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Abstract

Based on the research of task scheduling algorithms of different operating systems, this paper fo-
cuses on the requirements of embedded systems, and proposes an improved scheme to improve
the real-time and simplicity of the algorithm. The improved scheduling algorithm deletes the re-
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dundant part of the priority decision table, and introduces an auxiliary bitmap to improve the orig-
inal scheduling algorithm, and improves the original scheduling algorithm to combine priority with
Round Robin. Through demonstration and analysis, the results show that the improved algorithm
solves the bottleneck problem of high space complexity and maximum number of tasks, and has a
good reference significance.
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1. 518

BEE 1S SR ARMIRIE, SERERIE RSB ILSm M. AIEEE LA Z R TR E. ik,
Tolk B BN AN e e T B4 S5 i Tolke BEAE BRI BE 05k, Tl N 30 2R 40 2 e S T 3
b, ARG, W1 uC/OS-11, X e KA 55 B AE R, A5 I 2> 7E ARG B2 2 R THT 1) %6 R0 R ST RO
W, BN AMRSNEIER L] [2]. Rk, 7R CRUESEI PRI S Al B3R S i RAT S B A L B

uC/OS-Il fER—MRANRERHRIE RS, OSEHFEREESTLE, BA/NG, SRR, Btk
UF BTG 0 ZAT 25 7T RIRF AR 23] B A[4], LA nC/OS-11 ¥ R Gu 48k R Baat, S ORAIE ST
P, SRR SRS RIE S . AEEREE N[S]2E T uC/OS-II ZE IR G S AW b, R 3 28407 7 5K,
SEIUR KA BB TR . T 755 N[6]16H nC/OS-11 B:4E RS AT FE Xt %, WA R, 4-H
2% Y iR EE SR

BEE ARG R H RN, uClOS-I1 XAE55 50k = 64 ANFIRR M, A B 2 7R AR X 5 A% AT ) % 5 1)
RGP RIS, B NEFRIE . AE55 uCIOS-I1 78 YR B 5% . AT 553845 WL 4% 5 T B A 2 [ 7]
K153 B AT LA LL 7 5 R OO AR SR A BEATL I B v, (HR R 264K, Anderson 2515 IR H T
%113 &£ (Semi-partitioned Scheduling)&i%: EDF-fm [8], &7+ &4t al i & I A0 L4 /il PR T E R 3¢
VIS, T R85 3. BEJS, Bjorn Andersson %5 A[91F2 H -1 0 B 511k EKG, SZHL T seit &
G b I A I R B

A SCAERE FEA [R5 AE R G0 TAT 55 VA B S AR e g S kit b, VEA B 1 i N U8 E R bt
ERAMR IR AW LSRR SR SRS R B T8, i T it &5 . TR b, £FX I
AN 2 AL B — P S e, E AR SER PR SR A B D IS TR, RS B Y e T BORAT
FH, B G SRS S, ERAEAFER. A, @ i, B AR A AT,
B bR BT AR RS e O T BT IRIE, AT RE R e LR, A AR AT
KA RAMN B — & RIESEFIR SIEA .

2. ZHRMERBHIMIR

St Windows &4t Unix 2401 Linux REEHEATX EEAF AR, 18 =FhASEBRAE 22401 098 5 v je m]
15 FH AT 55 B D
X LEAr BT 45 e 1 iR
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Table 1. Comparison table of the three major systems

* 1L ZARRGEE

RAAESH FP RIE A AT 555 VA RGR

Windows #%t 32 31 LRRRAL SR B + I (] T A B SIS+ gy
Unix %4t 128 77 NI 2 B BRI FEIE vain
Linux &%t 64 56 S5 AL 2 S

MEREHATLLE 1, Windows. Unix Fl Linux Z 481K 1 B SR AHIE, ER P oa] 4 B (94T
FHBB D TE Unix REEH, RAMSIESR AR L R GIEA RS FIESEE R, LR O HRSR e
%, WA, HoAf e v LAORIE, DM 7E— @ F2 R B2 T AT SR PEZER s Linux RGURA
R TR RS EE, eI, BEE, WA sen 2R, (A4S 784 55 500 215
T BRI, RGeS I A R e B 2 3G K, DADR K 1 23 1819 FE AR AN A et il A S A5 AN 2 0 s X T
Windows &%, FeEISE RIS, (HAT U, HRA AR RENE SRR, H TS H
Wb

BEE KB = A AW K R, B P 8 74T 55 50 H 1 SR 2 384 [10] . BRtE, Beih—Fhmr DA
TELRUE S P () 35l B9 7o 5 0 H 1 50810y LB B X =N R0 B E A, FRATTE % Windows
RGN Unix RGBT 5 R A, AU S ) ARG &, 8 Linux RE0BHIDHEAL ik
Tk, RHIZRGEA I sErE, FR AR RSB E K E 1.

