%

F- 1

1.

3 C &I

FHE 2743, hREEE (CPU), F+ 3
L, AHIIEE (1/0), FEEE, mWMpRE Foo—
Fo27HBEMLOHREANS. COXIEY RF LI
&b, MBS ors A (YVad) BSEFTLTAE
xhaLs, REARCSOTEANECY, #FbiE
T3, oI UuHELLO R D EEE, BEYUULRY
Ta—NVEERNT, BRI 20, AXv—T1
v ey xFa (IF 0.8 ¢i89) 0®EDO—DT
3. Tbb, 0.8 oBMOhi, YaFlkKHTT
DINEMERLTECE, XS ICEFLKOBERAMNE
2ELTERTLENHS.
ABOHME, O.S. DAy Ya—NEEE L THY
HLDERMTRCLIEHB. Lo, O.S oF#
2V a— VD, BEEZRBRT I +HERTSET Y
AROTHRMICRKDOATVS LR WDV, &
iz, 4, SR (product-form solution) K 37§
HF750% v P 7 — 2 T F AT ENKNICREL
7228, FOHFEICLDIETE 225 Y 2 — VESHR
BDTREENBZCEDHS LTI - 12D,

L7di-T, MDBEREOHELLT, ROHOD
BEIONS: Tbb, BB TRITIRESE
FAMCBTREE,» S B OSNcEHE - RELICES
&, BREOHEELRE»SHBONIRBICAILT, &
AT REZAF V2a—NVEERET S, IO TH
3. ARWTHE, COBIZH-T, ET2HCBNT
HMiiner ekt 3, RELEEZ 52X 5 WERN
MRAEAL, RIZ3WMCHENT, HEOHETER
SNICAS P a— NI DNTHY 5.

2. BEFWNRYa—UVITORR

ZOMTE, £, BBIFOHER Y a - AR

t Scheduling in Operating Systems by Hi;ao KAMEDA (Depart-
ment of Computer Science, The University of Electro-Com-

munications).

1t BAEEREBRERSF AR TR
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23. FRL=F 42T « DXAFLD

S a—JLiEt
B H B ORM

SBELUHEST S Q.18). KL, &7V a—1ik
OFSITRILT 2 HARMME AT (2.21). 251,
Bz o EiEBA BT 22 Va— VIO
WTRT 5 (2.3H0).

2.1 Ry Sa=yYry -7IITYXLPD

KB TEZ AR Y a—LiEld, work-conserving
(LB EIcY a 705 1 DR Ea il 4 30BN TH
N, FhEY aTREOHENLERE T T T 5T
IAEKE A MNI) LF 5. work-conserving T
HBIARF T 2 —nNHL, 2.2WicBTE O GG
REMNEHBREES. BRI O.S. THEDLDN B XA
Ja—NEER, 1BEAEHIE work-conserving TdH
BLEZLTI.

MEBHMBRBENIY a 708, BT Tl LE
ENBEHEAS Y 2 —HiZ, nonpreemptive T
b3, Va7 uBEEGL THOY 2 T ELE
THZEMHBLDIE, preemptive TH B LD,
preemptive FRDEA, I NIz Y a 7 DRHED,
hiff ShicBAORENSHEN 3 b0, i,
preemptive-resume TH 5L 5. CPU 3, #HsA
HEHET & % D T, preemptive-resume F N AEHRA
Tx3%. I/O D& I3ZDHH L nonpreemptive 5
ROAHEHATE 3.

B, Ry Va—ViEld, TOREKEOTRD
ZEEWITOE I LTHEINS.

