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Abstract: The Standard Clock (SC) method is an efficient simulation approach to perform ance evaluation
of Discrete Event Dynam ic System (DEDS). In this paper, a new algorithm, Improved Standard Clock (ISC)
method is proposed. ISC method has a close connection w ith the well-known variance-reduction techniques
(VRT), conditional method. The clock, which is a core concept in the SC method, is no longer needed in the
ISC method. Compared with SC method, ISC method has the advantages of less com putation burden and

higher evaluation precision. Finally, various exam ples including both transient and steady state perform ance

evaluations are provided to certify the ISC method. The results have shown the power and sim plicity of the
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ISC method
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

Yi 5 —H & DEDS TEREVEAl . LAk S RABE 7y
P E L TB, AT EA RS, 07 AT & ME— 1T
BRI B8 A2 B (1) TAE, R vk s e 4
BT /2 DEDS WU FA R . [E N A 1%
QU R EEER 1 T AN DT A R TN, AT
i B PN TT ZHAR(VRT) BN ik (PA ) 55
&M vakili # WM bR AE Bh 7 % ( Standard
Clock )™ V& — B AH 4 R ) 77 v, wI LARR K ) 42
e 07 B B0R. %075 0 FL R BT v B A
NG T IFATRE R IR, Ty Bn] B R R AN
[ 255 T 10 2 S FEAR AR, & T AT RIS S A

* RS H I 2001- 07- 24

FAEREDUAL. sC TR I — DU AL S H G AE A 42
A > B AL S, R R 2 R G 1 AR
AR, R H T2 N R e (R A Bl L Ok AR
A R — AN T 20 12, WU BT AR
i BEALEOR A28 IR IE RS s i i BRI AL
W T SRR ARG, HE 200 LR AR
51y, JFAF R 2 I o1,

ARICAE sC i EEAl EE— P T AR
Y&@Fﬁ?f( Im proved Standard Clock). ISC R
— RN TT ZEBOR (VRT ) SR B T R R
Zi G HENE, FAk AR sc ik, i B
HAT S B VARG L.
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2 DEDS PEREPHAl )8 i) — IR (Gener—
al Description of Performance Evaluation
Problem of DEDS)

DEDS I BE PR A ) B 3 U1 45 TRk o)
J(6) = E[L(6 w) ] (1)
Horb, 0 N RBMHRHIESHL, w h e XAEMER
1) L (KT BE ML, L (8, w) 475 LA B FORE A P RE I
JE£. 7 (0) M Am At 1 R 4
1® = g X Lew (2)
XN B RREL
1AL BE VAL ISR 46 F 30 2R 10 5 3K, )T
PR PEREN SRS A IO A T, BINBE LA B Z, 8
(1) Xk
J(8) = E[E[L(6,w)|Z]] (3)
X A A

JO = ¢ LEILOWZ= 2] (4

(3) ANk T7 ZHCR(VRT) IS A U1 B 9k
(Conditioning Method)™". FH A ISR g it 7

VarlE[L(8, w)|Z]1]= VarlL(8, w)]-

[E[VarlL(8,w|Z]11< VadL(B w1 (5)
DRI 4) 2CEE(2) AT T m (R0l v RS B2, 4% 1 S 2
I R AELE TR B IE R AEBEAL AR & Z. z N
AL RRRAAF 1) HoFRE 2 AT NEEA A Th 3R I
2)E[L(6, w)| Z= z: 1A] HIMRHT I 7 250k 55 ) 52 B
(PR REVPAL )8, 4% 25 1E 1 Zz RS 3.

