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Multi-edge Collaborative Computing Unloading Scheme Based on Genetic Algorithm
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Abstract As a supplement to cloud computing,edge computing can ensure that the calculation delay meets system requirements
when processing computing tasks generated by 10T equipment. Aiming at the problem of insufficient utilization of the remote
edge cloud due to the empty window period of the computing task in the traditional offloading scenario,a genetic algorithm-based
multi-edge and cloud collaborative computing offloading model (Genetic Algorithm-based Multi-edge Collaborative Computing
Offloading Model, GAMCCOM) is proposed. This computing offloading solution combines local edge and remote edge to perform
task offloading and uses a genetic algorithm to get the minimum system cost under consideration of both delay and energy con-
sumption at the same time. The results of simulation experiments show that when considering the time delay consumption and
energy consumption of the unloading system.the overall cost of this scheme is reduced by 23% compared with the basic three-
layer unloading scheme. In the case of considering time delay consumption and energy consumption respectively,the system cost
can still be reduced by 17% and 15% respectively. Therefore,the GAMCCOM offloading method can effectively reduce the sys-

tem cost for different offloading targets of edge computing.
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Fig.1 Multi-edge collaborative computing offloading scenario
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Table 2 List of energy consumption parameters of each node
R R &P
Ky AR M A 3 A CPU 3 47 B 8y 11 57 8 (0 20 & b 5L A
K, 4w A CPU AT BE #9152 40 40 8 3F i i 4
K. T 7 A CPU AT B B 7 5 3 (0 40 & &t B fk 4
% A 3 A A
Ye WG THSRE
12 O E AR
3.2.2 BraEAER
(1) 7 b 2 S

PR A AT 55 A B o AR M 26 3 182 2% 7= A, BT DA 7E A M ¢ o 1
TESER ¥ T BT SEAT 55 (0 4% i it 1), T8 BT ST 45 AE AR
vty LSBT RIA] 3% £, RN AR S5 m AR AR 3 A i 1Y
THHEAR ) %R ) R i 1 45 19 CPU B 4 03  iIE Lt
7] B 35 FE A 280t 0 LRI SEAE S5 ML, IR S5 HE AR
s AT T =Lt/ fun o

I B AR 7 %8 oh 45 A 11 B AT 45 22 8] A7 7R G 6 R4 O
2 UIEAT 55 m FEAR LG | R IRAT Z 00 A S5 2R 5
ZAH O BT IRAT 55 B PAT S HE . PR E AR S0 2 0 P R 8D 2
T5 e, — AT 45 T LA BE B 70 A b 28 3 BUAT 380 2 B AR b i %
FARAT 3 — 25 E B 5 0 2 BT TR B PO = R
15 BT LAAT: 55 78 A% b 2 Sty T AT 11T 09 45 B8 B 8] 4 T 3 A 56 [
URAT: 55 58 BB ) 0 fe KA, I Ty = max  max{T¢,, Ti.

Te, T, e pred (m) TR EPRATIE S m Z 00 75 52 Y
MEBATFHES .

QNG nH5hoz

XT3 G A G = ok B B R AR 55 1T S e ] E 2 A
3B RRMBT RIS FE . PR 1 R S B B, A H
R UL 451 AT 55 4% i B0 AS it %, AR 3D GO0 AT 55 7 i 2 R
01 o s A ML GG AT S G B TP L =, B 2 MRS
BB ARG TP LT E I EHRE A s L.
LI 3 RS RBR B S A BIOT B S Wil % s h
RS S R el [ PR

AT % 15 5 o Bt

NTIH AR S mnm, et sm Al EER
Do [ R R 7E AR T7 52 o 7 3t i 25 5 5 b 1 % 2 1 4% i 2
R BRI, BT LR SE i % = 22 1) 0 A5 i TR R, N E (E
WA, g3 — 7T, B A b 2 i B AR H A 2% 22 1) DA KA b i
G B Pt = 22 0L S 0 B B K, BT LUK A% i R
BN R, , X AR, FAL f T 5 DL S W 45 1 B R R A
X THELIEFFEN SN E . 85 T LS R £ 584 1
G R T, AL 2 v = B R T, 43 R T, = T, =
D,../R. A& B R gkt | T, =D,.../R. .

