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How to Benefit from Existing Timing Analysis Techniques and Tools ?
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Modelling and Analysis Suite for Real-Time Applications
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Connecting Design to Timing Performance Verification
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4 Solving the Semantic Gaps
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5 Solving the Semantic Gaps
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From Timing Verification Back to Design Model via Tempo
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Conclusion: Full integration of Scheduling analysis
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‘ Current Systemllapplication_elen‘O

System | Processing Resources |Trar'|sactions | Shared Resources | Cperations | Scheduling Servers

Model Name Iapplication_elen“o

Model Date |2001-01-0 1T00:00:00 8=/

Generation Tool IMAS_ Schedulzability Analysis, version 1.5.0.1

Generation Profile ID \MBATWMelody-CCM-MyCCM-DSP-1.6.0-custoymast-bin-winimas

Generation Date |2014-11-26_16 25:00

Slackl-'i 97% -= The system is schedulable
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Thank you for your attention!
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