&I, ¥ a TORBHEOREILBNT, &V a7
Py RFAOREDREL KTBED HZEVIRET
AEHOABHN SN B,

BELICHOONBZRAr Pa—LEOSRAHI
AfEtcd : 72 &£ 213, FCFS (First Come First Served
—EIEMEE), LCFS (Last Come First Served),
LCFSPR (Preemptive Resume Last Come First
Served), Round Robin [& 3 7%, —Ek;i (time
quantum) 3O, time quantum &RT T & T
FHITOEKRIC D], Processor Sharing (AL
BEEBICAEOY a 7B 5L, BYVal2LFLT
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%-1 work-conserving Th s X4 ¥ a2 —WVEDHE

AT a= Y SORERLBOT

BEORBBIUEBEDLZ T FRORBIZETE

BT 2 MBOLEANE 6D HHEAVIHO
preemptive LCFSPR, Round Robin SPT, SRPT
(resume) 5%, Processor Sharing, LPT, LRPT &%

Generalized Processor Sharing

SEPT, SERPT,

LEPT, LERPT,

Preemptive Priority %

nonpreemptive FCFS, LCFS
FR Nonpreemptive Priority %

Nonpreemptive SPT

& 1/n O#X TUESF Z2—Round Robin iz BT
time quantum ORI ZEM/NC U 7 BRO FR &
#Z 5N 5), Generalized Processor Sharing (JAH
HEDOHENE2EY a TICRILZHETHEL WTLE
T5——HEEZHL { T5& Processor Sharing 5
K & 75 %), Preemptive Resume ¥ X7 Nonpre-
emptive Priority, %, ¥7/:8FE0%3F LWk o,
&Y a 7 OTEREREOMEHEEN KL SN 50
T, MOFRS LU I 273 : SEPT (Shortest
Expected Processing Time First), SERPT (Shortest
Expected Remaining Processing Time First), LEPT
(Longest Expected Processing Time First), LERPT
(Longest Expected Remaining Processing Time
First), %.

Ll, &Y 7O EERHREAENEZHL - T
HECEABETIRY Y 2—NEREH I £E &L
W &%, SPT (Shortest Processing Time
First), SRPT (Shortest Remaining Processing Time
First), LPT (Longest Processing Time First), LR-
PT (Longest Remaining Processing Time First),
Eup s (&1 8K).

2.2 27T a-YrI0REE ERTEL BE

fHAE

—fgiz, KV a7 s 5 Ry 3FELIEEREO X
S IHREIEEDEIR, AY Va—AMEREKET 2. L
MU, Ao a—VEAEMICEATTRTOY 57
25 ZADFEEHERKEEELTEL0IL BT ER
TEBV. THDL, Y3775 CEOEBTH
SHHEREEOMICRASL O ME N D 5. KEIT
3, TOXDEHED 2 VORBMRICOOTHT 3.

2T, REBEEOKL, MEIERGbOY a T
L5 TRET, THEEAERR—BLT3. LEBEEE
DAH Y 2 —NEIR AL work-conserving &3 3.
£vaslE, 75% 1,2, N gpHHIhs &7 5.

Nonpreemptive LPT %
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#£4 (1,2, N) # N:ET. ROEEEAVS.

A 2527V aT7ORER

§i: 73R j¥a T ORELERMEO ¥

572: 7252 Y a 7OMENERO BEDO T

Tj: 25279 a7OEEEERNE (Va7 0B

HEBICHEL THo, LEETUHTHNET
DD 1)

0i=A;855: 75 R Jicxts AMBEEEOFIHER

0=23;cy 0;: MEBHEEOFIFR

T: [5ERERE~7 v (T1, T2, -, Tw)

(A) Y aT7EE QRBEBOREPRY Y a—
N &S 7L (infinite-source @) ¥4 : &kd 3D
OHEEEZLS.

(A-1) GIGII—& /52D Va7 OHEBE

b, IELNEKSHD, EEOBA:

HEORAIRBOT, LELBEIRERESTHD
BLEMNKRETOY a 70, BRUERMO BN %E
EZ3 COR%® ZOMAWEY S unfinished
work & 3:. work-conserving LA 4 ¥ 42—V H:D
HAEEZ D&, unfinished work O MR 2, X ¥
Ta—NELELE (CNRRHFINERINEL
THERILT 3). ch# G/G/1 ORERIE VD,