24T 55 5 B BE

ARXBEATS m BN HE S n WITE R NL,..;
FunB MBS m EN % n R B TRE XA S
BAMNG RN CPU B B AR IE L s £, R o =1t
BAE S . NULIZ By BEAT 55 A2 A o Z SR AT R TS, =L,/
oo s TEF M GAT 5 PATRE B TS, =L,/ frrn s B D =

PATEIE R T = Lo/ frc o

AL, R Tt BAE %5 m, 75 2 AR W B A 4 55 047 58
B T ZAT 55 7T AR AL T AR b A iR A AR M G = L 5 i 2
Z AR B H0IX 4 AT BRI TR T AT A A R B ) B, AR
T L2 JRAT 55 78 4T I 152 4% 1 BRAT ) 1] 30 5 22 25 SR AT 45 I 3K
FZ A& b iR, T B O A 45 70 A o 7 A= 9T LAARS SCIA R
55 1) 2 B AR M 5 Y SERR RIS 0, B AR 55 m FEAS M 34
GREEFERE A R T, = max (T%., s ma 2 s preac max{ T, s TH., »
Ti s Tiu b AT 55 16 5 M 30 2% S5 17 B[R] 4 T, = max (T, »
max max(T¢,» T¢., » T, TE.O D AL S b = L% Fad

FE pred (m)

B8 Ty, =max(Ty,., max max{T¢, T, s T » TE. 1) o

FE pred (m)

L5517 45 5 I B o B

FEAT 55 U B BE L R 1) 3 B A i 2% S M3 2 D K
Ll = B S5 AT 85 R I B A Hh i A IR R R Y
HBAE & RS, » B AT 2 ] B 1 4 3 R AT R R, IR
PR A b 300 2% = B T SEAT 45 Rt Rl T, = S, /R, S il
G M EES R T, , =S,.../R., 10 = 8 R B
BRI T = S.n /R
3.2.3 HEFHGIEB R

ENyESTRUR D ENIRUE SCEC SRR e [ RiSRrIN G
BT HG R KR0S WP RE R TR &R E
R E AR — I 5 B A - /N T 8B A AR /N BE BT AR
o5 A AR A SRR

BT XF A M 28 o L B R AT S5 SRR A T 8L =

N
ap T, b, T+ 2, T, +de, T R E pred (m) . X F
i=1

AT 55 Y VB, DA BT ME— 4k BV AME 55 e AR TE —
Bt LA IR AT N AR R a6+

N
Ef}s.nde/s,u:l *Dak.[ S {07]}7/)&.7: S {071}’0;\',71 € {0,1},
i=1

i € (0. 1) 0 BIFIR A 45 1 26 A5 A M43 K MO 1252 57 0
S Jt L 7 L HORHEAE IET 0 R R AT 1 HR A
(155 m FE A HE 20 35 1 0 00 52 MU [ J2 A M 243 T 56
BTy 504 0 0 £ 5 70 6 P B 9K AT 55 1 0 4 1
BRI, PR 23 1 BT S UM R 2, OB SR F
Zya =T, =T, + T3, @D)

B AP AHE I BB PR 1T 55 52 2 040 0 A M3 4
L T4 52 A T 5 T 1 95 £ 0 91 M 30 ¢ G ) 1
HAE LR S5 m AT A1 T TR 1 55 40 B 2556 2 4045 5
2R AMDEA B I IATIE S . R4 B T, =
T B T3 T+ by T+ ek, T+ de T, S
kE pred(m) .,

