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Abstract: We explore the opportunity Pervasive Spaces provide as supplemental energy sources surrounding visiting mobile
devices. We utilize the nature of pervasive smart spaces to outsource computation that would normally be performed on a
mobile device to a surrogate server within the smart space. The decision to outsource a computation depends on whether its
energy cost on the deviceislarger than the cost of communicating its data to the surrogate and receiving the results back. We
propose an approach by which the outsourcing decision is made at runtime, while the intelligence that makes that decision is
inserted at compile-time aslogic that modifiesthe application code. The merit of our approachisthat it is application-independent
and requires minimal programmer energy awareness. e utilized a methodol ogy fromreal-time systemsto aid usin constructing
the decision-making logic. Additionally, we implemented a runtime support on top of Linux to facilitate for testing and
experimenting with the client/server outsourcing approach. Our experimental validation and benchmarks shows significant
energy saving on the mobile device, which validates our approach as a viable and novel approach to power saving and
management for mobile devices. Our experimental validation also shows that the capabilities of mobile devices can be enhanced
to accommodate more computationally intensive applications to further realize the concept of a computation service provider

(CSP).
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1. INTRODUCTION

The emergence of mobile and pervasive computing
introduced several new challenges and research
opportunities, one of which is energy management. These
challenges arose from the mobility of the used hardware
[31]. Such hardware includes devices such as cdlular
phones, PDA's, laptop computers, and MP3 players. The
mobility of these devices implies that they have a mobile
power source represented by the battery which isalimited
resource. As these devices continue to gain popularity, the
need to manage their energy becomes even morevital. The
more these devices have to be charged the more they are
rendered immobile, hence reducing their pervasiveness.

The problem of energy management has gained and
continues to gain attention in mobile and pervasive
computing due to the increased reliance on mobile
devices as a result of their increased capabilities. This
argument was supported by Helal [19] by giving a closer
look at the market of Java-enabled phonesand PDAsfrom
a commercial standpoint. Moreover, Starner [33] gave a
discussion on how battery technology has not kept up
with Moore's Law. The energy problem is an ongoing
problem and must be addressed on the long run as usage

of mobile devicesis increasing among the young as well
as the elderly and spans a wide range of backgrounds.
One of the most used feature of mobile devices is their
multimedia capabilities which are extremely energy (as
well as computational power) intensive applications. Not
only is this a concern with respect to entertainment, but
it also is a concern in the medical as well as the dental
professions as doctors now rely heavily on their mobile
devices for various uses. Other applications that would
benefit from energy saving arethose that relate to graphics
design, and voice recognition applications.

Solutions to the energy problem have been studied
significantly. Solutions were presented at the various
layers of a computer system. Often, these solutions have
involved a certain tradeoff. At the high level, a good case
was made for this solution by proposing power-based
APIs [9]. Compiler based solutions, as an attractive
solution, have also been proposed as they alleviate the
need for programmer’s energy awareness [21, 37].

In this work we devised a solution composed of two
parts. a compile-time optimization of the high-level code,
and a runtime support for the resulting optimized
software. The result of the first phase is a client/server



18

version of the software where the client runs on the
mobile device and the server runs on a surrogate machine.
We utilized work from real time system research to help
facilitate the compiler optimization phase. Our results
showed significant savings in energy consumed by our
benchmark applications.

2. COMPUTATION OUTSOURCING

We present anovel utilization of computation outsourcing
in this work. We utilize pervasive smart spaces as well
as the wireless network surrounding a mobile device to
save energy. We initially would have compiled our code
using our new compile-time energy optimization process,
and generated aclient and a server version of the software.
We would have installed the server on a surrogate
machine within the pervasive space, and the client would
have been installed on the mobile device entering the
pervasive space. Moreover, the mobil e device has battery
and network monitors running in the background to
facilitate the client/server execution environment.

The mobile device would make the decision once
entering the pervasive space whether to go into energy
saving mode or normal mode. This policy can either be
left to the mobile devicetointelligently make the decision
by pre-configuring the battery monitor, or it can be left
up to the user to decide.