3 DEDS 1/j B 4518 7775 ( Standard clock
method for DEDS sim ulation)

DEDS WH—ANTutdl{x, E, f,T, G} filik, &
X NIREES E NFEMES. F WIREHZ K
B fXx E» X,T(x)S E ARGAIRE x T
ATHAEE, G I E TP AR S A AR ek B 4R

I
=

DEDS i BLI1 H & Sl AE tH R 48 80 A A2 A
KB, FEH R AR AR ERENE L (6, w). BT
DEDS JR& A th F 4k v, DN FE A 42 v 7
I xe 1o en by k=1,2, .. %, iy € X AR
GMATIRE, o€ E N5 GRS SR A,
AR R AR P41, DEDS 1 B0 H R H FHF
W, M RG R AR, &7 I I RE AR B 47
AR B, an SRR ek B4 A R EU T,
M2 48 B AT B /R ] Jo ik, it =4 R L & A= i i) ]

CAfife R, FEAS S AR ] HI AR (R 10 7 A9 21, 1o HLPT
it BEA IR D

B G PR E D FR R A, 3T SR N
A i€ B, RGECARTIT BN b, REA x 1.
LR R R IE, AP A nIAT S, S R

Plec= jlai} = F;‘: (6)
H A(xe )= A (0, 1) NI AR

JET (. )

BMLEL, 4% LR MER o AT EA T AR, BRI 15 21 20R
GURE R AN FEA e, SCHRL1- 510 B4 T
AT e 2 FHT 2.

BE ex MR A Mk R IS TR (R R S8 RTINS 21 1 )

W Jy ' By = min iy BT

P ¢ TR AR I . BT T AL, 4,
RS ECh & BRSO, B g RS K0H A
(e 1) BHSEU AT, SURHI5Y A0, 1) 95T 5 A
OBEHLAL o, B AT HRE L

1

y = - A(xk_l)lnu (7

AR e FIRAER R, LLK o KA TG RGHVIRES
b= b+ y' (3)

Xk = f(xk»l,ek) (9)

BE RSP BRI EER, I 2] RS8R
FERBEAR 21, e ), k=1,2,. ...

2 (7) T A= 1, IXFEAF B I8 18] 8] R e 41
(i, k=1, 2, oo, BRABRUERN T H1) (g XA I [a]
J A 0 ELAE Y R A P TR 0] 5 5 51 B A
v S SEBR I TR R R A e AAEAUROCR

yi = §i/A(x ) (10)

DR AE kg BRI AL A A B AR 1Al LA R N
FRUERR T cso). ARUERR I 5T ANARE 5 E T FE
FP ey B LR IS T REEA RS EEE T
PEREWIFE. 30 SR A1k BE VA ] AR 3 A 2, Sk
KEVPAL ) 8, AW A B st T b 5
Mk RS UL I C &, A% 48 1) 0 T B R g — Fil
BCE 2 AL TE PR BRI, 05 3T TAE AR K.

WARAIMNFHESEEN M A BRI E, 124
(X', i€ Ey,m=1,2, ..., M, X#R[ 3, 4 155 TH sc
THEFE R M ARFEAR BRI 0 R, 3L b
FLA BT AR B ) ) R A8 D S I E AR
T:

1) g brAERh v



5 34 JERT AR BHCR 1 2h & R GENERE VPG ) SOk b 75 1 393

2) PP e u(0,1)
for j= 1 to M do {
3) MR 6) AL of
4) SUBIITER, =t + v /ACx) )
5) RETEH, xl= f(x;ﬁ. el
}
6) Goto 1 FLEIMFHLE5H

4 OO AR HE R U7 75 ( Improved standard
clock method)

SC J7 LI B RBEAE TR IF IR T 5 7K ]
KAGREYE: 1) FEE A= A G R AH I
ARG T IS 18] 2) AH AR S 28 1R IsF 1) 1) B il A 2
5 A(x) MAREM T

X DEDS 1 &, &K w4 i voe, B
SRR T A IR 55 I 1R) TG OC, T AH 20 =44 2 TR) 1
N ] 1) 58 4D 23 A1 KA S HARAS S8 e, 1Kt 4h 3%
=8 —— XTVF 2 PEREVEAL in) &0k 136, 47 B4
Al REIFAR g, 50 7 FI ] R RRAE, ANHAE g
A AR RIS TR] 20 A B AL Tt R e Pk e . AR
SCH LR e 0 TR DG 4 I A3 20 1K 05 TR
FERR A Sl bR v (1s ), Hh Bk v

1) 74 ue U(0,1)

for j=1 toM do{

2) WRAE(6) AlFEL ef

3) R, x/= f(xi. 1 el)