BT 0 LS m A M AT 00 £F 5 52 ALY ] 2
M B 1 80 A Ml BRI L 5 74 50 AT % 0
B 1= 5 25 5 5 9 I 60 6 B A M B 0 52
I ZL B A ST

Z,, =Ty, =T, +Ti,+T5., (2)

RS2 HD S TRk FLAT 74T 55 52 4 4R 3 il — 4
SR m AT O 0 T BT SR 5 4 L 2%



76

Computer Science THEHMLELZ  Vol. 48,No. 1,]Jan. 2021

AT SRR« SEHE A B TF G AT IE 55 . R 45 7
B T3, 2 T BV TS, a0 T b T+ 2 T+ d,
T, k€ pred(m),

2628 A R O — L (B U
1% BIFE S5 m B 52 M 300 2 BAAT 10 5 LT ] 2 5 3 30 2 i
BB HURT I T 5 AR 1 %5 52 1A T L 265 45 SR 5 6
] 2 0. 7 LA 5 M 0 0 P B ] 2, B B 2T

Zoon =T =T+ T + TS )

Ly 2T 0 TS M50 A L PR o 5 5
b A ) 2,

Zo =T =Ty + Ti+ T, W

S 28 5 00T 1 A M 2 B A 90 ) 80300 2% 4 4
) 5238 5 6 R D o 25 A 5006 ] 2 0 7 8 1
T, M f W

<

T.=

%

M
L - o o e
Lon = E'a it T 0w T CwnZin Yo
e

(5)
BT ARIEAT AT — AT 5 R et — AT AT, A LT 4
WA s F s+ Con o =1 Fla,., € {0,1}.b,., € {0,
1} eenn €100,1})d,., €{0,1},
25 b B AR 2 ) — TR A R R AR LR D TR R
S B IR) A H B R B0 BT S A AN T

Min 7IZVDIT,, = min 7,21 ”ﬁlu,,,.,qu.z R VAN S A
dpiZin )

5.2.4 feAEm

B XA M 23 AR SCBE 0 RIRAT 55 m TEAR B2 0 1 HY
HHRAE T %R AR ) M S B 45 (9 CPU IR B 45 2 L IE L
[ I BB AL 55 m AEASH 2800 0 b RYIHAAE 55 WL, B0
T4k FRE B A L b AR S5 om (AT S L, R A TE L
IR B AR £, B AT B BL T X R A B TS RE T AR
Evi =2+ Lo * ki

PR Ay 7 3 1 0 T AT R 1) A i TR A b 2 i b
Az Y BT LASED 2 2 SR I B s 8 43 U () 2 3 A 3 3 2 v it
740 3, AL O 5090 15 i 20 A b 300 5 00 2o 7 ) A 2 TH B 98 40 i
o N T IFSTAT 55 B A AR FE L E AT 55 A B AR il 4 Y
WREND,,, . FEFE T ae ke C 240 & AR FE, T L
TR B M R 2 AR RE ARG S A XN E, =D % ko

BT 55 RE R 7E 21 B s A PIAT B ) B oAb i
e BT 55 T SR 4 R 0 FE AN R o AT IR AT 55 1 1%
REFE . DR L 7R 3 ¢ i 150 4 - 119 80 BE AR 1 3 R AE AL i 4L 55
B 7 b 30 2541 O 1) A% i RE B HH A B O fEL BRI ST AT

Bl =maxta,. % Bl (Gt SChtd) » Bl (D

WEAES m MBI G = n KRR AL,., . BHA
A3 G 22 4 TR AT AT 55 BB S UL R b = b B2
MIEAE R A D, I LU XS A i %, 3H 3L, AT 55 4 R T
SEREFENEL, =7, F Lo ke o A MU 23 A% B B 52 30 300 7185 Ok
HIRERE N E,S, =D, * koo [ARE R S — AL 55 BB FETEA
b3 B AT BOE A% B S i oo = AT T L IR0

