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[57] ABSTRACT

A workstation controller (WSC) performance monitor
for locating performance bottlenecks is disclosed. The
user notifies the host that he wants to start performance
measurements. The host notifies each of the worksta-
tion controllers to begin collecting data that can be used
to determine processor performance and communica-
tions line performance for each workstation controller.
This data is collected in counters that reside in the stor-
age of each of the workstation controllers. In the pre-
ferred embodiment, this data is periodically sent to a
data base contained in the storage of the host. When the
user specified length of time to collect data has expired,
the host informs each of the connected workstation
controllers to stop taking measurements. The data con-
tained in the counters is sent to the database in the host
and the host calculates processor utilization and com-
munications line utilization for each of the connected
workstation controllers. If the processor utilization falls
below a first threshold, the performance of that proces-
sor is acceptable. If the processor utilization is greater
than a second threshold, the performance of that pro-
cessor is not acceptable. If the processor utilization is in
between the first and second thresholds, the processor
performance is considered marginal and a more compli-
cated calculation of workload evenness of the processor
is performed. If the workload is considered to be un-
even, the performance of that processor is considered to
be unacceptable.

17 Claims, 8 Drawing Sheets
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1

WORKSTATION CONTROLLER PERFORMANCE
MONITOR

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates to the data processing field.
More particularly, this invention is a computer system
that is capable of informing the user where performance
bottlenecks are.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

The typical computer system has a host computer
connected to one or more workstation controllers.
Each of the workstation controllers (WSC) is con-
nected to one or more deices. When the user notices
poor response time on the device, he or she wants to
know what is responsible for the poor response time.
Often the WSC driving that device may be the source of
the problem. When the user notices poor response time
it would be desirable to have a computer system that is
capable of informing the user of the location of the
bottleneck quickly and efficiently so that corrections
can be made.

Several attempts have been made in the past to
achieve a computer system capable of efficiently detect-
ing bottlenecks, but they are usually quite cumbersome
and often involve a large amount of additional hard-
ware to carry out the function. In addition, prior at-
tempts were usually so complex only a trained service
representative could interpret the data.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

It is a principle object of the invention to monitor, in
an improved manner, the utilization of a workstation
controller processor in a computer system and be able
to report to the user if the processor is overutilized.

Another object of the invention is to monitor, in an
improved manner, a workstation controller communi-
cations line in a computer system and be able to report
to the user if it is over utilized.

These and other objects are accomplished by a suit-
ably programmed host computer and workstation con-
troller disclosed herein. .

The user notifies the host that he wants to start per-
formance measurements. The host notifies each of the
workstation controllers to begin collecting data that can
be used to determine processor performance and com-
munications line performance for each workstation
controller. This data is collected in counters that reside
in the storage of each of the workstation controllers. In
the preferred embodiment, this data is periodically sent
to a data base contained in the storage of the host. When
the user specified length of time to collect data has
expired, the host informs each of the connected work-
station controllers to stop taking measurements. The
data contained in the counters is sent to the database in
the host and the host calculates processor utilization
and communications line utilization for each of the
connected workstation controllers. If the processor
utilization falls below a first threshold, the performance
of that processor is acceptable. If the processor utiliza-
tion is greater than a second threshold, the performance
of that processor is not acceptable. If the processor
utilization is in between the first and second thresholds,
the processor performance is considered marginal and a
more complicated calculation of workload evenness of
the processor is performed. If the workload is consid-
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ered to be uneven, the performance of that processor is
considered to be unacceptable.

Likewise, if the communications line utilization falls
below a first threshold, the communications line perfor-
mance is considered to be acceptable. If the communi-
cations line utilization is greater than a second thresh-
old, the communications line performance is considered
to be unacceptable. If the communications line utiliza-
tion falls between the first and second thresholds, the
communications line performance is considered mar-
ginal and a more complicated calculation of workload
evenness of the communications line is performed. If
the result of this calculation is that the workload is
uneven, the performance of the communications line is
unacceptable. These calculations are repeated for all the
workstation controllers connected to the host and the
user is informed if any workstation controller, either
due to its processor or its communications line, has an
unacceptable performance. The user can analyze this
data and determine that devices need to be rearranged
on the controllers to balance out the load or that per-
haps additional workstation controllers are needed.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWING

FIG. 1 shows a block diagram of the host computer
and workstation controller and devices of the invention.