3. Linux RGHESZEENSGI 547

HET, AR Linux IR ERINRIE RGO A 2 B RSN SURA, IS SR
R e 2 R RS E HI[11]. BB M A X RGR L 1, AL ER A S R L. #SHERH
PRARAEAESS T LRI M AL EINL,  FF B A BRALSS P BEEATAE 55 IO SIS AT I RIVAE 2R e U B it
W B MESHILSE S . BT SR SCBL R 8, B RATONT D, 12 R GUB BN T B L. (HH
HAMRKK IR, Blin st Is A A%, 2 RG0SR0 KPR 1 LUK RGN B 1G24

N M AR O T T B A BT

3.1 MR

A uC/OS-11 945, nCIOS-I AT-45400 56 2% 1 i Skl i OSUnMapThl 3 Wb 3 B 132 75 25 3545 24 iy wh 2%
B4 M R g [12], TERATSE, REMSHATS I — Mg, RS BR, T4k
Hilhm . AR TAEBEESZIRL R E, ZRAWAN L EL 4 OSRAyGrp ik % OSRdyTbI[].
24¢H OSRdyGrp #&/> 8 bit I%U{E, #t4E 3 OSRdyTbI[]2& —4E % 4.

MG RAMAEATI KR WA 1 Fis.

MIE 1R BUE Y, 7E OSRAyGrp HY, ARSI 2, 8 MESN—H, Wikse )y 8~15 1)
SR T28 1 5t i 4, RIS~ 00000010, [ 2 759K : # OSRdyGrp #& 00010010, i B OSRdyTbl[]
HES LA 4 AP EATS TGRS, R Aegh 8~15 1 32~39 (L4 Tl 44, HARR AT
TR BIRG, BT EAE OSRAYTbI[ xS AL i —AL B A 1.

AR N2 A AR I T

OSRdyGrp |= OSMapTbl[prio>>3];

OSRdyTbl[prio>>3] |= OSMapTbl[prio& 0x07];
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M BT A F 7T VR H, ARSI H R =00 T e 55 E R 254 OSRdyGrp HHIFTEN . %
N B =ALH T E 2 7E OSRAYTOI[JEZH I ZE J LA E - OSMapTbI[]:27E ROM bRk, TP
OSRyTbI[J#ZH I T3 NARLE 0 2] 7 Z 16

OSRdyGrp
I ; | 6| 5 | 4 | 3 | 2 | 1 | °| OSRdyTbI[OS_LOWEST_PRIO / 8 + 1]

4 I Hiqh.slemyTask/
110

o] §7]6|5]|4]|3]|2
(11 §15]14|13|12|11]| 10| 9
(21 f§23]22|21]20(19] 18] 17| 16
(31 §31]30]29]28|27] 26| 25| 24
[4] §39]38]37]36]35] 34] 33] 32
(5] Q47| 46| 45] 44| 43| 42| 41] 40
(6] Q55| 54]53]52]51] 50| 49] 48
(71 Q63]62|61]60|59] 58] 57] 56] «

Z Task Priority 2 l
TasK's Priority Lowest Priority Task
Io|o|v|v!v|:|:|:| (1dle Task)

" —

Bit position in OSRdyTbl[OS_LOWEST PRIO/8 + 1]

4

Bit position in OSRd rp and
Index into OSRdyTbI{OS LOWEST PRIO /8 + 1]

Figure 1. Diagram of readiness groups and readiness tables

B 1. seEEMmERXRE

OSMapTbl[Index]n# 2 fis:

Table 2. OSMapTbl[Index] table
3% 2. OSMapTbl[Index] %=

Index BitMask(Binary)
0 00000001
1 00000010
2 00000100
3 00001000
4 00010000
5 00100000
6 01000000
7 10000000

BeAl, IEEEIREE I, AR OSRAYTOI[IJEAN A —4efidl, 14 1 hmp 4R R e 7 4f
Wt IR B 2 R 2 (M R 5C FR, [RI BE L A 3o Hymt 45 38 T R L AN e B LS SR 27
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3.2 mERAEREE

