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Abstract

The proliferation of cloud computing resources in the recent years offers a way for mobile devices
with limited resources to achieve computationally intensive tasks in real-time. The mobile-cloud
computing paradigm, which involves collaboration between mobile and cloud resources, is expected
to become increasingly popular in mobile application development. Dynamic partitioning of ap-
plications between mobile and cloud platforms based on resource availability is crucial in achiev-
ing the best performance for any computationally intensive mobile application. In this paper, we
propose a dynamic performance optimization framework for mobile-cloud computing utilizing mo-
bile agent-based application partitions. The proposed framework imposes minimal infrastructural
requirements on the cloud servers, therefore exhibiting widespread applicability, as opposed to pre-
vious approaches with stricter requirements. Experiments with two real-world mobile applications
serve as an initial feasibility study of the proposed framework and demonstrate the superiority of the
proposed approach over monolithic execution of resource-intensive applications on mobile devices.
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1 Introduction

Mobile computing devices have become increasingly popular during the past decade, replacing desk-
tops and mainframes for daily computing needs. Many of these devices have limited processing power,
storage and battery compared to their wall-socket-powered, tethered counterparts, which limits their
capabilities for real-time, computation-intensive applications such as image processing. Computation
offloading to more powerful servers is the solution to provide these devices with the resources they need
to achieve complex tasks. Cloud computing, emerging as a new computing paradigm in the recent years,
offers computing resources to users on demand, obviating the need to actually own those resources. With
increasing popularity and availability, cloud computing has the potential to fill the gap between the re-
source needs of mobile devices and availability of those resources. Cloud computing is already utilized
by many mobile applications today. Current mobile applications mostly involve an inflexible split of
computation between the mobile and cloud platforms, following the client-server paradigm with hard-
coded interactions with the server. This inflexibility prevents applications from adapting to conditions
such as high network latency, which could result in poor performance when cloud resources are preferred
over computation on the device. For applications requiring large data transfers to the remote server, per-
forming the computation on the device can have better performance than relying on processing by the
remote server when the device’s Internet connection is poor.

Achieving high performance with mobile-cloud computing is contingent upon an optimal partition-
ing of the mobile application components between the mobile and cloud platforms based on runtime
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conditions. Recent work on this problem has resulted in frameworks with various partitioning and opti-
mization techniques. Most of these frameworks impose strict requirements on the cloud side, such as a
full clone of the application code/virtual machine or special application management software, hindering
wide applicability in public clouds. In this paper, we propose a dynamic execution time optimization
framework for mobile-cloud computing. Our approach does not impose any requirements on the cloud
platform other than providing isolated execution containers, and it alleviates the management burden of
offloaded code by the mobile platform using autonomous agent-based application partitions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews related work in mobile-cloud com-
puting; Section 3 provides an overview of mobile agents, which are the basic building blocks of the pro-
posed framework; Section 4 describes the proposed computation framework in detail; Section 5 presents
experiment results for the application of the proposed framework on two real-world mobile applications;
and Section 6 concludes the paper with future work directions.

2 Related Work

Significant research efforts have been put into computation offloading since the early 1990s. Until 2000,
the focus was on making offloading feasible, due to the limitations in wireless networks. Improvements
in virtualization technology, availability of high network bandwidths and cloud computing infrastructures
increased the feasibility of real-time computation offloading.

Initial efforts on mobile computation offloading focused mostly on the problem of developing robust
frameworks for heterogeneous pervasive computation environments such as mobile ad-hoc networks
(MANETs). Chu et al. [1] designed Roam, which is a seamless application framework for migrating
a running application among heterogeneous devices. The Roam system is based on partitioning of an
application and it selects the most appropriate adaptation strategy at the component level of the tar-
get platform. Gu et al. [2] proposed an offloading inference engine using the Fuzzy Control model, to
solve the problem of timely triggering of adaptive offloading and intelligent selection of an application
partitioning policy. Gouveris et al. [3] proposed a middleware-based programmable infrastructure that
allows nodes of a MANET to download and activate required protocol and service software dynamically,
which allows for alignment of the nodes’ capabilities so that common services and protocols can be used
among heterogeneous network nodes. A recent proposal for securing cloud MANET applications [4]
adopts cloud computing technology to create a virtualized environment for MANET operations in multi-
ple service provisioning domains according to the criticality of the MANET services and corresponding
security requirements.

