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Longest Processing Time Scheduling algorithm(LPT)
Shortest Processing Time Scheduling
algorithm(SPT)

Comparison between Scheduling Algorithms of Independed
Processing with a proposed algorithm

Abstract:

This paper investigates the analysis of scheduling algorithm of
independed processing like the Longest Processing Time Scheduling
algorithm(LPT) and Shortest Processing Time Scheduling algorithm(SPT)
and walking a comparison between them with a proposed algorithm
depending on the measuring length scheduling of each of algorithms to get
the ideal solution through applying some examples.
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(Multiprocessor System)

BINumber of Processors 2-2

(Uniprocessor System)

[ 1dleness Processor 2-3

, (2-1)



[388]

P1 1 1

P2 o )

( Crantt Chart )

(2-1)




[389] dilo gleolly s baalll-silualy yll qslill golall yosigoll piligy jali sac

-3
211 Scheduling Criteria 3-1
: (CPU Utilization ) -1
: (CPU  Throughput ) -2
. (Turnaround Time ) -3
: ( Waiting  Time) -4
(Ready Queue )

. (Response Time) -5

. (Scheduling Length) -6
@ Independent Tasks Scheduling : 3-2

Algorithms



Longest Processing Time

Shortest Processing Time
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Scheduling Algorithm (LPT)

Scheduling Algorithms (SPT)
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The proposed Algorithm 3-2-3

SPT LPT
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