FHA R TAESS S BRI RGN, ATEUAEL, XA AL e s A oy, BT, 40
AT AR S I 8] P 3R AT B D Se 5 AR A U 2L

3.2.1. JLFIREEEMR LR TENLLBRS 1

1255 ML e R A B A 55 Nt € 1 10 SRBUR R e iR 2 [13] [14] [15],  Lbdn:

1) R ST L S P EEAT BB, IS B e S s

2) 1M ARF AT RS, 5 MES LSRRI BR

3) MBREERS O MiJT AT T B4k, BN — A Tt 28 S HE S5 L S M u e e 42

EB S 24

WRAE S EH WD, DU EARB =R I0E AT (HRESHERZN, FRIFERN 2 AR EA
i 7€ B BT ROR, M DAGRAE SR P, SN U RGBT W AR o AT H DL 8 8 [R] ) 75 2%
FINRSEZHE L OSUnMapTbI[], AIMALEE, @ &RREG B L BT S.

3.2.2. (A%

frlEl(Bitmap), R AIEE—RLRAFHOEARES o IR 2041 N bn 55 B A A (0 — LB OGRS, A4l iz
MhRpr R E AL B E R TR T ARDRARR N B O, S, TAREIR S| RIS AT BUR 2
A AL B A R GE, AP BE I (a8 I E A28 S i it AR IR B (1 & AL 35 W] 2 [16].

Bt AL bit fERIFRIRIER], 04 13RS, 0 RERLE,

BT BRI I 2 S BOARNS T RO ok R MR R AR A i BN 75 ZEAR Ao A RE o
AT R G AR (R AT 7R I8 SR 22 AN R 51 H R il 25 M s A i AL BN (R) 7] Behh, A PRI rh A
TERAENAET S 1AL, PR AR KR 7 2 A A (R [18], /b R G A (T4 - DB R S AAE Hh £ P2k
LB o

S PE AR O SCAE TR E, T A DOR R LR o Rz B33 F B\ 30 Gt b 0 kR 1 P S =
PHEE, PR RGBS PR B T B I e i AR 55, TR BERR AR T ELISAT I 18] 2 1 A€ ) »
M vy 1 28 498 1 i L T J5E A S PR [19] o

3.2.3. HEMEARHERKSZE
AR T 2 Pios:

INT8U const 0SUnMapTbl1[256] = {
Ou, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x00 to OxOF
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x10 to OxIF
5u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, Ilu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x20 to 0x2F
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x30 to Ox3F
6u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x40 to Ox4F
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, OuL lu, Ou, /* 0x50 to 0x5F
5u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x60 to Ox6F
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x70 to Ox7F
Tu, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x80 to Ox8F
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0x90 to Ox9F
5u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* OxAO to OxAF
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0xBO to OxBF
6u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0xCO to OxCF
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* 0xDO to OxDF
5u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, /* OxEQ to OxEF
4u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou, 3u, Ou, lu, Ou, 2u, Ou, lu, Ou /* OxFO to OxFF

Figure 2. Prioritization table
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H b, ARG ERM R Y, AT RS R R R, K22 1 5 Ul B n)
BRI, X SEEE. TR, MURERSG T vE R, WK, SRR SR EIL
s AT DA b b e s P45 AR, AT B AIR IS 8] 52 2% P2 (F% 9 O(1)) .

THEAR S P AH SSARRS Dy <

1) i = OSUnMapTbI[OSRdyGrp];//HEE4T 5

2) j = OSUnMapTbI[OSRdyTbI[i]];//#% #1415

3) TaskPrior = 8*i+j =(i<<3)+ j;/[HF & =t S 5

RISQ) R Fatt & A E N RG], RS R A E R FH B e e RAE R 454 OSRAYTbI[] %
RLFIAT 55

KRG Q2) 2R P E | T BIEIERNRL], ERELH E LT F RN B &SR RN AR
OSRdyTbI[]H % B2 #1515 5

REGE@)FEME T PRI THE R e g5 7

1) TaskPrior = 8*i+j;

o1 R (1) AP BR(2) nT A5 i s AR e S TE s 26 3R R AT S AB1 5, R a R I B (1 HES 1 (8 £ —
#4l), G 8xi+j HUNATR im0

2) TaskPrior = (i<<3)+ j;

ZITES R B ST DAEE, RRHABARE TR (E R, i<<@ XM i EHAR =L, B
I 8).

ST FRATIHS UG B 3R T VA AR«

BIF: 15 % OSRdyGrp=98(d)=01100010(b).