Although efforts in computation offloading have a long history, research in mobile-cloud computing
is still at its infancy. Early work in dynamic mobile-cloud computing models includes CloneCloud [5]
and MAUI [6], both of which partition applications using a framework that combines static program
analysis with dynamic program profiling, and optimizes execution time and energy consumption on the
mobile device using an optimization solver. The disadvantage of these approaches is that they require a
copy of the whole application code/virtual machine at the remote execution site, which is both a quite
strict requirement for public cloud machines and makes the application code vulnerable to analysis by
malicious parties on the same platform. Yang et al. [7] propose a partitioning and execution framework
specifically for mobile data stream applications. Huang et al. [8] propose a low-complexity offloading
algorithm to minimize energy consumption on a mobile device, however they do not provide details of
the system architecture. Park et al. [9] propose an offloading framework limited to JavaScript based
applications. The recently proposed ThinkAir [10] framework provides better scalability and parallelism
features than its predecessors, however it still requires the existence of the complete application code on

2



An Agent-based Optimization Framework for Mobile-Cloud Computing Angin, and Bhargava

the cloud server, exhibiting the disadvantages of CloneCloud and MAUI.
Li et al. [11] propose a middleware framework based on mobile agents for deploying mobile compu-

tation in the cloud. The problem they address is enabling of mobile services in the cloud. The purpose
of the framework they propose is to provide a simple model for cloud services running and migrating
in the cloud smoothly. The general idea behind their proposal is to establish an environment supporting
global invocation and addressing of mobile services and provide mechanisms to manage the services for
transparent utilization, which is quite different from the problem we address in this work.

Zhang et al. [12] propose an authentication and secure communication framework for elastic ap-
plications, which consist of weblets (program partitions) running on mobile device and cloud nodes
concurrently. Their proposed method leverages elasticity managers on the cloud and the mobile device
to establish a shared secret between weblets, to provide authentication between the weblets. They also
propose approaches to authorize weblets running on the cloud to access sensitive data such as those pro-
vided by other Web services. While this is one of the few proposals considering secure mobile-cloud
computing, the authors do not mention any implementation details or performance results.

3 Mobile Agents Overview

3.1 What is a Mobile Agent?

A mobile agent is a software program with mobility, which can be sent out from a computer into a
network and roam among the computer nodes in the network [13]. It can be executed on those computers
to finish its task on behalf of its owner. When an application using mobile agents needs to request a
service from a remote server, it gathers the required information and passes it to the agent’s execution
environment. At some point during its lifetime, the agent executes an instruction for migration, which
results in the following sequence of events [13]:

1. The current agent process is suspended or a new child process is created.

2. The suspended (or new child) process is converted into a message including all of its state informa-
tion (process state, stack, heap, external references). This message is addressed to the destination
where execution will continue.

3. The message is routed to the destination server, which delivers it to the server’s agent execution
environment.

4. The message is reconstituted to an executable and the associated process is dispatched.

5. Execution continues with the next instruction in the agent program. Upon completion of the agent
program at the remote server, the agent might terminate its execution, become resident at the server
or migrate back to the originating client or another server.

Figure 1 demonstrates the difference between the mobile agent paradigm and the client-server paradigm
in terms of the communication involved upon the request of a client to a data server. As seen in the figure,
while the client has to maintain a communication link with the service provider for the transfer of data in
the client-server architecture, a mobile agent is shipped to the service provider and returns to the client
only when it has collected all the requested data in the mobile agent paradigm.
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Figure 1: Mobile agent vs. client-server communication [14].