(A-2) 73532 MMMN1—&ZY 377520

FIERERR D R ELER b RS E
BTHA:

work-conserving T&#H 1 % % 7 T (preemptive
FREAQYL) 24 P a—NEDLEEZ B, R4y
Va—NESERVIEAIEERM N2 bAasTic
WEEE, R4V a—AESHIEERE~s b AT
RATIED. EEOIRERME~N7 PVTAEERT
B(ERDEIM) Ay Va—VEBEET SCHDN
BESERBERROEBDTH 290

Sien P Ti=(1~0)13,cy 0555 (2.1)

BLUNCERDECROERFELEZICNL T,

Siez 0iT;Zz(0=2 ez i)' ez 0555 (2.2)
(2.1) IRENEHODLLTVS.

(A-3) 75ARTCE MIGN—FKYaT I 53 RAD

I ERMERBIERS AT, FTEL
HEHBERDBS !

work-conserving T&E I %iif7c L nonpreemptive
BAF Y 2 —VEOHEEZL L. EEROIEERE~
M TA2EET S (EROXS5R) 27 Ya—nikh
BHET 2700 SEVARBIIROLEEHDTH B9

Sien 0T ;=w0p/1—p)+3;cn 0551  (2.3)
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XU, NOEEOETRKRVESLES Zic
L4,

Ziez 05Ti2o(2 ey 0)1—3jcz P!

+2icy 053 2.9
72120, wo=3jen (1/2)2;52

(2.3) REEAIZHSDLTVAS.

(A-2), (A-3) A, EEFELSERH~Z b
ATOfERRZ, BEEEEZEL, MARTH S EIC
EEINIWD.

(A)ILBWNT, MBREBE~DO Y s THEBA Y
Va—-NEBICEOHNWEREL. 244 2T Y
Iy RFACEGTEEHERP, SES SISy
A5 LREBTZ CPU %, MWEEBEEALLILE,
CDRERBREN TN, Licdi-oTRO L S 15
AEEZDEITTS.

(B) va7RIEY, WEEBOREPRY Ja—
WERICIRET 284

ZDBADOHEA—BENIT RS B C & I2IEE I REE
Tdh Bh5, WDOKDicHMi{bahc (finite-source D)
BAKE, EESEONTVE: 75X DY a 7h
MEEBICH S E XL, £07 5 ROBHERIL (T
bt WHEBCHIE/FADY a7 HIIEA1
DTH3B). 75X jVaTD, HELAERRR, Fi
17, JEREEE A KT S RICEIE M b 3 £ TORM
i, FH 1T, WThAIEHSREL T LT 5.
(A-2) L AR, WEEEICENT, work-conserving
T4 -3 (preemptive FRAEEY) R4 Y a—
AMEBBOONEET S, COLEs, FEEROISEER
Ry MNVTRERT B3Ry Y a—VEBEETHD
@%§+ﬁ.§#li, mg) é: ﬁ D f& 67),9),10) B

Sien U,;=U(N) (2.5)
LU, NOEEOETROERSEA Z i
LT,

Zicz U;SUZ) (2.6)
722U, Ui=1[udT;+12)] B&U, UM)=1
—(ZM A 2o p, iny=n Mier )™

@5 REFEEMEHSbL TS, ¥ UR, 725
Z2j Va7 kL ANBEBRRAREHSDL TS,
(CoBE, Usid, -, R4 a—NKICRET
3.)

HBEFHRES~7 bV U=U Uz, -+, Ux) OFEERD
BEEEKERL, MEBTHICEIREERINL.