B 1. Ll OSRdyGrp HIMENZR S, EMSEZHIE K (OSUnMapThI[]) & R EF1E AT 5

XEFREEE: 98 & THtmn), TR AT St 0x62. SRJEBIETRE: 1*0X60 to OX6F*/
1T, ZATFRIRT7NHEH N M 0x60 2 Ox6F. #545, & MAAEARITTIA, K8 —AEAFE 9 0x60 Xf Riff 5,
R4 0x62 FEFR FXF B E 7 lus bl i=1, BTS2 1.

B, 2: 153 OSRdyTbI[i]% S B I 15515 .

i H5—5 281, Frbl OSRdyTbI[i]=OSRdyTbI[1]. i1 OSRdyThI[1]=01100000(b)=96(d). #}
L HRAE OSUNMapTbI[]FE h & 55 96 Ar T, Ak )y SUREE — AR . T AR 3128 96 ot B (1 Ui
5u. FTbh j=5, Bi%I5 % 5.

B 3: T E A BT S5 B S

i<<3+j = 1*8+5 = 13,

RITE R 28 2 Hh b i A0 S8 AT 55 % LR e 0 0h 13,

IOAE :

OSRdyGrp=98(d)=01100010(b), MIZEEE—4H. 2 HAMGE NHP LS THERE,

OSRdyTbI[1]=01100000(b), BF#tZER & —AT5H LAMEANFIFAERIAES L T s, Wk 3%
KT RAG E0 3(0 R RhEE, 1 RRHLE).

X BIRAEE OSRdyTbI[5]=0SRdyThI[6]=11111111; B4 FLAME NHFTAESH L T LA,
Kl 3 k& H[5] [6]FT &k Ea il 4 o

MIE 3 FRATTAT LUR 25 20 F ok e e Je st & [1047 5 FU AT AR R e gk, B 13 (PRJeZ5 N, i
JediE) . FRE.
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Figure 3. Readiness table example diagram

B 3. BeREpIE

== OO0 |0 |0 (N
el ol (el [l [a i Ll fen (o))
el ol (el (el la i Ll fan l (6)
= (= [OOO|O ||~
=000 0|0 |W
= OO0 |0 |0 (N
== OO0 |0 |0 |

olF|l=|olo|lolo|o|o

O
O
O
o
=,
O
=

TR

P EI R AEREE IS, WATRA KM SRR, MRAEMER PR ER AL
PAESS, A GHER AR I ERANVUE R I R ELLE I — T B

Poeg. MR MBAMP I E R E KK R E QA 4.

RALRIRT AL

e I i

IRENE LIRS R E‘Mﬁ?ﬂyy#%uoxoﬁﬁ'—ﬁl—iﬁﬁﬂb

TEHMHS
Figure 4. Relationship diagram
B4 xXZRE
4. B RENRIT S LI
FEIRARR G, FMESHIIEIRME 1, e eSS RA RN . R REy %=
ESEH, RN AR RIESE M, REgiy RUERHAE R0, SBURG S WM FEZEHIE K. K
M5 E R AL S R e %, RIS CRUEAN BN L S 4
4.1. SHEFERFIERI IR
1) s
FINRSH A ERR, LA [a], (5 WAL A R 3 e 1) B2 2 2 AR /0N, AT AT DA BE s 4
B R PAT TS, BORTR LT /R BR A R G R S K
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2)

MBS R ERRI, EZRAEMRRIICR: BT EFIAFES, HAMFIEEAHFR, 75— Ef
JE FHORTEIR SR A R IR . DRIk, RS g e R AT ek - oy B

3) duk &

EEXF SO MR S B HI BRI & 2 b, FEARIE SIS Pk (0 26 1 N 5 Fe T iZ R HEAT R T, & 53804
TUA, RSN, KOS R B VE AR [A] RS B SE A, RUMT S B H T e AL

RS A B RS FE T EI T :

Q) KRS IR 3 s T B R 16%16 [ =453, B FARISM 0 JFas, AR5 HEHUH R
Fe R INE 0 7T 0 4

b) 73458 0 ATAIEE O SR FARMERIN, 28 i AT A B AR BLREUATE A 4, 5 | 517 R bR iont 52
MEETE Y 0, TUARBEMKIRRIK, BRI B O ]38 45

c) ¥ 8 bit IS BB T 7 e DU AL AR DU AL 3 RS 25, FEAS B, 7 28X DU A7 55 0001(b)iEAT
“57 EAE, RSHAENE. FONEEC WATEZIRMER 0 (IKIUA)EL 4 (mPUAL): =M%, WK%Y
MtFe—A0r, ARG 1432 AR I EUEE AT S5 .