FH B RAE A M 2 LW e s #E, BT A T .
E.,. ., =max{b,., * E3. .( gDICi,,_,, +d,.) *EN,) (8)
[F) A 15 DA Wl 30 5 S 28 3] S b 2k L AT S5 B RN
L 2L R R R MG Wit B EREE =y, +L,.. *
k., R I 5 Hb 300 2% bt ) REFE 1R 1138 A =0 F
B, —(5C,.0 * By, ©
[ AP, RANWAE S &R TP .OB W
THEBERENES, =7, + Lo, * ks A0 = B BEFE 01122

B U
En=dmn * Eils 10)
PRt A R G BERE T A NI F
E, :éa,,,_lb‘z,_, FbwaEnntCnnEintduaEs, A
AEAE 180 F AR R 50 B T3 45U T

N M

N
. — . 1 l
Min 2 E,=min 2 2 a,,EL,+0,,EL., +cunEn,+
n=1

n=1 m=1

dyEb (12)
ARG B R AR T .
N
Min 2 (BT, +(1—PE,} (13)
n=1

2 G5 WA RS ) ARG B SN TR
M N
2 Cap T 0,0, T+ 2 T+ do T )< T
m=1 i=1
14)

M
! !

2 aniEly FbunE it cnnEnn T dnn B SEma (15)

m=1

N
ar T 0., T+ EC'Z.HTf.u +d T, <Ty k€ pred(m)
i=1

(16)
T <T
ari Ti+ben T, +’_§1<~;‘.4,,Tz’.,, +d, T, <Ti, an
Tha<T,
ar Ti b T +§Vlc;\.,,T>f.,, tde TE T (18)
T <T.
ari T+ b T, +_§lc;;,,T‘f_,, +dn Tia<Ti 19

a1 €40,1}4:0,.,€4{0,1}.¢,., €10,1}4d,., €{0,1} (20)

At Tomn T Conn T dwn=1 2D
Forpr, 4930 (14) IR B I ) /N T BT 35 A 5 R S8 I 8] T e«
AR A5 RN EREFE/N T Il B B R AE T FEE, e o 2R
O BHPRE TAESS m HBETE H BT A A OC Y B3 0 3R A 55 58 4
PATFE R Z G A REHAT . AR (17) — (19) FonAT: 55 H1 258 1
ZIE A BEIAT BN TAE S m R 10 AT 55 58 2 M 408 A $h 30
Grn NG EREPOBEZIEARITREAR LG = 7
Wi G = b w FPAT B0E SR TR S5 m MG RET
AL S B2 EAMN G = N % = b= B
T8 BUR A BeIRAT . LY 20> P iy 4 A8 & vp 43 53 H 0 Al
12k R AR 55 0 75 76 A b 20 PUAT L KR 75 1) 3B A
NG FMA L PO T B ARCORIETEAES R A
Mo 2% 9 B AR ML 3D G 2 R 55 A B S LI 5k s R 55 A B0



o S L &5 . — i 3 T 38 AR SR ) 2 30 G 0 ) TSR 4RO R

77

Do RS 4 ARSI — LPAT, Kb RENRK
SEILIF ] T, P B K BB T FEE, e R 8 TG I JE (H, A
2 A ML % = i o 1) CPU B R i i Bk
SO AT B A . 55 g SR A 45 A 4 1 B i) AR
EAX QDM RELARN KB ERD,

4 BEHEE

it R G B R R AT 43 BT 2R BRAR 3005 58 TR A 04 E R )
BN NP-Hard ) @5, 4ok 1 3 31 00K i 45 21 e T 0
BWOCR WA ik, MR BB RS E T ELEH R
B9 2R 1 T R S e 2 e T L A 1 e 1] P A ] — A
8 R SR A T NP R, H R Al A 22 10 2K i ) Py 1S
) — At . DR AR SO O JE T oot A9 8 15 5 ok AT
R SR A