Once the device is placed in energy saving
mode, the battery monitor would dictate to the network
monitor to look for wireless networks within range,
and if found it will go into energy saving mode, otherwise
it will remain in normal mode and no outsourcing
will take place. Once in energy saving mode, the
applications compiled using our energy optimization
process (pre-processor), would send requests and
receive service from the surrogate server in the case
that it is more energy-beneficial to do so, otherwise
local application execution will take place. Figure 1
depicts the communication process that takes place
between the client and the server. This work was
introduced in [2].
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Using our model, we envision the development of
an entity describe as a computation service provider
(CSP). Different mobile device users can subscribe to
this service to facilitate energy savings on their mobile
device. We also envision securing this service via setting
subscription palicies.

2.1 Formal Model for Computation Outsourcing

We present a formal model for computation outsourcing
based on the research done by Nemeth and Sunderam
[27] who presented a formal approach for defining the
functionality of grid systems. We adopted their definition
and ssimplified it for our purposes as grid and distributed
computing [13, 24] can benefit a great deal from our
research. The model they presented is based on an abstract
state machine (ASM). However, the resourcesin our case
consist of WiFi and surrogate servers.

Inlooking at their model, we realized that their model
encompasses a general description of grid and distributed
systems. Our model is a simplified representation of
theirs. In our model, we define the process universe as
PROCESS = {client, server}, the resource universe as
RESOURCE = {wireless net, surrogate}, and the
location universe as LOCATION = {within-range, out-
of-range}. We use the same functions used in the grid
and distributed computing domain, and add two of our
own functions which are: execCost: TASK — VALUE,
and comCost: TASK — VALUE, where execCost is a
function that produces the value of the energy consumed
by a specific task of a process. Similarly, the comCost
produces the value of the energy consumed by
communicating the data for a specific task of a process.

As far as the functions that we use from grid and
distributed computing are concerned, we use the same
exact definition presented by Nemeth and Sunderam[27].
The following functions are defined:

e user: PROCESS —» USER

* request: PROCESS x RESOURCE — {true,
false}

* uses: PROCESSx RESOURCE — {true, false}
* loc: RESOURCE — LOCATION
* CanUse:USER x RESOURCE — {true, false}

» state: PROCESS — {running-normal, running-
energy-saving, receive-waiting}, we modified
this function to fit our execution framework.

+ from: MESSAGE — PROCESS

* to: MESSAGE — PROCESS

« event: TASK — {reg-res, send, receive,
terminate}
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Upon defining the above functions, and universe sets,
the rules for defining our system as a simplified grid
computing system can clearly be defined. We present
definitions of the rules systemin figure 2.

3. COMPILE-TIME SOLUTION

Our compile-time approach presented in [2] is quite
novel. We started the energy optimization process under
the assumption that the program has been tested and
verified in its original sequential form. The following
steps are followed for our compile-time optimization:;

(1) Verify the syntax of the code (gcc compiler)

(2) Produce the assembly code for the source
program in mnemonic form.

(3) Use both the original program as well as the
assembly code as input to the energy
optimization process.

(4) The result will be two versions of the code
(client, and server)

(5) Compile each version using its respective
compiler on the target machine.

In steps 1, and 2 we used pre-existing compilers and
assemblersto generatethe required input tothe later steps.
We also used pre-existing compilers for step 5 of the
process. Our major contribution in the optimization
process was in step 3 which resulted in the generation of
the two versions of the program mentioned in step 4.

Sep 3 is divided into multiple subtasks, the first of
which is to recognize basic program blocks (at this point
we handle for loops). While recognizing the high-level
program blocks, we will be able to collect the data about
each loop. Wealso utilize a technique devel oped by Healy
et al. [18] that produces the maximum number of |oop
iterations. In their work they analyze the register transfer
list (RTL) representation of the code [7]. Using the
assembly code generated in step 2, we will be able to
know what assembly instructions are used in the
execution of each loop. This required us to also discover
loops in the assembly code and find their delimiters.

