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Abstract
Wearable medical systems, which are used for
medical monitoring, assessment, and/or treatment
have the essential requirements to be low energy
consuming and reliable. They must be energy efficient,
so that battery size is minimal, to ensure that the
systems are convenient to use. Also, they must be
highly reliable, because they are being developed for
critical medical applications.
In this paper we examine the critical requirement of
energy minimization, specifically for wearable medical
systems. We present an overview of the general power
management schemes, along with more specific
approaches tailored to wearable systems. We
specifically highlight two medical wearable systems,
RFAB and CustoMed, being developed by our group.
Finally, we discuss the relationship between reliability
and power management, and how this impacts the
critical medical systems we are examining.

1. Introduction
Wearable medical systems are composed of sensors,
actuators, and computation and communication units
that are used for medical monitoring, assessment,
and/or drug or other treatment administration. These
systems have the following the important
requirements. First, they must meet their functional
requirement. Second, they must be convenient to use,
or wearable. Finally, they much be highly reliable,
because they are developed for critical applications. In
this paper we address broadly the last two
requirements.
We present an overview of different power
management approaches, including dynamic voltage
scaling, battery energy optimization techniques, and
system-wide energy management techniques that can
be applied to wearable medical systems. Then we
address, more specifically, the requirements of

wearable medical systems. In particular, we highlight
the RFAB and CustoMed systems. In the area of
wearable medical systems, and more generally
wearable systems, we take a look at specific
approaches that tackle the important energy
minimization goal that these systems strive for.
Finally, we discuss the relationship between system
reliability and energy minimization.

2. Energy Management Techniques
2.1 The Problem of Energy Management
Energy minimization is a critical requirement for
medical systems, and for wearable computing in
general. Given a required system lifetime, a more
energy efficient approach will decrease the size of the
battery required to ensure the proper lifetime of the
system and/or minimize time between recharges.
Additionally, cooling and packaging costs can be
minimized, if heat dissipation can be controlled.
Advancements in battery technology are being far
outpaced by the evolution of IC technology, however.
As a result system level solutions, which reduce the
burden on batteries by intelligently scheduling the
execution of tasks, are able to bridge the gap and meet
the growing energy requirements of embedded
systems.

2.2 Dynamic Voltage Scaling (DVS)
In this section we provide an overview of three
main approaches to energy management, dynamic
voltage scaling, system-wide energy minimization,
battery energy optimization.
2.2.1 DVS Power Model
The majority of the previous work assumes that the
switching, or dynamic, power dominates the power

consumption of the processor. Switching power per
cycles is given by the following formula,

P = C eff ⋅ Vdd2 ⋅ f
where Ceff is the effective switching capacitance, Vdd
is the supplied voltage, and f is the frequency [14].
Consequently, energy expended is given by the
following formula,

E = C eff ⋅ Vdd2 ⋅ c
where c represents the number of cycles executed
with the supplied voltage [14]. In general, there is a
linearly proportional relationship between frequency
and voltage.
Dynamic voltage scaling takes advantage of the
quadratic relationship between voltage and energy to
reduce energy consumption. Dynamic voltage scaling
algorithms aim to decrease the applied voltage up to a
point so that deadlines are still met. This is referred to
as just-in-time execution. Scheduling algorithms are
critical to ensure just-in-time execution of tasks, so that
power consumption can be minimized, without
adversely affecting performance.
The general problem requires, the assignment of
real-time tasks to resources and the assignment of
voltage and frequency setting over a period of time,
with the goal of minimizing the energy consumption.
There can be many variations to this problem, as we
discuss below.
2.2.2 Uniprocessors vs. Multiprocessors
A large portion of the research in power scheduling
algorithms has focused on uniprocessors. The
scheduling and assignment of tasks onto
multiprocessors generally has been solved utilizing
heuristics that have a two-phase approach. They assign
jobs to the resources, and then they allocate the
voltages for the processors, assuming the job
assignment was determined in the first phase [32][56].
Yu and Prasanna [53] examine the two problems of
assignment of jobs to resources and the determining of
the voltage levels in a joint manner. They formulate
the problem as an integer linear program (ILP), and
they utilize a linear relaxation heuristic (LP-relaxation)
to solve the problem.
2.2.3 Online vs. Offline and Discrete vs. Continuous
Voltage Settings
Yao et al in [54] present an optimal static algorithm
for dynamic voltage scaling, assuming continuous
voltage values were available.