FIGS. 2-5 show a flow chart of the programmed host
processor of the preferred embodiment.

FIGS. 6-10 show a flow chart of the programmed
workstation controller processor of the preferred em-
bodiment.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED
EMBODIMENT

FIG. 1 shows an overall block diagram of the inven-
tion. Host 10 is connected to workstation controller
(WSC) 20 which is connected to a group of devices 40.
Although not shown, several workstation controllers
can be connected to host 10 similar to WSC 20. Host 10
has a processor 11 which is connected to controller
interface 12, storage 13 and system timer 18. Storage 13
is made up of data base area 14 and I/O buffers 16.
Processor 11 is a typical processor known to those in
the art, suitably programmed to operate as discussed
later in conjunction with FIGS. 2-5. Controller inter-
face 12 communicates with WSC 20 via line 17. Line 17
can be a system bus, communications line, part of a local
area network or other communications means. In the
preferred embodiment, line 17 is a system bus. Line 17
can also be connected to several other workstation
controllers similar to WSC 20. WSC 20 consists of pro-
cessor 22 connected to host interface 21, device inter-
face 23, storage 24, and WSC timer 28. Storage 24 con-
sists of 1/0 buffers 26 and counter save area 27. Host
interface 21 communicates with host 10 over line 17.
Device interface 23 communicates with devices 40 con-
nected to WSC 20 over communications line 29. Pro-
cessor 22 is a typical processor known to those in the art
suitably programmed to operate as discussed later in
conjunction with FIGS. 6-10.

FIGS. 2-5 show a flow chart of how host 10, more
specifically host processor 11, is programmed to deter-
mine the performance of the attached workstation con-
trollers. After initialization is performed in block 51, the
processor looks to see if there are any tasks to do in its
processor task queue as shown in block 52. An infinite
loop is entered here until processor 11 determines that
there is a task to do and control moves to block 53. In

Petitioner Microsbft - Ex. 1028
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block 53 the task is analyzed to see whether it is a re-
quest from the user to start performance measurements.
If so, the start performance measures subroutine of FIG.
3 is Called, as shown in block 54. If not, block 56 deter-
mines whether the task is system timer 18 specifying to
retrieve performance measurements. If so, the retrieve
performance measurement subroutine of FIG. 4 is
called as shown in block 57. If not, block 58 asks if the
task is system timer 18 specifying to stop performance
measurements. If so, the stop performance measure-
ments subroutine of FIG. 5 is called in block 59. If not,
processor 11 looks in block 61 to see if another valid
task has been specified. If another valid task has been
specified, that task is processed as shown in block 62. If
the task is not valid, an error message is posted in block
63. In either event, control is returned back to block 52
for it to see if there are any other tasks in the processor
task queue to perform.

The start performance measurements subroutine of
FIG. 3 will now be discussed. The user is first prompted
for the length of time to collect data in block 71. The
user is then prompted for the sample rate in block 72.
The sample rate is sent to the WSC and used in taking
performance measurements. In the preferred embodi-
ment, if the user does not specify values for block 71 and
72, default values will be assumed. The sample rate
should be fast enough to get a good statistical sample
but not too fast to become a burden on the, processor
.and skew the processor utilization measurements. In
block 73, a message is sent to system timer 18 that re-
quests to be notified when it is time to retrieve measure-
ments. Measurements are retrieved before the counters
in WSC 20 overflow. In block 74, a message is sent to
system timer 18 requesting to be informed when it is
time to stop measurements. This is based on the user
specified length of time to collect data. Any information
contained in data base 14 is initialized to zero in block
76. In block 77, the Start Measurements command and
sample rate (if specified by the user) are sent to the
attached workstation controllers. The subroutine then
returns to block 52 of FIG. 2.

When system timer 18 specifies in block 56 of FIG. 2
that it is time to retrieve performance measurements,
the retrieve performance measurements subroutine of
FIG. 4 is called. In block 81, the Retrieve Measure-
ments command is sent to the attached workstation
controllers. Upon receipt of this command, as will be
discussed later in conjunction with FIG. 10, the work-
station controllers send performance measurements
data to the host and in block 82 the data contained in
data base 14 is incremented with this data from the
controllers. The subroutine then returns to block 52 of
FIG. 2.