By calculating the number of loop iterations, finding
out the size of loop data, determining which instructions
were used in each loop, we would have the necessary
metrics to determine if it is more beneficial to execute
locally or remotely. The only remaining information that
would be needed is the cost of communicating a single
byte of data across the network, and the cost of executing
each assembly instruction. We found this information
experimentally for the cost of communication, and we
utilized a similar approach to Tiwari’s [36] to calculate
the energy cost of each assembly instruction. This was
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Theresourcesdction rule
state(dient ) := running-normal
state(server ) := recdve -waiting
if loc(wirdess_net) = within-range &
request (Client, wirdess _net) = true) &
CanUse(user(client ), wirdess _net) then
request (Client, wirdess _net) := false
uses(dient, wirdess _nd) := true
if reguest (dient, surrogate) &
CanUse(dient, surrogate) then
request (dient , surrogate) := false
uses(dient, surrogate) := true
dse
uses(dient, surrogate) := false
request (client, surrogate) := true
endif
else
uses(dient, wireless _nd):= false
uses(client, surrogate) := false
endif

Client send :
if state(client ) = running-energy -saving &
commCaost (task(dient )) <
execCost (task(client)) then
if event (task(dient)) = send(server ) then
extend MESSAGE by msg with
to(msg) := server
from(msg) := dient
end extend
state(client) := receive -waiting

Server send :
if event (task(server )) = send(client) then
extend MESSAGE by msg with

to(msg) := dient
from(msg) := server
end extend

state(server ) := recdve -waiting

Clientrecdve :
if state (client ) = recaive -waiting &
event (task(client ) = receive (server ) then
if to(msg) = dient & from (msg) = server
then
MESSAGE(msg) := false
state(dient ) := running-energy -saving

Server recave :
if state (server ) = recdve -waiting &
event (task(server ) = recave (dient ) then
if to(msg) = server & from (msg) = client
then
MESSAGE(msg) := fase
state(server ) := running

The statetransition rule
if uses(client , surrogate) &
uses(dient, wirdess _net) then
state(dient ) := running-energy -saving
dse
state(dient ) := running-normal

Cc

D

Figure 2: Rule Definitions for the Formal Model. (A) The Resource Selection. (B) The Send Rules. (C) The Receive Rule. (D) The Sate

Transition Rule

done by placing code that corresponds to each assembly
instructions (single or multiple) in an empty ‘for’ loop
and experimentally measure the energy cost differential
of each instruction. We used the same method to
instrument library function call s such asthosein the math
library.

3.1 Calculating the Number of Loop Iterations

Healy et al. [18] devel oped a highly useful methodol ogy
to predict the worst-case execution time of a program.

They implemented this work to be able to statically
analyze real-time systems. Their implementation
analyzes the RTL representation of a program. They
integrated their work in the vpcc compiler [7]. The input
to their compiler isa C program, and one of the outputs
(the one of interest to us) is afile with “.inf” extension.
This file contains various types of information one of
which is the maximum number of each loop’s iteration.
Figure 3 shows a C program, and figure 4 shows its
“.inf” file.
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main()

{

int i, j;

for(i=0;i<100-j;i=i+3){}

Figure 3: A C Program Compiled with vpcc

3.2 Loop Data and Iteration Acquisition

In this phase of the compilation process, we recognize
the maximal CPU blocks (loops) as they are the
opportunities for outsourcing. Recognizing the loops at
the high-level constitute collecting the data associated
with them and size of this data. Additionally, we have
designated L-valued data and R-valued data as R-valued
dataisthat data that would be sent to the server and need
not bereceived asit didn’t change. Thisis an optimization
within our compiler optimization. We also determined
that some loops can not be outsourced because they
contain 10 operations. This implementation was handled
viaour parser-like module, we called it the pseudo-parser
presented in figure 5.