WAL 1 (Genetic Algorithm, GA) J2& — i i3 £ % #E 1k
A 2 S R R R 1Y BE ML 4 R A8 RO AR D aRT O I
SR L DA TR A v 3 T A R SR R G B 4 6 R 42 3
AT ERAE T LARAE A2 SR 5 0 o6 50 S A BR 2 [) s L) i
LA H AR FE T X — A G 5 14 2 002 [a) 6 AT g 201 R B Utk
R 5 B A 1) R ) R T LA AR BRGSO AR 0 8 R s ) TR A
o AT KR 5 ol B 0 Bk 1 B A R O 1L B R i T AT
RS AN B4 R S EE Ty . S — O I MR LA 0 ) &
Bk, AT L 38 A 3 IR 2R AR R SR A b R A SR R AT R R A
S5 T S D 1 195 D0 0 1 25 SR i AT T G R e A PR —
LS g 2 = VIR | B2 G 7 i A L R TR 3 R N R o E )
o fl A8 | PR IE B R 50 A L AT XA O i
B a T BN Bk P S U 1 ) B R S N R
BB BRI A S R R R R
AT {38 JEC 6 L SR A A SC BT O i B AR A R A TR . Lt
GO ST 55 (9 SRR 10, Ol T B Lk A R B AR R IR R 7 IR
U 119 380 1 B 1 (N JE T L, AR S 0 0 < g A8 AL RO B A BT
A 78 st o AT 1 5 SR 28 B30 1 T AR 0 IR T 3 2 S 3 4 B
B B AR N T, DUBRIIE Ok =22 )5 Y 33 1% B3k R g 15 5]
TR R AR .
4.1 BEEHEBEMBTHEZE

TEAS SCHRE R (R D IR 0 3 09 1 3 v, 32 H bR 2 R
T P 00 T 5 20 R R L D AR SO B — ol BE A9 TR B
SN A A B P AR TRD R T T B e AT SR R
J A S 38 A2 B v B e A IR T AT S5 R A V3
B MRy i Bk b B,

T — 5 T S DR A A B AT 55 0T LB R 4y o MO AT
5 T LAAE S Y R M A S D2 R T R T 5 4 )
PR 2 5 1 LA BE AR AR B 2O B A T R AR M SO R
b3 GG i B o = S R A A SR AL A 4 R T
REME:—2,—1,0,1, B M A~FE R 20 A o A tho il 4 b {8 22
HESEFhHE P AL A . AR SRR IR RS S M.
4.2 EBREERH

T Bk R I 3 R R A A oG TR TR IR B Y
T R S A N PR S (A S T O Y R I R R 25 1Y

AW, 2220 o BEER 3 B0 S A S 4007 S 04 B A eR G
I AR S0 HR A S 8 SR T N F G R b R B R Y £
B, 3 R PR RC(E R T IR b R RO Y i R RE D L R T
T 37 5 R AR B R O R, G0 Y
BRI AT

1

5 (22)
Min 2BT,+(1—pPE,
n=1

FET R 58 1 N B pR B AR e B Y TGS Y R A 2R I
— P e A R Oy 2, PR R IS N AT R g R, X R
Zad 37 T UGEAR G 1R e 4R ) R L, BRI 3R O R
AR AR )N
4.3 X

18015 R 3 2 A8 S R ok %k AR 7 2R B I e o A, 38 XAt
T T7 AT B3 N oR B0 SR VR TR B g iR rp s B 4R
SR 5K 3K T 2% Y 0 1R 1 A0 B U0 KT I HL B 4 B — B HT
B e o A, BB A9 % €0 R0 75 R P AR g AR A AR 40 S I

ST R IR R 3 P A R O YR e AR B AR S
TR (23) de T 35 A — 2 o €0 44 1Y 35 1 2 A %

Ji0)

fG)=

P =3 (23)
2 [
Horr, p (O RN Ge IR 1 B R RO, £ () Dy s o 38 17 % e

BT B RS 7 H0E LR L S 7O AT e € 93
B2

4 3 140 e € 0 A — R0 B 6 1 fy
SR RLACIT 2 % A ) B0 4007 6 4 2 AR A A e it
BRI 3 R

sxat o[ 1 [ a] o]

gred [ 1]-1]o]1]2]