Algorithms that assume continuous voltage values
set the voltage of the system to any voltage value.
Many current processors, however, such as the
Tansmeta Crusoe processor [49], do not support
continuous voltage values. Instead they have a discrete
set of acceptable voltage values.
Kwon et al [29] developed an optimal algorithm for
static voltage scaling given discrete voltage values.
Static, or offline, algorithms are aware of all of the
tasks that are to be executed. They present a feasible
scheduling of tasks onto a single processor and present
an optimal voltage selection for energy minimization.
One limiting assumption made is the fact that all tasks
are assumed to have equal uniform load capacitance.
Later they present a modified version of the algorithm
to consider non-uniform load. Another interesting
method has been proposed by [59] in which not only
they consider discrete voltage values but also consider
dynamic workload. Their method relies on integration
of a DVS scheduler and a feedback controller within
the EDF (earliest deadline first) scheduling algorithm.
In reality, most environments do not lend
themselves to predicting tasks that will be executed in
the future. Especially, when the future is the entire
lifetime of a system. Hence online algorithms are
required for real world low power system execution.
Yao et al in their paper [53] also formally presented an
online dynamic voltage scaling algorithm. The online
algorithm is based on an average rate execution of
tasks. The average rate algorithm determines the
density at each time unit and dynamically sets the
processor speed accordingly. The algorithm, however,
similarly depends on the availability of continuous
voltage values.
There do exist other online dynamic voltage scaling
algorithms [3][[45], but they too do not consider the
cases where there are only discrete voltages available.
2.2.4 With
Management

and

without

Dynamic

Power

Energy minimization techniques can be classified in
two broad groups. The first, called dynamic power
management, aims to shutdown processors when they
are idle. The second, dynamic voltage scaling,
dynamically varies the voltage supplied to the
processor, to provide just in time execution of tasks.
Benini et al provide a survey of the paper in these
areas [3][4]. Irani et al combine the two methods, DPM
and DVS, for systems with DVS and multiple power
modes [17].
2.2.5 Leakage Current Changes Everything

As feature sizes decreases, the effect of static or
leakage power will because increasingly important.
Until recently, dynamic power was a must more
considerable component of the power consumption,
and hence most approaches ignored the effect of
leakage power. Slowly, it is becoming foolish to ignore
this component, which is posed to match the dynamic
power component. [28].
Jejurikar et al provide a scheduling approach for
dynamic voltage scaling, while considering the effect
of leakage power. [23]. They also extend this work to
consider fixed priority scheduling while still
considering the effects of leakage power [24]. Huang
et al. approach the problem of intra-program
scheduling while considering leakage power in [16].
2.2.6 Sub-threshold Voltage
Most techniques take a look at varying the voltage
from Vdd to about half of that. Research is underway to
extend the range, including all the way down to the
sub-threshold voltage range. Zhai et al take a look at
the energy efficiency of this approach in [54]. They
demonstrate the energy efficiency of using subthreshold values for specific applications, but show
that deep sub-threshold operation is never energyefficient. More detailsed look at subthreshold voltage
usage is done by [39][50][51].

2.3 System-Wide Techniques
In addition to DVS techniques that consider only
the processor, researcher have taken a look at systemwide approaches to energy management. This
approach can be very robust, since local optimizations
at the processor may not produce the best overall
optimization.
Choi et al present a dynamic voltage scaling
approach that considers all of the system components,
including idle and fixed system components in addition
to active components whose energy consumption can
be varied by using a dynamic voltage scaling scheme.
[11] Jejurikar et al in [25] examine system-wide
energy minimization, while considering leakage power
in [25].

2.4 Battery Optimization Techniques
Minimizing power consumption is not necessarily
directly related to the decreasing the battery
requirement. Battery characteristics make this
relationship much more complicated. There have been
proposed task scheduling approaches that consider
battery energy dissipation characteristics while task

scheduling [32][41][61][62]. More recently, Rao et al
examined the question of when to optimize the battery
lifetime versus when to consider only energy
optimization. One conclusion they mad is that the finegrained task scheduling does not always produce gains
in battery lifetime [42].
Specifically for wearable medical systems, Martin
et al have taken a look at battery properties in a real
wearable computing systems, with their wearable ECG
monitoring deice. [33][34][35].

