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RWCET(x) computation 

• R[ll]:  
– ll=level(x)+offset 
– Offset: Sum function entry levels 
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Conclusions & Future directions 

• Conclusions: 
– Design-time: Pre-compute structure & timing information  
– Run-time: Use info to manage the executed tasks 
– Formally present and prove our approach 

 

• Current work & Future directions: 
– Implementation to a real multicore platform (gain 4.5) 
– Extension to more than one critical tasks 
– Methodology for position & sampling of observation points 
– Extension to: 

• Several criticality layers 
• WCET with low & high assurance levels 
• Time & Space partitioning 
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