Once the loop data has been coll ected, and the loops
are identified, the next stage would be to run the code
implemented in [18] to calculate the number of loop
iterations. Once this code produces the af orementioned
“.inf” file, we then parse this file to extract the exact

-3

main

lloop0011-1-11234-14-1

loop 11 -41[10] 01{9] 3 s-2(100-.1_j-2)/3 (100-.1_j-2)/3-1-13-13-1
' block 1 lines 5-5 preds -1 succs2 4 -1
makes_unknown 3 -1

doms 1-1

1824087 () 10247 (100) 8 4 (%01)
1904084 (%01) 8 4 (%03) 84 (%01)
1907110247 ()84 (%01)87()
1624220484 ()00()00()
1824087 ()10247 () 84 (%02)

' block 2 lines 5-5 preds 1 -1 succs 3-1
makes_unknown 3 -1

doms12-1

2324084 (%02) 1024 7 (3) 8 4 (%02)
! block 3 lines 5-5 preds 32 -1 succs 4 3 -1
doms123-1

3904184 (%02) 84 (%01)87 ()
3744220484()00()00()
3324084 (%02) 1024 7 (3) 8 4 (%02)
! block 4 lines 5-5 preds 1 3 -1 succs -1
doms 14 -1

480401284 ()87()00(
4154000()00()00(

Figure 4: The“.inf” File Corresponding to the C Program in Figure
3.
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expression to make it adhere to C syntax. For instance
the emphasized expressionin figure 4 has extra characters
associate with it such asthe‘.’, and the*_’. In our code
we strip these extra characters out to produce (100 - j -
2)/3.

3.3 Calculating Size of Loop Data

Once the data of each loop has been collected, we
examine each variableinvolved in the calcul ation of each
loop to seeif it is L-valued or R-valued to minimize
communication cost. In this part of the code we also
recognize if the data involved is an array or not. For
arrays, we just multiply the size of the data type by the
size of the array.

3.4 Identifying Loop Instructions and Total L oop
Execution Cost

In this phase we parse the assembly code associ ated with
the C program. We detect the code that delimits each loop
by finding loop entry and exit points. Our target
architecturewas Intel’s Xscale's. A loop can beidentified
by 3 consecutive instructions, “ cmp” followed by one
of the branch operations “ ble, blt, bge, bgt, bne, and
beq”, followed by an unconditional branch “b”. Using
the unconditional branch, we were able to find the end
of the loop which consists of another unconditional
branch to take you back to the beginning of the loop.

At this point we were able to scan the assembly code
to find the instructions in each loop and add their total
cost to estimate the execution cost of a single iteration of
the loop. Inter-instruction costs as well as the cost of
pipdine stalls was estimated and added to the total cost
to better estimate the energy cost of the entire loop
executing once. We were able to handle multiple loops
as well as nested loops.

Given the number of iterations of each loop, as well
as the cost of a single execution of each loop, in addition
to the nesting structure, we were able to generate the
formulas that represent the total cost of each loop with
respect to its level of nesting.

3.5 Inserting the Outsourcing Code

When reaching this step, we would have generated the
formulas the correspond to the cost of each loop as well
as the formulas corresponding to the cost of
communicating the loop’s data. At this point, we insert
the necessary socket connection related to the server in
the file that isto beinstalled on the surrogate server, and
weinsert the corresponding codein the client that isgoing
to run on the mobile device. This created a socket based
client/server program.
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Pseudo-Parser

Input : A C program

Output: An array of loop data structures containing:
a. The beginning and ending file position of the loop
b. The variables and their sizes
¢. The L-Valued variable and their sizes

get a token
nestLevel = 0
loopNumber = 0
initialize a stack of loops to empty
while there are tokens in the program do
if the token is a loop
loopNumber = loopNumber + 1
nestlLevel = nestLevel + 1
assign loopNumber to the loop just entered
assign nestLevel to the loop just entered
push the current loopNumber on the stack
else if the token is part of an expression including functions and structures
if nestLevel > 0
if you encounter a variable
if the variable is an L-value
insert the variable as an L-value in the loop on top of the stack
else
insert the variable as a variable in the loop on top of the stack
end if
end if
if you encounter and 1/O function then
The loop becomes non-outsourceable.
end if
end if
else if you reached an end of a loop
nestlLevel = nestLevel - 1
pop the top of the stack
end if
get the next token
Done.

