 Init /=CostSclaing(G)
3 While detecting a Event do
4. Update graph G according Event
5. f"=CostSclaing(G.f)
6 Execute scheduling
7 S
8 End While
9. End
10.  Procedure CostScaling(G.f)
11. e=Cp()=0,VieV f =f
12. While »>1 do
n
13. (ef:p)=refine(&f" ,p)
14. End While
15. return f’
16.  End
17.  Procedure refine(f,p)
18. eda
19. V(v,w)€eE, if ¢,(v,w)<0 then f'(v,w)=u(v,w)
20. While existing a push or a relabel operation that applies
21. Select such an operation and apply it
22% End While
23. return (&f",p)
24. End
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