When system timer 18 specifies in block 58 of FIG. 2
that it is time to stop performance measurements, the
stop performance measurements subroutine of FIG. 5 is
called. The Stop Measurements command is sent to the
attached workstation controllers in block 86. The re-
trieve performance measurements subroutine as shown
in FIG. 4, as previously discussed, is then called in
block 87. After performance data in the data base is
incremented in block 82, processor 11 begins to process
the performance data contained in the data base in block
91. The workstation controller processor utilization is
calculated in block 92 as will be discussed later. The
workstation controller processor workload evenness is
calculated in block 93, as will be discussed later. Like-
wise, the workstation controller communications line
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utilization and workload evenness are calculated in
blocks 94 and 96, as will also be discussed later. After
these calculations are performed, results are analyzed
and sent to the user in block 97. The subroutine then
returns to block 52 of FIG. 2.

Concurrent with-the operation of host processor 11 as
shown in FIGS. 2-5, workstation controller processor
22 is operating as shown in FIGS. 6-10. After initializa-
tion is performed in block 101, workstation controller
processor 22 checks its processor task queue to see if
there is any tasks to do in block 102. If there is not any
tasks to do, an idle loop counter is incremented in block
103 and control returns immediately to block 102. The
count contained in the idle loop counter will be used to
determine the workstation controller processor utiliza-
tion, as will be discussed later. The amount of time it
takes to check to see if there is any task to do in block
102, increment idle loop counter 103, and return to
block 102 is called the idle loop time. The idle loop time
of a WSC can be different than the idle loop time of
other WSCs. In the preferred embodiment, the idle loop
counter is a four byte counter and the idle loop time is
approximately 10 microseconds.

The idle loop as shown in blocks 102 and 103 contin-
ues until a task is placed in the processor task queue at
which time processor 22 looks at the task in block 104 to
see if it is a Start Measurements command sent from the
host in block 77 of FIG. 3. If the host did send a Start
Measurements command to the workstation controller,
block 104 of FIG. 6 is answered affirmatively and the
start workstation controller measurements subroutine
of FIG. 7 is called in block 106. If the task was not a
Start Measurements command from the host, processor
22 looks to see whether it was a timer interrupt from
WSC timer 28 as shown in block 107. If the task was a
timer interrupt, the WSC timer interrupt subroutine of
FIG. 8 is called in block 108. If the task was not a timer
interrupt, processor 22 looks to see whether it was a
Retrieve Measurements command from the host as
shown in block 109. If the host has sent the workstation
controller a Retrieve Measurements command in block
81 of FIG. 4, block 109 of FIG. 6 is answered affirma-
tively and the retrieve workstation controller measure-
ments subroutine of FIG. 9 is called in block 111.

If the task in the processor task queue was not a Re-
trieve Measurements command from the host, proces-
sor 22 looks to see if it was a Stop Measurements com-
mand from the host as shown in block 112. If the host
has sent the workstation controller a Stop Measure-
ments command in block 86 of FIG. 5, block 112 is
answered affirmatively and the stop workstation con-
troller measurements subroutine of FIG. 10 is called in
block 113. If not, processor 22 looks to see whether this
is another valid task that it can perform in block 114. If
yes, the indicated task is processed in block 116. If the
task is not valid, an error message is posted in block 117.
In either event, control is returned to block 102 of FIG.
6 to look to see if any other tasks need to be performed.

The start workstation controller measurements sub-
routine of FIG. 7 Will now be discussed. If the user
specified a sample rate in block 72 of FIG. 3, block 131
of FIG. 7 is answered affirmatively and an interrupt
interval is set to the specified sample rate in block 132.
In the preferred embodiment, o timer 28 interrupts
workstation controller processor 22 every 50 millisec-
onds and if, for example, the sample rate was specified
by the user as 200 milliseconds, the interrupt interval
would be set to be 4, which would be 4 times the timer
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interrupt of 50 miliseconds. If the user did not specify
the sample rate, a default interrupt interval is set in
block 133. In either event, control moves to block 134
where a “Measurements Being Taken” flag is set.