Figure 5: The Algorithm Implementing the Pseudo-parser

Once the socket coded is inserted, we insert an “ if”
statement surrounding each one of the loops that checks
if the cost for communication is smaller than the cost of
compuitati on for each loop by comparing the two formulas
generated before. The statement basically adds the logic
that “at runtime’ decides if outsourcing is to take place
or not.

4. RUN-TIME SUPPORT

To support the ability to outsource code, the application
must be able to run in one of two modes: normal mode,
or energy-saving mode. So, when an application starts, it
will have to get some information based on the resources
that areavailable. If thebattery is susceptibleto be drained
quickly, thenthe application needsto runin energy-saving
mode, the user also has control over this. However, if
the user decides to run in normal mode, then the
application will not outsource computation.

We created two monitors that support computation
outsourcing [3]: a battery monitor and a network monitor.
The battery monitor examines the file /proc/apm to
determine the amount of battery charge left. This gives it
an informed decision on when to go or suggest to go into
energy saving mode. The network monitor does surrogate

server discovery by sending out a broadcast and receive
confirmation from a server under which it is registered
to outsource. Once the handshake is established between
the client and the server, energy saving mode is
established and code may be outsourced.

In order for the application to be able to make the
right decision, it has to contact the battery monitor at
startup. The battery monitor would have already
determined if energy saving is available via outsourcing
(this decisions is based on user preference also).
Additionally, the battery monitor will contact the network
monitor to check if the devicesis actually connected to a
network and that network contains surrogate servers. |If
so, then it will run in energy-saving mode listing the
appropriate surrogate available for the application to
utilize. This monitor is also similar to, but much simpler
than, those discussed by Flinn and Satyanarayanan [10]
and by Gu et al. [16].

The work done by Flinn et al. [10] suggests that the
cost of these monitorsis “non-negligible’. Thisistruein
their case, as a lot of the intelligence to execute code
remotely is done at runtime as opposed to compile-time,
and that is why their approach is a coarse-grained
approach to energy management. However in our
approach, while may have the same idea presented by
Flinn and Satyanarayanan [10] and by Gu et al. [16], the
solution is much simpler and that is because the battery
monitor isastraightforward inquiry to operating system’s
advanced power management (APM). As far as the
network monitor is concerned, it will only be invoked if
an energy-saving mode of operation is decided (mainly
as an outcome of the battery monitor). Therefore, the cost
is negligible for these two monitors. Implementation of
the battery monitor was as easy aslooking at a singlefile
containing information about the battery at certain
increments of time. As for the network monitor, several
approaches can be investigated, the simplest of which
was proposed by Gu et al. [16] and it isbased on wireless
broadcast for discovering surrogates.

5. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We performed our measurements and experiments in two
stages, the first of which was to determine the cost for
each assembly instruction. The second was to measure
the energy cost of our benchmarks.

Our target architecture was an Intel Xscale (PXA-
250) processor ingtalled in a Sharp Zaurus (SL-5600)
which is running Linux. We used a low-power wireless
LAN card (Socket’slow-power wireless LAN) card. The
surrogate server was a Linux machine running RedHat
7.2. We developed the applications using Metrowerks
Codewarrior for the Zaurus. Measurement was done via
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an Agilent Technologies 34401A multi-meter and its
supporting software. We measured the current drawn by
the device while mai ntaini ng a constant voltage (5 valts).
Therefore, our measurements compares mainly time and
current in amps.

In order to do the measurements, we measure the
current drawn by the Zaurus in the idle state. Once we
run the program we calcul ate the difference between the
current drawn in the idle state and that drawn by running
our benchmark. Then multiply by 5 valts, and by the total
time it took to run the program to get the total energy
consumed E = VIT, where E is the energy consumed, V
is the voltage, | is the current, and T is the elapsed time.