BU R AR S R AR R I 3 PR

Table 3. Improved priority discrimination table

= 3. BRI RFIAIR

Thr 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1% 4 £7=0 0 5 6 5 7 5 6 5

k42! =0 0 1 2 1 3 1 2 1
BRI 4 FroR:

Table 4. Auxiliary bit charts
=4 HENIER

0 0

St Fn N AHS BAZ A -
Char OSUnMapThblIChanged_1[] = {0,5,6,5,7,5,6,5};/*{1% 4 £i7=0 I} XF RifR 2 */
Char  OSUnMapTblChanged_2[] = {0,1,2,1,3,1,2,1}:/*{i% 4 £i71=0 W} XF B[, */
475 BB € 1
judge_odd = OSRAYGrp& 0x01; /* Wik VU7 fr) 23 15 1>/
if(0 == judge_odd) /*# 1k 4 A7 B %/
judge_zero = (OSRdyGrp>>1) & Ox07;/*¥I Wi 4 7275 A 0%/
if(0 == judge_zero) /*ik 4 {74 0*/
PR E AL, TR B
else /*{i% 4 i ANH 0%/
row = OSUnMapTbIChanged_2[judge_zero]; /*{i% 4 f7ANA O X B ) >/
else/* (DU A& A £/

row =0;
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e T NET S, A FEER.
k. (PR _ESCHIEF)
OSRdyGrp=98(d)=01100010(b), 1k 4 £i7>4 0010(b), 5 0001(b)#k4T H#EfE, 4kl 5 frn:

0010
& 0001

0000 € ZFo0, BHEAEBHIE

Figure 5. Low 4-bit parity judgmen
B 5. 1K 4 REEEME R B

RN, WP AR AL, £3: 0001(b) = 1(d), 7% 2, FhoA 1 HAK 4 £71=0 %N 1, AP
TERLEER PR R AT 58 1.
[ 2 7] LSR5 OSRdyThbI[1]= 01100000(b) £ 26 3% FH 5t i 5154 5, K56 IE A/

4.2. F RIESHEF R

T A B Y Fe 2 A 25 R, Wi K OSRdyGrp HiJEURAT INT 8U ¥ % INT 16U,
WAT S BN Z BT 64 M2 128 A, (HAR G H) & R BB 2 BHREIG K . DRI 51 NS Bh A7 P 3R R0k 21 A+
IRLR, a3k 4 Fis.

fg—AMR S o NSO B . SINEREM B2 5, RS AT RS MRl BIR
FAVAFEAES A HFERRLSE S . XMIERT, BERNE MR EN “17 Bk TZMREHR TH
MMM ERREERN “17 (“17 RoRTEOHESE, “07 RRZERARP ).

AT A B B R A 2 bit, — 7 THRE % 128 MESEH R LUK EH P &R B HE%E
JUAT REHb kD 23 18] R 3%

RGAEEATE e B 5 I, EateR xR B A 1, WHEE R4 &80, MK KK 4
BT B i S N 2 TR 0 BC i 25, R L N ARPE MBI AL bR IR, S5 AR eR T, TENZAES e —FRil.

RGATAES RS, KR RAT S T AN FME S5 R ) fe vk, WEMAMRE, 2ilkrE
PIANMESS B ATIRAS , BB AT IS (R BIE RS IR BTl s RVATE, AT 25 WO RIRES, TRIRT, K5
—ANFAMR S BAT S5 BB ATIRAS o Wb NG S0 G B2 5 ) [R) e R 5 T B VR s Btk s AR R A

HARAE S B = A 6

RGN

ok BRI 55 Bk, R
Tkt & THB M 1ol 2

Task1
EMEERE
FEHES

Task2  Freeeresreesessineennnnps

Taskd  peeeeeeeenenenenens

Task3 D S I A ooy (R R N '

EMEERE 1 1 | |
TEMES 1 1 1 |

1 I 1

]
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4
=
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w
—
n
|
(4]

T6 AflEd >

Figure 6. Task scheduling schematic
6. EFREREE
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FEARRY T 1, AR THERE DM, BRI R RPIRES 285 BRI T if iRy

AL
5. MEESHT
ZEHFEFE
Bk I 4% ) 24 B B
p=Mo=M=C*N, 15004
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