In order to determine the performance of the proces-
sor and communications line of workstation controller
20, five counters are saved in counter save area 27 as
shown in FIG. 1. The counters are initialized in block
136 of FIG. 7. Counters used are a sample counter, an
idle loop counter, a communications usage counter, a
processor queue counter, and a communications queue
counter. In the preferred embodiment, the communica-
tions usage counter and communications queue counter
are used in calculating the performance of communica-
tions line 29 connecting WSC 20 with devices 40 in
FIG. 1. The interrupt counter is set to the interrupt
interval in block 137. Control returns back to block 102
in FIG. 6.

When WSC timer 28 interrupts processor 22, the
WSC timer interrupt subroutine of FIG. 8 is called. If
controller 20 was working on anything before the timer
interrupt was received, the work is saved in block 151.
If the “Measurements Being Taken” flag is not set,
block 152 is answered negatively and flow of control
goes to block 156, where other timer functions are pro-
cessed. If the “Measurements Being Taken” flag is set,
block 152 of FIG. 8 is answered affirmatively. Block
153 looks to see whether the counters need to be up-
dated on this timer interrupt (interrupt counter=1). If
not, the interrupt counter is decremented in block 154,
other timer functions are processed in block 156 and
any work that was outstanding prior to the timer inter-
rupt is restored in block 157. Control then returns back
to block 102 in FIG. 6 to process any other tasks. If
block 153 determines the measurement counters need to
be updated on this timer interrupt, the interrupt counter
is first set to the interrupt interval in block 161 in a
manner similar to that of block 137 of FIG. 7, for future
use. Block 162 looks at the processor task queue and
counts the number of tasks.waiting on the processor
task queue. This count is added to the processor queue
counter, which is stored in counter save area 27 of FIG.
1. This information will be used to determine the work-
load evenness of the workstation controller processor as
will be discussed later.

Block 163 looks at the communications task queue
and counts the number of tasks waiting on that queue to
be performed. It adds this count to the communications
queue counter which is stored in counter save area 27 of
FIG. 1. This information will be used to determine the
workload evenness of the workstation controller com-
munications line, as will be discussed later.

Block 164 asks whether the number of tasks on the
communications task queue was zero. If not, the com-
munications usage counter stored in counter save area
27 of FIG. 1 is incremented in block 166. This informa-
tion indicates that the communications task queue was
not empty and will be used to determine communica-
tions line utilization, as will be discussed later.

In either event, the sample counter stored in counter
save area 27 is incremented in block 167 to indicate one
sample has been taken of the processor task queue and
communications task queue. Other timer functions are
processed in block 156 and any work that was outstand-
ing prior to the timer interrupt is restored in block 157.
Control returns to block 102 in FIG. 6.

If controller 20 receives a Retrieve Measurements
command from the host, the retrieve workstation con-
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6

troller measurements subroutine of FIG. 9 is called. The
counts contained in the counters of counter save area 27
(sample count, idle loop count, communications usage
count, processor queue count, and communications
queue count) are sent on to the host in block 183 where
they are used to increment the data contained in data
base 14 of host 10 as shown in FIG. 4. In addition, the
idle loop time for this particular WSC is sent to the host
for use in calculating processor performance measure-
ments. Control returns to block 102 of FIG. 6.

If controller 20 receives a Stop Measurements com-
mand from the host, the stop workstation controller
measurements subroutine as shown in FIG. 10 is called.
The “Measurements Being Takqn” flag is reset in block
192. Control returns to block 102 of FIG. 6.

As can be seen from the above discussion, processor
11 of host 10 programmed as shown in FIGS. 2-5 works
concurrently with processor 22 of controller 20 as pro-
grammed in FIGS. 6-10 to determine the performance
of the workstation controller. The following discussion
describes a logical flow of control that includes both
Processors.

Assume first that both processor 11 and processor 22
are idle and block 52 of FIG. 2 and block 102 of FIG. 6
are both answered negatively. Host processor 11 isin an
infinite idle loop waiting for some work to do. Proces-
sor 22 is incrementing the idle loop counter as shown in
block 103 while also waiting for some work to do.
While both processors are idle, the user notifies the host
computer that he wants to start performance measure-
ments. This task is placed in the processor task queue of
processor 11. Blocks 52 and 53 are then answered affir-
matively and the start performance measurements sub-
routine of FIG. 3 is called. The user is prompted for the
length of time to collect data and the sample rate in
blocks 71 and 72. System timer 18 is set up in blocks 73
and 74. The data base is initialized in block 76 and the
Start Measurements command is sent to the workstation
controller in block 77. Upon receipt of the Start Mea-
surements command from the host, the workstation
controller leaves the idle loop of blocks 102 1o and 103
as shown in FIG. 6, answers block 104 affirmatively and
calls the start workstation controller measurements
subroutine of FIG. 7. The interrupt interval is set to the
specified sample rate in block 132. The “Measurements
Being Taken” flag is set in block 134, the counters are
zeroed in block 136, and the interrupt counter is set to
the interrupt interval in block 137. Control returns to
block 102 in FIG. 6, where processor 20 continues the
idle loop of blocks 102 and 103 until the first timer
interrupt from WSC timer 28 is received. When the
timer interrupt is received, the timer interrupt subrou-
tine of FIG. 8 is called.

