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int idlePE;
struct job_type {
int execute_pec; /* number of PE job needs */
int cost; /* execution time of job (if predictable) */
struct job_type *target_job; /* job to schedule */
struct queue_type {
struct job_type *job;

} queue[QUEUEMAX]);

/* number of idle PE %/

/* job */
/* job queue */

Fit_Pe_First_Scheduling()
{
int target;

SORT_QUEUE(queue);
target = 1;
target_job = queue[target].job;
while((target_job != NULL)&&(idlePE != 0)) {
if(targel_job.exccute_pe <= idlePE) {
SCHEDULE(arget_job):
target++;
larget_job = queue{target].job; }
else (
target-—+;
target_job = queuc{target].job; } }
)

SORT_QUEUE(queue)

sort jobs in job queue;
SCHEDULING((target_job)

schedule target_job;

X 1: Fit Processors First Scheduling
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