3.2 Advantages of Agent-based Computing

Mobile agents provide several advantages over other distributed computing models such as the client-
server model, especially in the case of mobile clients. The main advantages of mobile agent computing
as listed by Chess et al. [13] making them effective tools for mobile-cloud computing are the following:

• Agents can provide better support for mobile clients: Mobile devices such as smartphones are in-
termittently connected to a network, especially in the case of roaming in areas with low GSM/CDMA
coverage. Even when the cellular signal is strong, data communication costs set a limit to users’
willingness to use applications involving continuous transfer of data from/to a remote server. Yet,
due to the limited processing capacities of mobile devices, applications running on them need to
offload computationally intensive operations to more powerful servers. This makes mobile agents,
which are based on asynchronous interaction with servers, ideal for mobile client systems.

• Agents facilitate real-time interaction with server: In the case of high network latency, executing
a program on a server which provides resources the program needs access to, will be faster than
transferring information over the communication link with that server. This makes agent comput-
ing better fit for satisfying the real-time requirements of applications than traditional approaches
that maintain constant communication between the client and the server.

• Agent-based queries/transactions can be more robust: Mobile agent computing offers greater re-
liability than the client-server paradigm due to two main reasons: Asynchronous communication
provides reliable transport between the client and the server without requiring reliable communi-
cation, and the mobile agent is capable of dealing with a server’s unavailability to provide service
(in which case it would be routed to a different server with the required service).
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• Agent-based transactions avoid the need to preserve process state: The ability of a mobile agent
to carry its state around with it relieves the sending host of the need to preserve state, which could
otherwise add considerable burden to the client.

3.3 JADE Agent Development Framework

JADE (Java Agent Development Environment) is a popular software framework to develop agent applica-
tions in compliance with the FIPA (Foundation for Intelligent Physical Agents) specifications for interop-
erable intelligent multi-agent systems [15]. JADE is written purely in Java, which makes object-oriented
programming in heterogeneous environments possible with features including object serialization and
remote method invocation (RMI). All agent communication in JADE is achieved through message pass-
ing. Each agent execution environment is a Java Virtual Machine (JVM) and communication between
different virtual machines (VMs) as well as event signaling within a single VM is achieved with Java
Remote Method Invocation (RMI). Figure 2 demonstrates the distributed JADE architecture.

Figure 2: JADE distributed architecture [16].

The Agent Management System (AMS) controls access to the platform and it is responsible for the
authentication of resident agents as well as control of registrations. The Directory Facilitator (DF) is
an agent that provides a yellow pages service to the agent platform. Each agent container is a multi-
threaded execution environment composed of one thread for every agent plus system threads spawned
by RMI runtime system for message dispatching. Each Agent Container is an RMI server object that
locally manages a set of agents. It controls the life cycle of agents by creating, suspending, resuming and
killing them. Besides, it deals with all the communication aspects by dispatching incoming messages
and routing them according to the destination field [15].

Every agent in the JADE framework is composed of a single execution thread, and tasks (code) to be
executed by agents are implemented as Behaviour objects. In order to have an agent execute a specific
task, the task should be implemented as a subclass of the Behaviour class and added to the agent task list
using the relevant API.

We chose JADE as the mobile agent development platform for this work due to its prevalence in
mobile agent computing and support for multiple platforms including Android OS [17].
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4 Proposed Computation Framework

Figure 3 shows a high level view of the proposed computation framework. Each mobile application in
the proposed framework consists of a set of agent-based application partitions that are offloadable to
the cloud for execution (P2 and P3 in the figure), in addition to a set of native application components
that are always executed on the device due to constraints such as accessing native sensors of the device,
modifying native state or providing the user interface of the application (P1 in the figure). Partitioning of
the application into these two types of components should be performed statically before the installation
of the application on the mobile device. During the offline application partitioning process, any program
partition that is not computationally intensive should not be set as an offloadable component even if it
does not have to be pinned to the device, as this would incur additional runtime processing overhead for
partitions that would likely never be offloaded. Therefore we advocate the use of programmer help for
identifying the offloadable partitions much like the approach taken in MAUI [6].