If the user specified the sample rate such that a sam-
ple should be taken for every four timer interrupts, the
interrupt counter is decremented from 4 down to 1
upon receipt of four timer interrupts. When the inter-
rupt counter reaches 1, block 153 is answered affirma-
tively, and the measurement counters are updated. The
interrupt counter is set to the original interrupt interval
of 4 for future use. The number of tasks on the processor
task queue and the communications task queue are
counted and added to the processor queue counter and
communications queue counter, respectively. If the
communications task queue was not empty, the commu-
nications usage counter is incremented in block 166.
The sample counter is incremented in block 167 and
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control returns back to block 102 of FIG. 6. Subsequent
timer interrupts are handled in the same manner.

Referring back to FIG. 2, when system timer 18 spec-
ifies that it is time to retrieve the performance measure-
ments, the retrieve performance measurements subrou-
tine of FIG. 4 is called. The Retrieve Measurements
command is sent to the workstation controller in block
81 and is placed in the processor task queue of processor
22. Block 109 of FIG. 6 is answered affirmatively upon
receipt of the Retrieve Measurements command from
the host and the retrieve workstation controller mea-
surements subroutine of FIG. 9 is called. The counts
contained i the five counters of counter save area 27 are
sent to the host and are used to increment the counts
contained in data base 14. Both processors again reenter
their idle loops.

When system timer 18 specifies that it is time to stop
performance measurements in block 58 of FIG. 2, the
Thost calls its stop performance measurements subroutine
as shown in FIG. 5. The host-then sends a Stop Mea-
surements command to the workstation controiler in
block 86. Upon receipt of the Stop Measurements com-
mand in its processor task queue, processor 22 answers
block 112 of FIG. 6 affirmatively and calls the stop
workstation controller measurements subroutine of
FIG. 10. Processor 22 resets the “Measurements Being
Taken” flag as shown in FIG. 10, returns back to block
102 and reenters its idle loop. Meanwhile, processor 11
calls its retrieve performance measurements subroutine
of FIG. 4, which causes a Retrieve Measurements com-
mand to be sent from the host to the workstation con-
troller. The counts contained in counter save area 27 are
sent to the host to increment the values contained in
data base 14.

The manner in which processor 11 uses the data con-
tained in data base 14 to arrive at performance charac-
teristics of the attached workstation controllers will
now be discussed. The workstation controller processor
utilization is calculated by the following equation in
block 92:

processor utilization =

(elapsed time of test/idle loop time) — idle loop count
elapsed time of test/idle loop time

Note that determining processor utilization by using
an idle loop counter is accurate, simple, and does not
degrade the performance of the processor.

The workstation controller processor workload
evenness is calculated by the following equation in
block 93.

Processor queue count
sample count

processor workload evenness =

The workstation controller communications line uti-
lization is calculated by the following equation in block
94.:

communications usage count
sample count

communications line utilization =

The workstation controller communications line
workload evenness is calculated by the following equa-
tion in block 96:
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communications line workload communications queue count

sample count

evenness

In block 97, the calculations performed in blocks 92,
93, 94, and 96 are analyzed and the results of this analy-
sis are sent to the user. Specifically, the workstation
controller processor utilization is analyzed to see
whether it falls below a first threshold amount. In the
preferred embodiment, the first threshold is 50%. If the
workstation controller processor utilization is below
50%, the user is informed that the workstation control-
ler processor performance is acceptable. If the worksta-
tion controller processor utilization is above a second
threshold, the user is informed that the workstation
controller processor performance is unacceptable. In
the preferred embodiment, the second threshold is 70%.
The threshold numbers are largely a design choice and
could change depending upon the environment. For
example, a multithreaded environment could have
thresholds higher than in an environment that was not
multithreaded. Also, if the environment employs a task
priority scheme, the thresholds can be higher than an
environment without a task priority scheme.

