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Performance Analysis of Error Classification
System on Distributed Multimedia Environment

Eung-Nam Ko

ABSTRACT

The requirement of distributed multimedia applications is the need for sophisticated QoS(quality
of service) management. In terms of distributed multimedia systems, the most important catagories
for quality of service are a timeless, volume, and reliability. In this paper, we discuss a method for
increasing reliability through fault tolerance. We describe the design and implementation of the
ECA running on distributed multimedia environment. ECA is a system is able to classify
automatically a software error based on distributed multimedia. This papaer explains a performance
analysis of an error classification system running on distributed multimedia environment using the
rule-based DEVS modeling and simulation techniques. In DEVS, a system has a time base, inputs,
states, outputs, and functions.
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4.2 2 (Modeling)

4.2.1 Hiekst= 2E
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© Set of error = {E, D
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C: PDBelA 22 error code
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Fo return®=e ZE= F,
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ual_re_time response time TSMERT S
UA1l |app_count T F# & A5
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