KN EREN KN £ =3 N E S BN

FKEXRER REFREK FEBRER RARREHR

IR &Y N |
Fig. 3 Example of crossover process
4.4 TRIRE

T Bk R A 28 X B T DA A A Uk AR A BT A X
M R RS (H 2 DR AR X b — 4 A 2 SR 4 R AT 2k
T LATE 3SR 22 AR 2 J5 25 1 B R ) B4 DTl L B
BT R E % . o T A B & R IR AR AR SCHE S X
W — A~ 3 0 Y AR A8 BT B Y €0 R 1 B HL e B A A 2
P, SR 5 BEALAE SOIE B A (B, AT 38 5 45 A A e Rk 5 AT
14 35 R She 9 A >4 T 49 % 1) BRI A R T SR A B 2 R A O
4.5 #&IE&H%

PR Sy 8 A% R T B 1 6 0k S e O DL R 8 A AR R
G TREITRHGE N ERBE. WIRELAETRENRK
35 AR YR B AR A I ) P 3 A — BRI 4 R A
WAL AR R L R, BNS BIAF 6 A5 1R 10 2 Ry 5t A L 75 0 4k 2
PEAT A, e ML ME 4 PR,



78

Computer Science THEHMLELZ  Vol. 48,No. 1,]Jan. 2021

(ﬁ B ‘j
v

| TR ESBORE A N |

B Ay 1B S B T 7= A R R T
KA EWHHENLE

I ;

| amenmswerz |

!

| A R R B R L |

(SIS 4 (G RS

Fig. 4 Genetic algorithm process

5 {FEMITM

5.1 SHERE

IR R B Fr R A S B R R A — A
I A — R G 2 e I W R — A R
Zoo HT S T ARORE X A R — A A s T R
FI S5 B0 A 300 25715 5, ) O T J5 4% A Sl 300 2% 5 )
TR AVE B 3 R D0 T AR 3 %5 R S M 3 R T Y
WA E—E. AT ELR DY BB Z YN &
S R RE AR S B0 E T IR L16-17 1P f2 B Y S HOR
ol ¥ L B 3 [R) 0 8 1 8 20 2 802 25 SR8 ] JF BLAR SCAR 4
PF EARBEHAT T —E R . SR W KB MR 5Bk i S 8
Y@ Ve A g O Bl R A . BRI S 80n R 3 A,

®3 MHERZH

Table 3 Simulation experiment parameters

S5 M R
R4 ¥ 5 HA CPU B #/mW 10
% 3% R A CPU 3 #/mW 20
HOE W AEAS CPU £/ mW 40
KM %35 8 AT H CPU 37 #/mW 90
W4 F R EAT# CPU 3h #/mW 200
FO W KEZATHE CPU B4/ mW 400
A H A% H B CPU 4 %/ (cycles/s) 1GHz
W AR SR R R %) F A CPU M E [/ (cycles/s) 4GHz
ez CPU M fo/(cycles/s) 8GHz
AR M G o M G 2 JE A i E R,/ (MB/s) 5
MEHEM 60
XM E 0.8
&k AR A K 100

5.2 HEROW

R N AR G T B AR AR A AR AT B S
B 3831 388 45 0 1 1 2 8008 GAMCCOM J7 RS20 . ¥ 4R F
BEECE M2 60, 5 REARK B R 100, [F] B 1% & B 4E R F B
M0, 5. BT LLBERE IR Tt i 0. 5. % B 78 A R A A R 2= [l oy
[0,0. 1], F &R E 5 Frzs . thE 5 WA, 248 5 Al 3 78