If the workstation controller processor utilization
falls between the first and second thresholds, the perfor-
mance is marginal and further analysis is necessary to
determine if the workstation controller processor per-
formance is acceptable. If the workstation controller
processor workload evenness exceeds a third threshold,
the workstation controller processor workload is con-
sidered to be uneven. An uneven workload is consid-
ered to be undesireable because the user could periodi-
cally notice poor response time.

In the preferred embodiment, the third threshold is
three times the workstation controller processor utiliza-
tion. This, in addition, to a workstation controller pro-
cessor utilization between the first and second thresh-
olds would indicate that the workstation controller
processor performance is not acceptable and this result
is sent to the user.

Block 97 analyzes the workstation controller commu-
nication line utilization and workload unevenness in a
similar manner. Specifically, if the work station control-
ler communications line utilization is less than the first
threshold of 50% in the preferred embodiment, the
workstation controller communications line perfor-
mance is considered to be acceptable and that result is
sent to the user. If the workstation controller communi-
cation line utilization is above the second threshold of
70% in the preferred embodiment, the workstation
controller communication line performance is consid-
ered to be unacceptable and that result is sent to the
user. If, however, the workstation controller communi-
cation line utilization is between the first and second
thresholds, the performance is marginal and further
analysis of the workstation controller communication
line workload evenness is necessary to determine
whether the performance is acceptable or not.

In the preferred embodiment, if the workstation con-
troller communication line workload evenness is more
than the third threshold of 3 times the workstation con-
troller communications line utilization, the workload is
considered to be uneven and that, in addition to a work-
station controller communications line utilization be-
tween the first and second threshold would indicate that
the performance of the workstation controller commu-
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nication line is unacceptable, and that result is sent to
the user. If the workstation controller communication
line workload evenness number is less than the third
threshold, the communications line performance is con-
sidered to be acceptable and that result is sent to the
user.

The workload evenness thresholds for both the work-
station controller processor and communications line
are a design choice and can be more or less than the
preferred embodiment of three times utilization, de-
pending on the application. For example, if the WSC
typically processes very many small tasks, a number
greater than 3 times the utilization can still be consid-
ered acceptable.

While the preferred embodiment has been described,
an alternative embodiment has been contemplated and
will briefly be described.

In the alternate embodiment, line 17 connecting host
10 with WSC 20 is also a communications line, and an
additional communications usage counter and commu-
nications queue counter are used in calculating the per-
formance of communications line 17 in the same manner
that the performance of communications line 29 is de-
termined.

While the invention has been described with respect
to preferred embodiments, it will be understood by
those skilled in the art that various changes in detail
may be made therein without departing from the spirit,
scope and teaching of the invention. Accordingly, the
herein disclosed is to be limited only as specified in the
following claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A method for determining the performance of a
processor in a computer system, comprising the steps
of:

starting a performance test of said processor;

continuously checking to see if there are any tasks for

said processor to perform;

incrementing an idle loop count if there are no tasks

for said processor to perform, responsive to said
checking step;

stopping said performance test after an elapsed time;

and
determining a processor utilization using said elapsed
time, an idle loop time, and said idle loop count,
said idle loop time being the time said processor
takes to perform one said checking step and one
said incrementing step.
2. The method according to claim 1, further compris-
ing the steps of:
indicating acceptable proces$or performance if said
processor utilization is below a first threshold; and

indicating unacceptable processor performance if
said processor utilization is above a second thresh-
old.

3. The method according to claim 2, further compris-
ing the steps of:

after said incrementing an idle loop count step.

periodically sampling a processor queue having tasks

waiting to be performed;

incrementing a sample count responsive to said sam-

pling step;

determining the number of tasks in said processor

queue waiting to be performed;

incrementing a processor queue count by said number

of tasks; and

after said stopping step.
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10 ,
determining a processor workload evenness by using
said processor queue count and said sample count.

4. The method according to claim 3, further compris-
ing the step of:

indicating uneven processor workload if said proces-
sor workload evenness exceeds a third threshold.