2.3 BERY D a—NEO®

PRI ED 5 b, ISEMH~Z A TH, <7 b

agn
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UpoBEBICERIN b0 KE L & 5. Hifio
(A-2), (A-3), (B) TR~ BAICELTIR, CD&
S inEReisE S R b & 4 RO, ORISR EED
FEHERUREIN B L E8OH» B, L2,
SIEBHOEYTE2ELTHELD. (A-2), (A-3)
oHBEIR, T=Z ey UTNZjen ). (B)DH
e, T=(Z;ey wUTHZ ey tUs) £155.
choDBe, FEMERERME 5,503 4
DEWY a7 75 23EEVEEIRNE 5L TRES
2HRSEPT ik > T, THB/NCISE L ENEE
IZh b,

SELSERETIB-THAE, (A-D0Bs, &
BI2i39TeE, SRPT 8 T #8/N2T 52 &4
SNTVBW, X5, WLDOMDRY Y a2 —LEKIT
21T, ENEhD 52 3 T OEOMOK/NEHRHH
SNTNED (J2& %1, SPT kv FCFS ok
7, FCFS kb LPT 0}, K& T Oftix 52
3).

3. ARV—F 42U - VRFLADRT a2~
vy

U a THEHERY X T Atk > TIEBEH B0,
EFTEO YV a T MFELBR e —FEAN B T ENKE
T, ENHOEDY a 74 CPU R I/O 2T 5.
Lichs-T, HEBY X7 LB 3 0.5 itk 3%
rYa—)rSOREIIR, RO 2BENEEH 3.

(i) EHECEL ¥ a 7OHEA (job mix &1EL)
RET B L,

(i) HOEEE (CPU, BI¥E) T80 58b
DAY a—n.

AT}, 9, FEMBEEEDOXA Y a—) v JiIC
DT L 3.1, 3.2Hi), RiT job mix O PEITH
b 3dy X5 LBREEBICONTR~S (3.3 47).

3.1 CPU Ry va—-yvy

CPU it 358 icdd 5, £V a 7 HoDE
RKIZEATH S : TSS ¥ a 7TRBNISEAEST 32,
Ny FYa T RISEEDERMEN. CPU 3 3AA
HHETH ADT, preemptive A4 Y o — L ihk HY
ICHWAC EiITEY, &Y 3 THo0IGERERICIS
ZBLEMTES.

£Z£Va70D CPU AR OBATHS: 55
Y a7iR, 1Eo CPU MEORERME L (I/O
bound) 43, $2 b0z, AHANERICK Z thlfissh
32%Co, 1Bl CPU B OmERMBEL (CPU
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17 21 N7 TN bawnd 27 . 7
WO 4OV G, EYANS oouna /d/’\—lﬂ\l'

&%mm&%zéé,ﬁﬁﬂ/eréﬁoﬂﬂ%ﬁ
(R—=Fy b) DELED T L5, BROUICREN
TP, F4, 2D K D I RAF Ia—EED,
BELLDOHERY 27 A EVWTERBICALSATY
35 (&S5 HRA dynamic dispatching %t
IEgs). ERMicd, BEIhKBATH 34, 20
BEENREN TR, O FRAEREBICHNWS
BACEBEICE 50, £Y 3 7D, [JO bound/CPU
bound OEEA FHIT A5 HHETH 3. 1D, time
quantum % W TEETZ3HRNTH D, Round Robin
REO—PITHB. T, HEIaT7OBEEDLZEL
RESOTFAT2HRASG & 5. WIhickk, 1/O
bound YV a 7BV EERMNE 55X 55 Rz, 0B
EhrmEigscick kel TEHERL
TR LIRS VH 5.

#AHIE, CPU IB1F 5 4 —/x~y FELRIIC
PES DT, preemptive XY a— A EKICDONTIIE,
A=~y F2RBICIEUT, ZERTILEND 5.

3.3 F4RY, ESADRY TV a—Y v yo-2

BEF+ A/7PBEAVNS 40 & 5 15 MBEERER
i, BENEBELEIOT, 77 AT EESE
B H~TEECRNT &Y, KEIREELS.