Figure 3: High level view of the proposed computation framework.

When a mobile application is launched, the execution manager contacts the cloud directory service
to get a list of available machine instances in the cloud and selects the instance(s) with the highest
communication link speed with the mobile device as well as the highest computing power. After this
step, an execution plan containing offloading decisions for the agent-based partitions is created by the
execution manager. If the execution plan requires offloading a particular application partition, a bridge is
formed between the caller of that partition and the cloud host selected by the execution manager, through
which the offloaded partition migrates to the container in the host, carrying along its input parameters.
Upon migration, the partition starts executing and communicates its output data to the caller through the
same bridge. The four main components of the proposed framework are described below.
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4.1 Agent-based Application Partitions

An agent-based application partition is a chunk of application code packed in a mobile agent, that is
executable in a cloud host. Agent-based application partitions provide great advantages over existing
mobile-cloud program partitioning techniques discussed in Section 2 due to their autonomous computing
capabilities. Autonomy of these application partitions is particularly useful in the context of mobile-
cloud computing due to the capability of transparently moving between cloud hosts without requiring
management by their caller and self-cloning in different cloud hosts, which can help boost performance
in the case of changing runtime conditions in the cloud.

The transformation from a regular application partition to the corresponding agent-based partition
is achieved through a behaviour as introduced in Section 3.3. In the current framework, application
partitions have either class-level or method-level granularity, but the same arguments would apply to
finer granularity application components as well (such as part of a method). Figure 4a shows a sample
application partition and Figure 4b shows the corresponding agent-based partition.

(a) Application partition for NQueens puzzle. (b) Corresponding agent-based partition.

Figure 4: Application partition transformation to an agent-based partition.

4.2 Execution Manager

This component is a service running on the mobile device, responsible for probing the network for
bandwidth and latency measurement and making the decision regarding the execution platform of the
different agent-based application partitions. In order to decide where to execute the application partitions,
the execution manager contacts the cloud directory service to get a list of cloud hosts (virtual machine
instances) that are available for use. After choosing the most promising cloud hosts, the execution
manager uses the following cost model to make offloading decisions for each offloadable application
partition (Note that a sub-partition s of an application partition p is a partition invoked by p):

Let
tdp: time to execute application partition p on the device less the time to execute its sub-partitions
tcp: time to execute application partition p wholly in the cloud with all of its sub-partitions
sp: size of the data that is sent to partition p from its super-partition for a single invocation of p
np: the number of consecutive invocations of partition p by its super-partition
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cdp: the cost (in terms of execution time) of executing application partition p locally on the device
ccp: the cost (in terms of execution time) of executing application partition p in the cloud
b: the network bandwidth available to the application
ps: the set of sub-partitions of p.

Then cdp and ccp are calculated as follows:

cdp = tdp + ∑
i∈ps

argmin(cdi,cci) (1)

ccp = tcp + sp ∗np/b (2)

In order to determine tdp and tcp, we currently use a static application profiler measuring the execu-
tion time of each application partition and record the results as metadata of the application, so they are
available for use by the execution manager during application execution.

When the execution manager is making decisions regarding the execution location of agent-based
application partitions, it uses the following two heuristics:

• If a partitions is migrated, all of its sub-partitions (partitions called by this partition) will too: This
is based on the assumption that the cloud hosts always have more computing power than the mobile
device, i.e. the sub-partition execution time in the cloud will be shorter than on-device execution
for every sub-partition. As the sub-partitions will involve data communication with the offloaded
partition, keeping them together will prevent the penalty to be incurred by network latency during
communication.

• Application partitions with frequent communication should be kept together if the time savings
from offloading the sub-partition is below a certain threshold: Frequent communication between
application partitions on different platforms could actually hurt performance under variable net-
work conditions if the estimated time savings for executing the sub-partition in the cloud is low.
Furthermore, there is a cost associated with processing (saving state etc.) due to offloading the
sub-partition, which justifies the use of this heuristic.

