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A Study on the Queueing with Dynamic

Priority in Communication Network
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ABSTRACT

A% (inital priority) & 722

¢4 % (dynamic priority) o] IgH

Messages which are entered into communication networks are processed according to the priorities

manipulated by serveral queueing disciplines. This study is concerned with one of those disciplines, dynamic priority.
We analyzed the average waiting time for the messages be processed by dynamic priority in queue. The priority is
variated by the message's wailing time in queue. The dynamic priority discipline can be classified according as me-

ssage have initial priority or not. Differences of above two discriplines were considered.
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