To measure each instruction’ s cost, we first measured
the cost of running an empty ‘for’ loop, then via the
declaration of register variables which the C language
allows for ‘register int x;’ we were able to isolate the
load and the store operations by inserting C code
corresponding to them in the loop and measure the
difference in energy consumed. If a variable is declared
as a register, then assigning another variable to it means
that we're only doing aload, and if we assign it to another
variable then we're doing a store. Once we were able to
measure the cost of the load ‘ldr’, and the store ‘str’
operations, then we started adding different operations
to the loop and measured their energy cost similarly. This
is similar to the work done in [36].

Measuring the communication cost per byte, we
wrote a small UNIX socket program that established
communication between the client and the server to
confirm the statistics provided about the network card.
The card data sheet mentioned that the card is active 90%
of the time and transmitting at 265 mA and receiving at
179 mA.

To test the effect of our approach on energy, we
implemented three different simple benchmarks that span
three different formations of data and execution
complexity. The first of which was the Fibonacci loop,
which contains constant data, but it executesin O(n) time.
In other words, the size of the data remains constant,
while the execution changes with n, where n isthe number
to which weare trying to calculate the Fibonacci number.
Due to the sampling limitation of our multi-meter, we
had to test this 3 times using 3 large numbersto get more
accurate results of our measurements. We performed the
testing using the numbers, 100000, 200000, and 300000.
Another benchmark that we used was a rectangular
version of the bubble-sort loop which executes in O(n?)
and the data size is linear. So, as the data size grows so
will the computation complexity. We sorted 10000,
20000, and 30000 integers. The last benchmark that we
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used was a square matrix multiplication loop, which runs
in O(n®) where n is the number or rows and the number
of columns of each matrix. For matrix multiplication we
used a 200x200, a 300x300, and 400400 matrices.

Each one of the benchmarks was executed on the
Zaurus before our optimization and after our optimization.
We estimated the energy saving for the Fibonacci
calculation and the matrix multiplication to be between
60% and 88% respectively. However, one interesting
observation in our testing was the bubble-sort loop. The
smallest energy saving was 98% for sorting 10,000
integers. This result is well expected due to the fact that
compared to the amount of computation involved in
bubble-sort, the size of the data is very negligible. Figure
6 shows the comparison between local and remote matrix
multiplication execution on a 400x400 matrix.

0.5

045

2> fot dans flol o 20D SP2T oo e s 2. 1

o
+ Sl whadds

0.15

Current Drawn (Amps)
o
Oy @ o
N W »

[=}

0.05

o

1

00:00:42:.9
00:00:

5.8

00:00:20.0
00:00:22:.8
00:00:31.5
00:00:34.4
00:00:48.6
00:00:51.7
00:00:54.5
00:00:57.4
00:01:00.2
00:01:08.1

=
=
=
o
Q
S

00:00:00.0
00:00:02:.8
00:00:06.7
00:00:08.6
00:00:11.4
00:00:14.3
00:00:17".1

Intervals (Seconds)

Current Drawn (Amps

00:00.0
00:02.1
:00:33.6
00:35.6
:00:37.7
:00:44.0
00:46.1

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
=0
0
0
0
0
0
0

g
=
g
E
H
‘%
?
8
20

s

Figure 6: Local vs. Remote Execution for Matrix Multiplication of

a 400x400 Matrix

In [3], we presented a benchmark that shows the
benefits of our approach. A morerealistic benchmark had
to be developed to show that this approach has more
meaningful and potentially industry-utilizable benefits.
Some of the most computationally intensive computations
are those involved in generating an image representing a
3-D graphics scene. To generate a 3-D graphics scene,
the input and output of the program are extremely non-
expensive processes, as even more complex scenes can
be described with a virtually small amount of data. Also,
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the output is always a 2-D Image. But to get froma 3-D
description of the scene to a 2-D Image depicting the
scene, a huge amount of calculation has to be done. In
thisbenchmark, the size of the datais O(n?) and the order
of the computation is also O(n?). However, the amount
of constant cal culation within each iteration, is extremely
large when compared to the amount of communicating
each unit of data involved in the computation. Our
experimental results show a significant amount of energy
saving for generating a scene by ray-tracing 3 spheres of
different sizes and colors in space to generate 3 different
images of 50x50, 100x100, and 200x200. Figure 7, shows
theinput data passed to the ray-tracing process and figure
8 shows the image produced.
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Figure 7: Input File for the Ray Tracing Application
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Figure 8: The 2-D Image Representing the 3-D Scene Generated by
Ray Tracing

