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Master_loadBalance() /Master == &5 753

{
while (Nmasier_Queue 2 01 > 0)

if ( Free(C); > 0 AND Free(M);> 0){
Allocation_Naave(Jm); / i-th €3 0] ¥ k=) Z<¢](J,) &F
if (Free(M) > MRY / "l22} §# 23, MR 122 873
Execution( Jm);
Receive(Jme1);
Jelse{
Slave_LoadBalance(Jn) ; //In slave node, load balancing
}
} esle if { Free(C), <= 0 OR Free(M)>0) {
Allocation_Nuave{Jm);
Waiting(Jmk; 1w & CPUZ} fr 3 B 2 € w712} o7
if (Free(M) > MR, { /MR;: sl 2.8 873
Executing( Jm);
Receive(dm.1);
Yelse{
Slave_LoadBalance(Jm) ; //In slave node, load balancing

}
}else {
Return Nimaser_QueUe(Jm) ; / Niuger_QueueZ J, B4
}
}

}

Slave_lLoadBalance(J.) //Slave =5 & 755
if (ML + MR >= MT; )}
{

Block_New_Job(); /M 2& 339 &9 2=
Update_FSI_table() /#/ FSI_table2] A 8. 44

Best-fit_Nuwe = Select_Best-fit_Node(); /Best-fit £#o]H. = A€
If { BesEfit_Nyave = @)
, Iwa(iting(); HHRE} FF 4H2 2 97z o)
else

)Job_Migration(Jm); // migrate J, to Best-fit Ny,

}else {
Retum Nimgster_Queue(Jm) ; #/ Nyuster_Queue I, B3
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