[0.0. 026 JZ [ I} o 5 LAY B0y o AR A A8 T i o D9 O A% S
BRI R & T OB AT B A SR 3B i UL TG ik AR A e £
B RGN L B E AL SRR A3 ST IL S R R W 1 T
R ARG SR RLEL0.026,0. 1] Z FI . R G4
BRI Ak Tl 2l T B B s DR DRy 2 72 S AR R A R A g 2 3%
e o R v ) 5 D BRI S BRIk AR R HE B RYSHT AY 2
TR LG T IR B 2 0 MOR — T B ORS — E T N 3 4 SR
B AR AT TG v R IE B UCOR il 5 R B 20 4 T T 4 JR B DG A
K » 2 5 23 1 R GEARH R W 3l b T

060

059
058
057
056

RGERHN/%

055
054
053
052

0 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 008 009 010

TRBE
B 5 SR
Fig. 5 Probability distribution of mutation

RIG AR O GAMCCCO 7 & M LA F 1 38 7 & it 17
X L

ED!
AT,

FE 2 KEHLEIZ (Random) « 4 A% b 28 3% 72 A= 19 B A AT
55 WAL A e B 45 A1 8 AT,

FE 3 LSRR T % (Tradition) : £ & 7S Hb 5 55 .30 4
WAL 3 BRI G I BER E,

FEA WA EE (Partial) 3% )7 BALE JBAE N %
SUD o B v A D R E O R

FE X L AR 1 R S AR AN ) B 4E N BE HE
HF R B R 0.5, B GEWBM b, BlandE A sh 2 30
ST B A A B 0E 35 A 1 BB R R YR S R A T
PATE I HO A1) 22 F AT L 4 A () 3 vkt — A . T Bt AR 4
B 5 {7 BLAE AT, A8 MR AE 0. 026 I AT R RS
AR R IG5 PR AR Y 52 46 K B 18 T A 5 S 48y R AR SO
19 GAMCCCO 75 % I st A% Fk 1 28 S M5 34 9 0. 026,

(6] B o A% YA B0 LA A S 3 50 0 2 1) 3 A R e AR g AR o
HoA 13 5 8000 o 5 AR i SR S aR b AT b A
WK 6 fros,

ali A 1 H1 2K (Local) : T A W11 BAT 55 W 7E A Mo

10
09 o [ /ﬂ
= 084/ S /
< ¥ \/ | \ /
/
& 07 .
K
¥ 06
05 +— Tradition
—=— GAMCCCO
04 —— Partial

100 2 30 4 50 60 70 8 9 100

HRKK

Fl6  AANEE T RN

Fig. 6 Comparison of various uninstall schemes



o S L &5 . — i 3 T 38 AR SR ) 2 30 G 0 ) TSR 4RO R

79

H1 6 nT A, DL 2R G Tk A E AR T B B S B T AR
AN FR GEAR A L AR TR S LA AR B8 Y B ALY L BT DL R SR
ARz . FBA BT 2 M ENER Ak T iR 2R
S T ASE R () 4 B PR O B 2 kAR R B B R SR AR
WE R W I 2Ol TRE . (H 2 IR O WA AR 2 i 1K AN
NV R G, B LB e Sk S S 2 B RGN
KRBT, ML TGN =B E 8 % AR GAMC-
CCO FEPM T Fe/M R GEAUAN . B AR BE L H) 3% 53 7% 76 1)
SR T ARG 00 R Ge A A A (R i B 2 B A AR A o
FAHE ., B, ST F A SCE A GAMCCCO 53 )
B R T BN RGACH .

B X} 5 ZE R AR v s AE PR 0 AR FE R X 3O R
Wi AR SCR T b 05 B S8 BB SE DY T R BERE DN T 208
0.5, NUHELELEREFH 1 BEFER F 4 0, LL BT ZEH 24 0.
REAEN o0 1 WIS OLEAT T O UL AR, 25 5 an 18] 7 181 8 FTR .

10

09 fi
08

07} 4

RERM/%

06

Local
—+#— Random

05 [ —+— Tradition
—=— GAMCCCO
—— Partial

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

04

90 100

7 2% et Sk k4T A9 H
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