5. The method according to claim 4, further compris-
ing the steps of:

indicating unacceptable processor performance if
said processor utilization is between said first
threshold and said second threshold and said pro-
cessor workload evenness exceeds said third
threshold.

6. A method for determining the performance of a
communications line in a computer system, comprising
the steps of:

starting a performance test of said communications
line;

periodically sampling a communications queue;

incrementing a sample count responsive to said sam-
pling step;

incrementing a communications usage count if there
are tasks contained in said communications queue
waiting to be performed,;

stopping said performance test after an elapsed time;

determining a communications line utilization using
said communications usage count and said sample
count;

indicating acceptable communications line perfor-
mance if said communications line utilization is
below a first threshold; and

indicating unacceptable communications line perfor-
mance if said communications line utilization is
above a second threshold.

7. The method according to claim 6, further compris-

ing the steps of:

determining the number of tasks in said communica-
tions queue waiting to be performed, responsive to
said sampling step;

incrementing a communications queue count by said
number of tasks;

determining a communications line workload even-
ness using sald communications queue count and
said sample count.

8. The method according to claim 7, further compris-~

ing the step of:

indicating uneven communications line workload if
said communications line workload evenness ex-
ceeds a third threshold.

9. The method according to claim 8, further compris-

ing the steps of:

indicating unacceptable communications line perfor-
mance if said communications line utilization is
between said first threshold and said second thresh-
old and said communications line workload even-
ness exceeds said third threshold.

10. A computer system capable of diagnosing perfor-

mance bottlenecks, comprising:

a plurality of workstation controllers each having a
processor, each of said workstation controllers
further comprising: _

means for continuously checking to see if there are
any tasks for said processor to perform;

means for incrementing an idle loop count if there are
no tasks for said processor to perform, responsive
to said checking step; and

a host computer, connected to said plurality of work-
station controllers, further comprising:
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means for determining said processor utilization by
using an elapsed time, an idle loop time, and said
idle loop count, said idle loop time being the time
said processor takes to perform one said check-
ing step and one said incrementing step.

11. The computer system of claim 10, wherein each of
said workstation controllers further comprises: means
for indicating acceptable processor performance if said
processor utilization is below a first threshold; and

means for indicating unacceptable processor perfor-

mance if said processor utilization is above a sec-
ond threshold.

12. The computer system of claim 11, wherein each of
said workstation controllers further comprises:

means for periodically sampling a processor queue

having tasks waiting to be performed;

means for incrementing a sample count responsive to

said sampling means;

means for determining the number of tasks in said

processor queue waiting to be performed;

means for incrementing a processor queue count by

said number of tasks;

and wherein said host computer further comprises:

means for determining a processor workload even-
ness by using said processor queue count and
said sample count.

13. The computer system of claim 12, wherein said
host computer further comprises:
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means for periodically sampling a communications
queue;
means for incrementing a communications usage
count if there are tasks contained in said communi-
cations queue waiting to be performed;
and wherein said host computer further comprises:
means for determining a communications line utili-
zation by using said communications usage count
and said sample count.
15. The computer system of claim 14, wherein each of
said workstation controllers further comprises:
means for indicating acceptable communications line
performance if said communications line utilization
is below a fourth threshold; and
means for indicating unacceptable communications
line performance if said communications line utili-
zation is above a fifth threshold. )
16. The computer system of claim 15, wherein each of
said workstation controllers further comprises:
means for determining the number of tasks in said
communications queue waiting to be performed,
responsive to said sampling means;
means for incrementing a communications line queue
count by said number of tasks;
and wherein said host computer further comprises:
means for determining communications line work-
load evenness by using said communications line
queue count and said sample count.
17. The computer system of claim 16, wherein said

means for indicating uneven processor workload if 30 host computer further comprises:

said processor workload evenness exceeds a third
threshold; and
means for indicating unacceptable processor perfor-
mance if said processor utilization is between said
" first threshold and said second threshold and said
processor workload evenness exceeds said third
threshold.
14. The computer system of claim 13, wherein each of
said workstation controllers further comprises:

40

43

50

55

60

65

means for indicating uneven communications line
workload if said communications line workload
evenness exceeds a sixth threshold; and

means for indicating unacceptable communications
line performance if said communications line utili-
zation is between said fourth threshold and said
fifth threshold and said communications line work-

load evenness exceeds said sixth threshold.
* * * £ *
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