}

4) Goto 1 HEMHEH

fz 1sc P ERMACLLT BT ERECE M= 1), 15
B RFEREEBITA, (x 1, e, k=1,2, -,
AR TEREMIFEA B A2, A R TR A B A% 1 1] R] 8% 1)
Sy AR LN, U Rl IRAS 2 4R B TR VEAL.
W i T EAF BN HAEE TN e, e, oo, er, AR
PP AT R AT S (0 A H A jl— AN FEA ], BLR FR
HA R A R) R R (R ) RN TR, N
gz WAL Z= Z(e, eas v e), W Z N
B SCAE R 23 A) [ AL AR

ISC J7VEMIEEASDAE Ui o z A A e 1k bt
PR &, X RERATEAF RN 2, HRHRIRAS B AS I (7] 1]
Kk NS R ACx ) BT B0 A0 1R e, I (0
VESR HFEACPE BRI B 1) 2 Ak E[L (8, w)| Z=
zi ], T FH A% A S0 B 15 34 P Rl B8 PR A v, AR
(R« A5 BT S50 25 G A RAT AR PRI Ik R DF
Al i) R BEB 1SC VRN .

HI T A A BRI SR 45 15, 1sC TR IIvE
RG24 1 sc ik, fHm B R AN
ORI 1] B, DA R0 LR B B+ se ik,
HL P A A LECE .

5 1733%%( Sim ulation examples)

SCRHIEEBIEILL M/M/1/K BM /M /1 BAB
FFFOR %, X% R G0AE R T He e LA A3 P, B4
SR HTARAE S 56 38 SCHR 8 1), PR A LSV
SR B 23, A2 R 3 S TP A AR Ty R HIR
A T2 55 ) A IR 45 T3 30 TR M B 800 .
u BRI A M/M/1/K (M/M /1) 2G5 W T
TEL IR N

X: {071:27"'a}s E: {172}3
G={1- ™ 1- ¢" (11)
(1,2}, x> 0
T = 5
) (1, x=0
B x+ 1, e=1 .
fro=| T, (12)

Horp, «17 ROz Bk FAF, « 27 RORIE B 2 H
.
5.1 M /M /1/K BAFUSF- 35 i ot i [t o)

M/M/1/K BB 2 Hf s Rl (v e ) % H
TUP AN AF Y28 (1) ml Sk o0 e ) T A B N
BENLAR 2, 3 SUNTESE E AR T, BAE HiBA
FIFS 5 K P IS ).

LA R T K AT A R AR, % 1sC 7k
HIP7 Bk, Wit RSP H). B § IUTE
RN EF N 2= Z(ei, ez, -, 6n), ¥ 58 XA HE T,
1R

Te= yi + y2 + o + y, (13)
Xoyi,i= 1, n RAFEE A, FIEA KT E MCT
(R4 0T Dy

~ | _ n 1
E[T|Z= z] Z} A(xi 1)

AH x..=0 Hﬂ‘, Alxi )= A x>0 ETI, A(xi1)=
A+ u

(14)

XRGIAT N TR, TR R B3 45 R
N4, W8 MeT MG #1 SHT
K= 7,u= 10, ANFE AT McT BAhTE, #1468 ZIBA
oA b 1sc WA sc W4 A 1S kAT sc
JIEAS B 45 B, sl 4 1904 SCHR[ 4 1H sc 7kt
1T 5000 AT EAF R 5H. bl B, 1sC Tk
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P& RAL T sc I vrli g5 .
1 M/M1/K BAFIF3 i 5 )45 (3000 X175 3T
Tab.l Mean crash time evaluation of M/M1/K

system (3000 sam ple paths)

A ISC(s) SC(s) |SC[4]1(s) | PIRfE(s)
0. 60 348. 83 358. 38 348.92 345. 86
0.72 137. 47 138.02 133.07 135.29
0. 84 69. 51 69. 61 66.93 68.53
0.96 41.76 41.00 40. 65 41.38