3. Wearable Medical Systems
3.1 RFAB and CustoMed
An example of wearable medical system is the
RFAB projects created at UCLA [21][22][14]. The
underlying feature of these systems is the ability to
reconfigure the devices to ensure reliability of the
system, given the wear and tear of daily life. The
RFAB architecture consists of several computational
resources along with physiological sensor and
actuators. All the computation and reconfigurability is
embedded into these low-profile processing elements.
The target medical application of RFAB is fatal heart
detection. Increasing system lifetime as a function of
power consumption is an effective ways to increase the
reliability of such systems. Power saving techniques
can be applied in different levels starting from efficient
algorithms to low-power electrical components. RFAB
utilizes wired communication through wires woven
into fabric.
Another proposed architecture for wearable medical
systems is called CustoMed [20]. The basic idea
behind CustoMed is having wireless enabled
distributed sensing and computational components
named “MedNode” are placed all aver the body. While
having wireless communication offers more design and
application freedom, the issue of power consumption
and reliability grasps new challenges. Wireless
communication is one of the major sources of power
consumption in this system.

3.2 Wearable Computing and its Approach to
Energy Minimization
Wearable computing shares common requirements
with technology for medical applications. The
technology is placed close to the body and therefore it
must be comfortable. Thus the battery usage reduction
for minimizing the size of the battery is an important
constraint.

General wearable systems share many requirements
with systems tailored to medical applications. The
main difference is the degree to which the
requirements are flexible. For medical applications, the
wearable systems must be very wearable because it
tends to be used by unwilling patients who much wear
the technology for long periods of time. Second, the
reliability of the medical application is critical to the
patient’s health.
There are many groups working in area of the
wearable computing including. A number of them have
taken a look at power minimization and battery usage
minimizations for wearable systems. An overview of
general system issues facing wearable computing can
be found in [47].
Dorsey and Siewiorek have taken a look at online
power level monitoring in wearable systems, so that
the power available can be treated as a resource to
allocate [12]. Bharatula et al have developed an energy
efficient circuitry for a wearable device. Through a
real-life office worker scenario testing they have
demonstrated the large energy reduction can be
achieved with their system [38].
Wearable systems groups are also taking a look at
obtaining energy from sources other than batteries.
These techniques are referred to as energy harvesting,
energy scavenging, or parasitic energy harvesting.
Energy harvesting is also being studied in the related
area of sensor networks [26], for source such as solar
and vibration energy.
More specifically for wearable computing, attempts
have been made to capture the kinetic energy produced
humans to power their systems, at least partly. A
general overview can be found for some of these
projects in [1]. Buren et al attempt to scavenge energy
from human kinetic energy [6][7]. MIT’s Media lab is
using of piezoelectric materials to convert mechanical
energy, from pressure, force or vibration, into
electrical energy. They have accomplished “parasitic
power harvesting” using piezoelectric shoe inserts
[37][40][44][48].

4. Power Aware Reliability
Although slack time in real-time systems can be
eliminated, by using dynamic voltage scaling
techniques, transient faults (for example soft errors
caused by single event upset) are directly dependent on
the operating frequency and supply voltage. Recent
studies show that voltage scaling techniques can
reduce the reliability of a computer system
dramatically. As more mission critical application like
medical or space applications benefit from low power

embedded systems, their reliability raises a big
challenge in both research and industry.
As a source of transient faults, single event upset
(SEU) refers to faults caused by particles hitting the
surface of a digital circuit. Since critical charge
required to keep the system resilient from SEU is
proportional to supply voltage, DVS approaches
decrease supply voltages greatly increase error rate [5]
[43][46].
In [49] the tradeoff between power reduction and
error rate was investigated and furthermore [58]
proposes a methodology for dynamic energy
management under reliability constraints. In their
approach, dynamic recovery recuperates the reliability
loss due to energy management. The main idea is to
use the slack time both for voltage scaling and for
recovery. A novel approach for SEU-aware DVS in
real-time systems has been proposed in [13] where
they show how to benefits from information
redundancy to correct the possible soft errors in the
system and therefore spend less time for recovery.
Furthermore, this additional time saved from avoiding
unnecessary recovery, the slack time available and can
be used to reduce energy consumption.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we presented an overview of different
power management techniques that can be very useful
in tackling the power management issues facing
wearable medical systems. In such systems, reliability
also plays an important role, especially since its
relationship with power management can be so closely
tied.
We specifically highlighted the prototype wearable
medical systems being developed by our group, how
energy and reliability issues are being addressed by the
wearable computing community in general.