The input to the ray tracing application is quite a
simple input composed of a few floating point numbers.
These numbers represent the description of the world
composed of: the observer, the light source, and the
parameters describing three spheres in space.

We did our experiments on various sizes of data and
we generated a 50x50 image, a 100x100 image, and a
200x200 image for the same scene. The amount of
computation was so large that in all three cases, the
computation was outsourced. Figure 9 shows the results
of comparing local execution vs. remote execution for
the 100x100 image.

6. RELATED WORK

Prolonging battery life (often called energy management)
has long been the focus of research. This problem has
many facets, which can be faced by addressing the various
components of a mobile computer system. In [1] we
authored a book chapter on power-management
techniques. These techniques include reducing energy at
the system-architecture level, by targeting (reducing)
various components of the power equation (P = CV?),
where P is power, C is capacitance load, V is supply
voltage, and f is switching frequency. Other techniques
targeted the operating system by saving energy involved
in communication, by caching, by process scheduling,
and by having an energy manager. Additionally, we
presented software techniques grouped into two
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categories: specific application techniques, and compiler-
based techniques. These software techniques (like those
targeting the operating system) are considered higher-
level power-management techniques. Solutionsthat target
energy management usually involve a tradeoff.

As far as energy management at the hardware and
architecture levelsis concerned afew devel opments have
been introduced. Smart battery systems were introduced
to perform intelligent power drainage (http://
www.sbsforum.org/specs/ index.html). In addition to
batteries, energy-aware processors were al so introduced.
Various companies introduced their solutions in the form
of energy-aware processors. Intel introduced the Xscale
processor (http://mwwmawintel.com/design/intelxscale), and
earlier they shipped their Pentium I11 with the SpeedStep
technology (http://mww. intel.com/support/processors/
mobile/pentiumiii/ss.htm). Transmeta Corporation has the
Crusoe family of processors (http: //www.transmeta.cony
crusoe/ index.html). Additionally, the ARM family of
processors is widely popular, and is geared toward
reducing power consumption while maintaining a high
level of performance (http://mww.arm.com).

Reducing any of the variables involved in the power
equation will reduce the energy and power consumed.
Capacitance load, frequency, and voltage can be managed
at the hardware and architectural level. Voltage and
frequency scaling have been targeted in [20]. However
Smit and Havinga [32] argued that reducing voltage
indicates reducing performance, therefore additional
hardware is needed to balance it out. Capacitance load
reduction was also targeted in [15], and [34]. Hardware
sol utions augmented by compiler support were also done
in [5], and [38] by adding additional caches.

As for operating system solutions, advanced power
management (APM), and more recently advanced
configuration and power interface (ACPI) have been quite
useful in energy management. Additionally, secondary
storage (disk) access is very expensive. Therefore, the
lower the frequency of disk access is the better it is for
energy. Therefore, making fewer incorrect file predictions
is a good methodology to save energy [39]. Also, energy
saving communication techniques are getting increasingly
important. Managing communication devise was done
in[22]. In[25] a solution was provided for application-
level energy management that can be easily utilized also
at the operating system level. Energy-aware scheduling
via monitors was also introduced in [6].