4.3 Cloud Directory Service

The Cloud Directory Service is a Web service that maintains an up-to-date database of virtual machine
instances (cloud hosts) available for use in the cloud. Along with the public IP addresses of the machine
instances, information regarding the architecture of the instances, physical regions of the instances and
performance records of the latest interactions with instances can be provided by this service.

4.4 Cloud Hosts

Virtual machine instances (VMIs) in the cloud provide a runtime environment for agent-based application
partitions. They provide platform as a service (PaaS), rather than software as a service (SaaS), and the
only requirement they need to satisfy is to provide an isolated container (such as a Java Virtual Machine)
for each offloaded partition to execute in. In the prototype framework implemented, this component
corresponds to JADE agent containers running on Amazon EC2 virtual machine instances [18].
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5 Experimental Evaluation

Experiments were performed with two real-world mobile applications to evaluate the performance of
the proposed framework in terms of application execution time and energy consumption on the mobile
device. A Motorola Atrix 4G device (with Dual-core 1GHz processor) [19] running the Android 2.3 [17]
operating system was used to run the mobile applications and virtual machine instances in the east1-a
region of the Amazon Elastic Compute Cloud (EC2) [18] were used as the cloud hosts. To measure
the energy consumed by the applications due to CPU and Wi-Fi utilization, we used PowerTutor [20], a
free energy measurement tool for Android devices. In all experiments, the relevant application was the
only one running on the device in addition to the PowerTutor application. For the offloaded execution
cases, a moderate speed Wi-Fi connection was used to send/receive data from the cloud servers and
each offloaded partition was the only one executing on the chosen virtual machine instance (i.e. no
multi-tenancy involved).

5.1 Experiments with Sudoku

Sudoku is a logic-based number-placement puzzle, where the objective is to fill a 9x9 grid with digits
(1-9) such that each column, each row, and each of the nine 3x3 subgrids composing the grid contain
all digits from 1 to 9, i.e. the same digit cannot appear in the same row, column or in any of the 3x3
subgrids of the board. A puzzle with 17 filled cells has a unique solution. In the Sudoku application used
in the experiments, the Sudoku solver component finds and stores all possible solutions for a Sudoku
puzzle with a given initial configuration using a recursive algorithm. Although the problem is solvable
in moderate time when 17 or more cells are filled in the initial configuration, it becomes increasingly
computation-intensive with a decreasing number of initially filled cells.

Figure 5 provides a comparison for device-only vs. offloaded execution time of the Sudoku solver
component for different number of initially filled cells. We observe that while the execution time for
on-device and offloaded execution are very close to each other for puzzle configurations of down to 18
initially filled cells, offloaded execution achieves 34 times better performance than on-device execution
when the initial board has 14 filled cells.
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Figure 5: Sudoku solver execution time for device-only vs. offloaded execution.

Figure 6 shows the total (Wi-Fi + CPU) energy consumption on the mobile device for device-only vs.
offloaded execution of the Sudoku solver. We see that offloaded execution achieves significantly higher
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Figure 6: Sudoku solver energy consumption for device-only vs. offloaded execution.

performance than device-only execution in terms of energy consumption too, consuming 87 times less
energy for the lowest number of initially filled cells.

Figure 7 shows the distribution of energy consumption over Wi-Fi and CPU utilization in the case of
offloaded execution. When the number of initially filled cells is between 17-20, Wi-Fi energy consump-
tion is relatively stable, as the application receives a single (unique) puzzle solution. For fewer initially
filled cells, the data received from the cloud is bigger, carrying all possible puzzle solutions for the given
initial state. We also see a spike in CPU utilization on the device for those cases: This can be explained
by the need to allocate space for the received data on the mobile device.
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Figure 7: Sudoku solver energy components for offloaded execution.