5.2 M/M/1/K BAF I Z0 5 it

M/M/1/K BB ¢ B 20 40 e 26 a2 A i
Z A8 H BA B 25 1 MR, 4% 55040 1w IR v
RSB I, Wi RUTEAFRI RN 2= 2
(ers e, -y ea), WA EL, IS IA] T 1K) 4% A1 Ak

f(T) = f(yi)* f(y2)* % f(y.) (15)
Arex 2 OBRUSHE. H(1s) 2Tk T R 4
5T B TG AR

LIFA(T) 1= ~LLf(T) 1=
L v (16)
X (16) AT Hr QAR IS 2] F.(T.). HBEERKN
W0 BN i AT REAE + 20 3 .
X RGHEAT N T E, FEARN(4) U RIAT A5 21 3 35t
BRI TG AR AL T

(16) 2 11 S A 4w 1 AT U8 10 35 43 o3 2 T

O ACx ) WAAHTEIN, 243 H

Fut)=1- ZCiexp[- A(xe)t] (17)

A(xj 1)
H _
e e ,-:Hjm/\(x];l)- A(xi)’

M16) NEFHEZNEMRH 1> 10 B ARHI T
STERRCE T, Seinl R S 5T i 2R R
(Liapunov) JEHL 2 5 A8 KT

- Z 1/A(x:i 1)

F.(t) = (18)

Z 1/N(x: 1)

X, @ WARUEIER S0 A0 BRI, 24 n L9 K, (18)

X RAR AR
K24HT A= o0.

[F) I 221 £ 7 ¥t Rk 2, )

= 1,K= 7Kl REALEAR
S ZIBA S k2= Horb ) 1sc

T pon BIF SR (18) K AR 2 WA R
SC JTEAHEL, 1sC T7ik M PEAL 45 RN BRI 23 AT 1) 45
Pk Sl
F 2 M/M1/K BAFIA R B %01 8T 5 (2000 70477 L)
Tab. 2 Crash Probability of M/M 1/K
System (2000 Sam ple Paths)

t(s) 100 300 500 700 900
ISC 0.237 0.573 0. 766 0.872 0.925
SC 0.227 0. 561 0. 759 0. 869 0.922

PR | 0.239 | 0.578 | 0.767 | 0.871 | 0.928

5.3 M/M/1B\FIEE B

TS T VERR TR bR VAL, R BEAT — A I [H]
5 B, Sh T4 30K B8 2 v R Ak vl R H R AR
VR IBAA D S R M/M /1 BAS IR FE AR
A, GIABEHLIA

’ Lc‘ A A UK ARG
cl « A A 0

RGN A Z, SR A
WA BT A AT RE R A R R A A Bl — AN R AR A ()
¥ 1sC A ELRAERT RGEAT — R 0 AT A 47
I, AR B PR A I e Al o F R 2R

[ _ ELLc]_ E[E[L]Z1]_
E(C] E[E[C]Z]]

(19)

n m( i)

2: 2: xfl/A(xfl)

i=1  j=1

n m( i) ( 20)

D D I/A(xp )

=1 j=1

A, m (i) I AT R A R KR
K3GWMT p=1 W, H1sc AT —IKKER
2000 /™ A2 R I 47 20 49 21 I AE A 1 B BA K 1)
vk, NRH AT W 1sc TERM TR R LT sc
JTi.
£ 3 M/M/1RE BB (2000 472 )
Tab.3 Mean Queue Length of M/M/1

(2000 Regenerative Cycles)

A ISC e R fi#
0. 60 1.47 1.42 1.50
0.72 2.55 2.64 2.57
0.84 5.01 6.50 5.25
0.96 23.5 19.7 24.0

6 4i®(Conclusions)

ISC J5 ikt BN 7 ZHAR(VRT) %
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PRI R B S G i — M7, 1sC HERE T sc
JIE WA B 20 05, A FLRRR v . o) Rk A
ZAFEARRAT A, IFH AT WS I PR RS R S /N )
THEAAR, SO g T SURAG 3 B0 IE T IX — AL
ISC /7L EEE A 1507 BB DA S R o i) v
REVEAS ) 8, 1) 40 RGeS MERE R bR I PFAS DA R
R RS DG R P R B2 ) ik v 33X — 2 ) A 52
e I FH PRI K 22 B ) 4 B AR SC R
S PR T B VEAS 1)L, 1S U7V AT BEME LA, PRt
AN RESE IR sc Tk
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