Research and experiments have shown that, with the
exception of loop unrolling, and function inlining,
compiling for performance does not imply compiling for
energy [37]. In [35] a few techniques for energy
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management were introduced. These techniques were
proposed to target reduction in frequency of logical state
transitions, reordering instructions by utilizing a power
metric as opposed to the performance metric suggested
in[4], andin[14]. Other compiler-based techniques were
introduced in [26], and [30]. Also the work done in [28]
migrates the compilation process to a server to save
energy. In [23], the work that is closely related to our
work was presented, where they perform remote task
execution based on the cost of communicating the data.
However the work targets specific tasks based on
checkpoints that delimit the tasks.

Flinn and Satyanarayanan [11], demonstrated a
collaborative relationshi p between operating systems and
applications to meet user-specified goals for battery life.
They used PowerScope[12] to validate the measurements
of energy consumption for accurate estimation.

As far as the applications are concerned, Haid et al.
[17] developed an excellent application with energy
awareness in mind. This work presents designing an
energy-aware M P3 player. Additionally, Yuan et al. [40]
investigated another multimedia application with respect
to power-awareness. They present a middleware
framework for coordinating the adaptation of multimedia
application to the hardware resources.

In addition to previously mentioned Powerscope
[12], other research has been done to estimate energy for
certain applications, systems, and devices. Cignetti et al.
[8] described an energy model for the Palm.

7. CONCLUSIONAND FUTURE WORK

Our experimental results showed that pervasive smart
spaces can provide opportunities to outsource
computation. By exporting CPU processing over the
network, the mobile device delivers expected
functionality while consuming less energy and lasting for
alonger period of time.

We found that our research benefited and will
continue to benefit from research done in the area of real-
time systems as it aims at knowing as much about an
application before running it. Moreover, we believe that
we can also benefit from the area of automated
verification for loop invariant generation such asthe work
donein [29].

In the future we will continue to enhance the
implementation of our client/server solution. However,
we will augment the work by adding support for dynamic
memory allocation, and subroutine outsourcing. To
handle multiple platforms, targeting languages such as
Java and C++ will be necessary. Thiswill require porting
a compiler to handle both languages while augmenting
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with the code that we obtained to calculate the number
of loop iterations. M oreover, aswewill support additional
types of basic program blocks we will build the compiler
support that will handle estimating total execution cost
of these basic program blocks such as additional types
of loops than those supported so far, recursive functions
(inherently these are loops), library linked functions
whose energy consumption is predefined, and functions
defined within the code. Additionally, we will investigate
in the case of non-Java languages, the possibility to be
able to cross-compile them for the most popular mobile
devices.

In this research, we assumed that if a basic program
block (loop) contained an I/O operation, it is determined
as non-outsource-able. However, in our future work we
will belooking at opportunitieswherel/O operations may
be performed elsewhere. For input operationsthat involve
files, if thefile exists elsewhere, then it could be energy-
beneficial to read the file on aremote machine, and utilize
its contents remotely. Similarly, if producing the output
elsawhereand basically all weareinterestedinisadisplay
of this output which maybe cheaper than displaying the
output locally, then that is another opportunity that needs
to be investigated.

Identification of the applications, which contain the
computationally expensive basic program blocks, is an
essential part of this research. We will investigate and
research the different types of basic program blocks that
fall into this category and test them and provide them as
benchmarks for our research. In addition, we will build
the support for other useful applications that will benefit
from our approach.

Java remote method invocation (RMI), and remote
procedure call (RPC) based systems will also be
applicable in our research where we will let the system
make the necessary data communication according to its
policies which will benefit our approach especially at the
level of outsourcing specific functions, and subroutines.
These two systems are utilized in grid computing
environments.

We will weigh the benefits of every outsourcing
mechanism with each type of basic program block we
investigate, and investigate which mechanism allows us
to save more energy with a basic program block. This
will lead to a hybrid approach where a single application
may contain one, two, or three outsourcing mechanisms.

Also, as far as service discovery is concerned, we
will investigate alighter version of someof the well-know
service discovery systems like UPnP (http://
www.upnp.org), and Jini (http://mwawww.sun.comm/software/
jini). We believethat these systems can be utilized without

spending a large amount of energy as the inclusion of the
intelligence in the modified program.
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