5.2 Experiments with the NQueens Puzzle

The NQueens puzzle is the problem of placing n chess queens on an n x n chessboard such that no two
queens can attack each other, i.e. no two queens share the same row, column or diagonal. Solutions to
the problem exist for all natural numbers n except for 2 and 3. In the following sets of experiments, we
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used an NQueens puzzle application, which either finds and stores all possible solutions to the puzzle for
a given n (Case 1), or finds all possible solutions, but only stores the number of solutions (Case 2).

5.2.1 Case 1: Returning all possible solutions for the puzzle

In this version of the NQueens application, the puzzle solver component finds all possible solutions for
the puzzle using a backtracking (recursive) algorithm and stores them in memory.
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Figure 8: NQueens solver (all solutions) execution time for device-only vs. offloaded execution.
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Figure 9: NQueens solver (all solutions) energy consumption for device-only vs. offloaded execution.

Figure 8 shows a comparison of the device-only vs. offloaded execution time for this version of the
NQueens puzzle application for different number of queens. Note that the mobile device cannot handle
more than 13 queens due to memory limitations. As seen in the figure, while the execution times are
close to each other for up to 12 queens, offloading performs about 25% better for 13 queens.

Figure 9 shows the total energy consumption on the mobile device for this set of experiments. We
observe that offloading always consumes more energy than the device-only approach, with the difference
getting sharper with increasing number of queens. For 13 queens, there are 73712 solutions to the puzzle,
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resulting in both a high data transfer cost and a high memory allocation cost in terms of energy, whereas
8 queens with only 92 solutions has moderate energy consumption.
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Figure 10: NQueens solver (all solutions) energy components for offloaded execution.
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Figure 11: NQueens solver (number of solutions) execution time for device-only vs. offloaded execution.

Figure 10 shows the distribution of energy consumption over the CPU and Wi-Fi components for
offloaded execution. We see that the percentage of the two energy components are quite close to each
other for every case.

5.2.2 Case 2: Returning the number of solutions for the puzzle

In this version of the NQueens application, the puzzle solver component still finds all solutions to the
puzzle using the same backtracking algorithm as in section 5.2.1, but only returns the number of solutions
(i.e. puzzles are solved in place, not requiring memory allocation for each solution). Figure 11 provides
a comparison of the device-only vs. offloaded execution times for this version of the application for
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different number of queens. While the execution times are close to each other for up to 12 queens,
offloaded execution achieves significantly better performance than on-device execution for more than 13
queens. Actually, it outperforms on-device execution by about 15 times when the number of queens is
15.
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Figure 12: NQueens solver (number of solutions) energy consumption for device-only vs. offloaded
execution.
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Figure 13: NQueens solver (number of solutions) energy components for offloaded execution.

Figure 12 shows a comparison of the total energy consumption on the mobile device for on-device
vs. offloaded execution. The energy consumption for offloading is significantly lower than for on-device
execution when the number of queens is more than 13. For 15 queens, offloading consumes about 1600
times less energy. The distribution of energy consumption over Wi-Fi and CPU utilization for offloaded
execution is seen in Figure 13. As expected, Wi-Fi energy consumption is very low, as the response data
contains only a single integer.
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5.2.3 Effect of multi-threading

In this set of experiments, we evaluate the performance of a multi-threaded version of the NQueens
puzzle from section 5.2.2, where there are as many threads as the number of queens and each thread of
execution finds the number of solutions for the puzzle for a fixed position of the first queen (queen on
the first row).