6. References
[1] Energy Harvesting Projects. IEEE Pervasive Computing
4, 1 (Jan. 2005), 69-71.
[2] AMD PowerNow! Technology Platform Design Guide
for Embedded Processors. AMD Document number 24267a,
December 2000.
[3] L. Benini and G. DeMicheli. System-Level Power:
Optimization and Tools. International Symposium Low
Power Embedded Design (ISLPED), 1999.
[4] L. Benini, A. Bogliolo and G. DeMicheli. A Survey of
Design Techniques for System-Level Dynamic Power

Management. IEEE Transactions on VLSI Systems, vol. 8,
No. 3.

appear in IEEE/ACM Design Automation Conference
(DAC), July 2006.

[5] S. Buchner, M. Baze, D. Brown, D. McMorrow, and 1.
Melinger Comparison of error rates in combinational and
sequential logic. IEEE Trans. on Nucieor Science,
44(6):2209-2216, 1997.

[17] S. Irani and R. Gupta. Algorithms for Power Savings.
Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, 2003.

[6] Th. von Büren, P.D. Mitcheson, T.C. Green, E.M.
Yeatman, A.S. Holmes, G. Tröster . Optimization of Inertial
Micropower Generators for Human Walking. To appear in
IEEE Sensors Journal
[7] Th. von Büren, P. Lukowicz, G. Tröster. Kinetic Energy
Powered Computing - An Experimental Feasibility Study.
Seventh International Symposium on Wearable Computers,
2003 (ISWC 2003), October 2003, pages 22-24.

[18] T. Ishihara and H. Yasuura. Voltage Scheduling
Problem for Dynamically Variable Voltage Processors.
International Symposium Low Power Embedded Design
(ISLPED), 1998.
[19] R. Jafari, F. Dabiri, P. Brisk, M. Sarrafzadeh , Adaptive
and Fault Tolerant Medical Vest for Life Critical Medical
Monitoring, , The 20th ACM Symposium on Applied
Computing (SAC), March 2005, Santa Fe, NM.

[8] B.H. Calhoun, A.P. Chandrakasan. Characterizing and
Modeling Minimum Energy Operation for Subthreshold
Circuits. International Symposium Low Power Embedded
Design (ISLPED), 2004.

[20] R. Jafari, F. Dabiri, M. Sarrafzadeh,, Reconfigurable
Fabric Vest for Fatal Heart Disease Prevention, The 3rd
International Workshop on Ubiquitous Computing for
Pervasive Healthcare Applications in conjunction with
UbiComp'04 (UbiHealth'04), September 2004, Nottingham,
UK.

[9] B.H. Calhoun, A. Wang, A.P. Chandrakasan. Device
sizing for minimum energy operation in subthreshold
circuits. Custom Integrated Circuits Conference (CICC),
2004.

[21] R. Jafari, F. Dabiri, M. Sarrafzadeh, ε-Optimal MinimalSkew Battery Lifetime Routing in Distributed Embedded
Systems, Journal of Low Power Electronics (JOLPE), vol 1,
no. 2, pp 97-107, September 2005.

[10] A.P. Chandrakasan, S. Sheng, and R.W. Brodersen.
Low- Power CMOS digital design. IEEE Journal of SolidState Circuits, vol. 27, No. 4, pp.473-484, 1992.

[22] R. Jafari, F. Dabiri, M. Sarrafzadeh, CustoMed: A
Power Optimized Customizable and Mobile Medical
Monitoring and Analysis System, ACM HCI Challenges in
Health Assessment Workshop in conjunction with CHI 2005,
April 2005, Portland, OR.

[11] K. Choi,, W. Lee, R. Soma, R., and M. Pedram.
Dynamic voltage and frequency scaling under a precise
energy model considering variable and fixed components of
the system power dissipation. In IEEE/ACM international
Conference on Computer-Aided Design (ICCAD), 2004.
[12] J. G. Dorsey, D. P. Siewiorek. The Design of Wearable
Systems: A Shift in Development Effort. Dependable
Systems and Networks (DSN) 2003.
[13] A. Ejlali,, M. T. Schmitz, B. M. Al-Hashimi, S. G.
Miremadi, and P. Rosinger. Energy efficient SEU-tolerance
in DVS-enabled real-time systems through information
redundancy. In Proceedings of the 2005 international
Symposium on Low Power Electronics and Design
(ISLPED), 2005.