FS A7 4 R7ICBVT, HEEHNLAMITEY
T/ e ABABNCT B Ry S a—EEELT, &
BEDT —aP~Ny FORB»S DT 7« ABHOD,
BH/NEOEH~ND, T2 e RAERE, EERNET
3505 5. COFRR, F7L4957 4+ X270
It Tid, SATF (Shortest Access Time First)
% LI N, FCFS oY ffoRBEBREIE ST C
LORITHICGREINT WS, %7, COFRR, 74
ZIDT — LD — 2 JIEICDONTIiL, SSTF (Short-
est Seek Time First) I 5. SSTF i & h
W, 7—4285 WHOALICHZY ) v FITC &
MDD, TI/AT DV v AHREEICHE L
Bicoh, ISERBEC RS LW EENS 3. C
hicdivs 2 7.mic SCAN (7 — 4 2B T H %,
WICESZFTERINY) H, SBZEL 50 T3,

EROR 7Y a—NEORITZ, B T/7exE
RIEEBET v BEEZLUTEREL TiTbhTO
3. Ld L, SSTF T2 TE, WAWATIZAICX
DIRITRERBEH IR TV DS, EREERLONE
SHhTWIEVEBVDRTVBE®, nWThitkk, E
Blick3 &, @F, FT1+RA7KBT5FBIB/MEL

VAFLDRY Va— Nk 465

= 71 NT
D DVNK, 7

L% 2 3%
DT, T—bDRY 2= )V JOHRRDLITVE S
WhhTNBE2,

3.3 YRFLWEARE

YR T aEONBENORLEE, £V 3 TORE
HEROERELZBNELE, HEBY 2T LDV 3
T AFYa—Yr7iE, 9 job mix OREILK
iTbha. D X5 % job mix OPEZ, CPU
P IO KT ER Ca—NOHBOERS ET B,
EBICEERIETH S, ThETO, bTHicES
DTOAEINRBEL LSS, TOREIHREEIN
520,

—%, EOEMOERICHL T, EERAIHEFBREL
SOFRRIAEL, £Dw, BED 0.8 gHn
T, RO &S HBH@FABERI I 2OFR
Tit, O.S. ¥, ¥ 27 L2LEK0 FARED, £V 3
TieHT ANEHORELR, WA TE=4L, ZOH
EREICESOT, BEAICEY 328H job mix D
ZERY, (0.8 iIT&-T) BFMCTHON 32,

ZOHFRICHBINT, job mix OHIEOFEREL T,
swapping (¥ a 707w/ 5 44 XLiEd» MR
&N H3VRTOFFEN, BET I L) BAL
shtz. UL, swapping icid, FEBicEL0BER
BEPEN, TOHEBERIZ, CPU BT 38AHD
BAOKTRED. COFROTT, HEO-H0
swapping BERUBENETTZC L0, LELI
BRIENh®. ZORKE, %ic, job mix OFMzE,
swapping D AiC L 53°ic, domain &S5 HFR4 &
L TRz b 1T 2 AR ERE N, domain i3,
Va7 7 RCHIEL, Bib->TEDLNIBERD
b EEALAHED. domain DEEEIL, 274
DEEREITISLT, O.S. itk BEEXH 3. o)X
Rid, job mix DAFHWE VLI BEEH SR, DL
BLEDDELEBEZZZENT 2 L. (oK BFR
EL TR, BFRIT2T) 2R.]

Y RFLADMBEEND, Ay Va—LEIZLDED
SUWNEEZ SNBIBAIC, THELT 30 ICEIMIC
55, 2.2 fio (A) OBACRAULMBEZSL,
T ISEREE RS poliey function Qi EHEIN 3
BAOBRNERLBOIATHE®,

\ e
o

‘._.

4. B bH T

ZOABITBNTY, MOELOSF [, B
RUCEBICARIN 2HEHE, BEOV X 7LD
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B EOMicRKERRBOMNS B, LhL, HEOD
VAT LEDRBRT B85 x—20BRIERKEL, £
DD+ EBOHERILDNT, BEEICERET
W, REVa=- Yy SOEEMEEYICERBTACE
i1, REgRicE». —F, BRIk, BEE<
DOFERVBERICHTEROBABEZNELTS, B
EDYRAF LAOEMUTEHAEBRT 2/ DDEBD,
HENLEOLHORBELAEL 381 0TR, &
LI28EL T3, SR TOEBBSERINGL
LosArEE N 5.
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