Table 1: Single vs. multi-threaded NQueens execution time (in seconds).

number of
queens

device-only
single thread

device-only
multi-thread

offloaded
single thread

offloaded
multi-thread

8 0.03 0.04 0.31 0.29
10 0.13 0.15 0.30 0.32
12 3.07 2.48 0.61 0.60
13 18.65 10.32 1.77 1.85
14 123.45 63.85 9.46 9.50
15 872.01 447.24 60.60 61.26

Table 1 provides a comparison of the execution time performances of the single-threaded vs. multi-
threaded versions of the NQueens puzzle solver. Note that offloaded execution uses a single core machine
(medium instance) in Amazon EC2. For on-device execution, we observe close to 2-fold speed-up with
multi-threading. The number 2 here is attributable to the existence of 2 cores on the mobile device.
We also observe that although offloaded execution still performs significantly better than on-device ex-
ecution, there is no noticeable difference between the single-threaded and multi-threaded versions of
offloaded execution, which is best explained by the lack of multiple cores on the cloud host. Table 2
shows that the total energy consumption on the mobile device is not affected by multi-threading.

Table 2: Single vs. multi-threaded NQueens energy consumption (in Joules).

number of
queens

device-only
single thread

device-only
multi-thread

offloaded
single thread

offloaded
multi-thread

8 0.08 0.05 0.20 0.21
10 0.16 0.14 0.27 0.23
12 1.84 2.08 0.26 0.19
13 10.64 10.38 0.22 0.21
14 69.32 70.16 0.32 0.27
15 488.86 493.52 0.29 0.26

We also performed experiments with different machine instance types in Amazon EC2 as the cloud
hosts, to see the effect of cloud host architecture on multi-threaded execution time. Specifications for the
machine instance types we used in the experiments are shown in Table 3.

Table 3: Amazon EC2 instance type specifications [18]

Instance type memory number of cores IO performance
Medium 3.75 GB 1 moderate

Large 7.5 GB 2 moderate
2x Large 30 GB 8 high
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Figure 14 compares execution times for the offloaded NQueens puzzle solver for different cloud host
types in Amazon EC2. We observe that for 14 and 15 queens, the performance speed-up is commensurate
with the number of cores in the host machine, with the 2x large machine instance taking 8 times shorter
than the medium instance and 4 times shorter than the large instance for the same number of queens.
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Figure 14: Multi-threaded NQueens solver offloaded execution time for different cloud host types.

6 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we proposed a dynamic performance optimization framework for mobile-cloud computing
using mobile agent based application partitions, imposing minimal structural requirements on the cloud.
Experiments performed with two real-world applications demonstrate that the proposed framework is
promising for improved performance and wide adoption in mobile-cloud computing. Future work will
focus on the three main enhancements of the framework as described below:

• Security: One of the main problems that the wide adoption of cloud computing faces today is the
security risks associated with using the cloud: The lack of control on resources and multi-tenancy
of different users’ applications on the same physical machine make cloud platforms vulnerable
to attacks. Possible security breaches in the cloud include leakage/modification of private data
and modification of program code among others. Our future work will involve extension of the
current framework to ensure that the offloaded application partitions are tamper resistant, i.e. any
tampering with the code or data of the agent-based partitions will be detected and upon tamper
detection, the agent will be forced to move to a different platform.

• Performance profiling: A static performance profiler will fall short in capturing the performance
for every possible problem size, as it could prove hard to enumerate all possible problem sizes
for a specific program partition. Our future work will involve investigating and developing a
performance profiler for the execution manager component of the framework, that is not strictly
dependent on exact performance measurement values for various problem sizes.

• Cloud resource provisioning: The performance of an agent-based application partition on a pub-
lic cloud host depends on the availability of resources on that host as well as the sharing of those
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resources with others. Even if a cloud host has very high computing power, simultaneous use of
its resources by a large set of clients can significantly degrade the performance for each client to
levels below acceptable for real-time tasks. Even though cloud resource monitors exist for some
cloud platforms today, the information they provide may not be accurate for real-time tasks and
such monitors may not always be accessible. In order to achieve accurate resource provisioning for
cloud hosts, we plan to augment mobile agents with the capability to probe for specific resources
on the host they migrate to. Once an agent is capable of resource provisioning, it can clone itself
on multiple cloud hosts and a performance comparison for the different hosts can be performed to
determine the most promising host for a specific application partition.
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