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Dynamic Load Balancing Method
using Process Buffer Scheme for Distributed System
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Abstract  In this paper, we propose a dynamic load balancing method using process buffer for distributed
system. The method proposed here takes into account processing capability of each processor and remove a
restriction that process can be migrated at the process input epoch. Our method determine the maximum
number of processes which can be executed in each processor in proportion to its computation power. When
the number of processes executed is equal to this maximum number, arrival processes are stored in a process
buffer which is virtually settled. Processes in process buffer are candidates for process migration. As a result,
CPU resourse are evenly shared, and it flexibly balances load in a system.
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