[14]Fang-Chung et al, Reconfigurable Fabric: An
enabling technology for pervasive medical monitoring,
Communication Networks and Distributed Systems
Modeling and Simulation Conference (CNDS), 2004.
[15] I. Hong, D. Kirovski, G. Qu, M. Potkonjak, M. B.
Srivastava. Power optimization of variable-voltage corebased systems. Design Automation Conference (DAC), 1998.
[16] Po-Kuan Huang, Soheil Ghiasi, "Leakage-Aware
Intraprogram Voltage Scaling for Embedded Processors", to

[23] R. Jejurikar, C. Pereira, and R. Gupta. Leakage Aware
Dynamic Voltage Scaling for Real-Time Embedded Systems.
Design Automation Conference (DAC), 2004.
[24]
R.
Jejurikar
and
R.
Gupta.
Procrastination scheduling in fixed priority real-time
systems. In Proceedings of Language Compilers and Tools
for Embedded Systems, Jun. 2004.
[25]
R.
Jejurikar
and
R.
Gupta.
Dynamic voltage scaling for systemwide energy
minimization in real-time embedded systems. In Proceedings
of International Symposium on Low Power Electronics and
Design, Aug. 2004.
[26] A Kansal and MB Srivastava, "Energy Harvesting
Aware Power Management," Book Chapter, in Wireless
Sensor Networks: A Systems Perspective,Eds. N Bulusu and
S Jha, Artech House.
[27] J. Kao, S. Narendra, A. Chandrakasan. Subthreshold
leakage modeling and reduction techniques. International
Conference on Computer Aided Design (ICCAD), 2002.
[28] Kim, N. S., Austin, T., Blaauw, D., Mudge, T., Flautner,
K., Hu, J. S., Irwin, M. J., Kandemir, M., and Narayanan, V.

2003. Leakage Current: Moore's Law Meets Static Power.
Computer 36, 12 (Dec. 2003), 68-75.

Embedded Computing Systems. Vol 2, no. 3, pp. 277-324,
2003.

[29] Kwon, W. and Kim, T. 2005. Optimal voltage allocation
techniques for dynamically variable voltage processors.
Trans. on Embedded Computing Sys. 4, 1 (Feb. 2005).

[42] R. Rao, R. and S. Vrudhula, 2005. Battery optimization
vs energy optimization: which to choose and when?
IEEE/ACM international Conference on Computer-Aided
Design (ICCAD), 2005.

[30]J. Kymisis, C. Kendall, J. Paradiso, and N. Gershenfeld.
Parasitic Power Harvesting in Shoes. IEEE International
Conference on Wearable Computing, (ISWC), 1998.
[31]W. C. Kwon and T. Kim. Optimal Voltage Allocation
Techniques for Dynamically Variable Voltage Processors.
Design Automation Conference (DAC), 2003.
[32]J. Luo and N. K. Jha. Static and Dynamic Variable
Voltage
Scheduling
Algorithms
for
Real-Time
Heterogeneous Distributed Embedded Systems. In
Proceedings of the 2002 Conference on Asia South Pacific
Design automation/VLSI Design (January 07 - 11, 2002).
[33]T. L. Martin, E. Jovanov, D. Raskovic. Issues in
Wearable Computing for Medical Monitoring Applications:
A Case Study of a Wearable ECG Monitoring Device. ISWC
2000.
[34]T. L. Martin, D. P. Siewiorek: Non-Ideal Battery
Properties and Low Power Operation in Wearable
Computing. ISWC 1999.
[35]T. L. Martin, D. P. Siewiorek: Nonideal Battery
Properties and Their Impact on Software Design for
Wearable Computers. IEEE Trans. Computers 52(8): 979984 (2003).
[36] S. M. Mastin, K. Flautner, T. Mudge, and D. Blaauw.
Combined Dynamic Voltage Scaling and Adaptive Body
Biasing for Lower Power Microprocessors under Dynamic
Workloads. International Conference on Computer Aided
Design (ICCAD), 2002.
[37]
MIT
Media
http://www.media.mit.edu/resenv/power.html

Lab.

