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Abstract

Dynamic load balancing is the method to use the distributed systems efficiently. In this

method, the process-thrown processor selects process-executed processor when users throw pro-
cess.

In conventional methods, Selecting the process-executed processor is realized with probabilis-
tic strategy. But there is a posibility of selecting unsuitable processor.

In this paper, we propose and eveluate the new method using priority calculated by number of
task and throughput of processor, which is different from using probability at selecting processor.
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