[38] N. B. Bharatula, R. Zinniker, G. Tröster. Hybrid
Micropower Supply for Wearable-Pervasive Sensor nodes.
ISWC 2005.
[39] L. Nazhandali, B. Zhai, J. Olson, A. Reeves, M. Minuth.
Energy Optimization of Subthreshold-Voltage Sensor
Network Processors. International Symposium on Computer
Architecture (ISCA), 2005.
[40] J.A. Paradiso and T. Starner. Energy Scavenging for
Mobile and Wireless Electronics, IEEE Pervasive
Computing, Vol. 4, No. 1, February 2005, pp. 18-27.
[41] D. Rakhmatov and S. Vrudhula. Energy Management
for Battery-Power Embedded Systems. Transactions on

[43] N. Seifen, D. Moyer, N. Leland, and R. Hokinson.
Historical trend in alpha-panicle induced soft error rates of
the alpha microprocessor. In Proc. of d e 3gfh Annual
international Reliability Physics Symposium, 2001.
[44] N. S. Shenck, J. A. Paradiso. Energy Scavenging with
Shoe-Mounted Piezoelectrics. IEEE Micro, Vol. 21, No. 3,
May-June 2001, pp. 30-42.
[45]Y. Shin and K. Choi. Power Consious Fixed Priority
Scheduling for Hard Real-Time Systems. Design Automation
Conference (DAC), 1999.
[46] P. Shivakumar, M. Kistlcr, S. W. Keckler, D. Burger,
and L. Alvisi. Modeling the effect of technology trends on
the soft error rate of combinational logic. In Proc. Of the
International Conference on Dependable Systems and
Networks, 2002.
[47] Smailagic, A., Siewiorek, D., "System Level Design as
Applied to CMU Wearable Computers", Journal of VLSI
Signal Processing Systems, Kluwer Academic Publishers,
Vol. 21, No. 3, 1999.
[48] T. Starner and J.A. Paradiso. Human Generated Power
for Mobile Electronics, in Piguet, C. (ed), Low-Power
Electronics, CRC Press, Chapter 45, 2004, pp. 45-1 - 45-35.
[49]
Transmeta
Crusoe
https://www.transmeta.com

Data

Sheet.

[50] A. Wang, A.P. Chandrakasan. A 180mV FFT processor
using subthreshold circuit techniques.Solid-State Circuits
Conference, 2004. Digest of Technical.
[51] A. Wang, A.P. Chandrakasan, S.V. Kosonocky. Optimal
supply and threshold scaling for subthreshold CMOS
circuits. International Symosium on VLSI (ISVLSI), 2002.
[52] W. Wolf and M. Potkonjak. A Methodology and
Algorithms for the Design of Hard Real-Time Multi-Tasking
ASICs. ACM Transaction on Design Automation of
Electronic Systems (TOADES), v.4, No.4, pp. 430-459, 1999.
[53] F. Yao, A. Demers and S. Shenker. Scheduling for
Reduced CPU Energy. IEEE Annual Foundations of
Computer Science (FOCS), 1995.
[54]Y. Yu and V. Prasanna. Resource Allocation for
Independent Real-Time Tasks in Heterogeneous Sytems for

Energy Minimization. International Conference on Computer
Aided Design, 2001.

Systems," in Proc. of Intl. Conf. ICCAD 2004, pp. 35-40,
2004.

[55] B. Zhai, D. Blaauw, D. Sylvester, K. Flautner.
Theoretical and practical limits of dynamic voltage scaling.
Design Automation Conference (DAC), 2004.

[59] D. Zhu, R. Melhem, and B. Childeres. Scheduling with
Dynamic
Voltage/Speed
Adjustment
using
Slack
Reclamation in Multi-processor Real-Time Systems. IEEE
Real-Time Systems Symposium, 2001.

[56]Zhang, Y., Hu, X. S., and Chen, D. Z. 2002. Task
scheduling and voltage selection for energy minimization. In
Proceedings of the 39th Conference on Design Automation
(New Orleans, Louisiana, USA, June 10 - 14, 2002). DAC
'02. ACM Press, New York, NY, 183-188.
[57] D. Zhu. Reliability-Aware Dynamic Energy
Management in Dependable Embedded Real-Time Systems.
IEEE Real-Time and Embedded Technology and
Applications Symposium (Rtas'06) 2006.
[58] D. Zhu, R. Melhem, D. Mosse, "The Effects of Energy
Management on Reliability in Real-Time Embedded

[60] Y. Zhu and F. Mueller, Feedback EDF Scheduling
Exploiting Dynamic Voltage Scaling. IEEE Real-Time and
Embedded Technology and Applications Symposium
(Rtas'04) 2004.
[61] P. Chowdhury and c. Chakrabarti. Battery Aware Task
Scheduling for a System-On-A-Chip using Voltage/Clock
Scaling. SIPS 2002.
[62] J. Khan and R. Vemuri. An Iterative Algorithm for
Battery-Aware Task Scheduling on Portable Computing
Platforms. DATE 2001.

