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Abstract

This paper proposes Double queue threshold QLT(Queue Length Threshold) algorithm
and Hysteresis effect QLT algorithm. as being DPS(Dynamic Priority Scheduling)
techniques, in order to advance the processing of multiple class traffics. Also. the
performance of the proposed algorithms is analyzed through computer simulations, and the
priority scheduling is analyzed using a retrial queue with two types of calls.

Our simulation results show that the performance of the proposed Double queue length
threshold QLT algorithm is superior to that of the conventional QLT algorithm for 2 or
more classes delay sensitive traffics. Also we find that Hysteresis effect QLT algorithm is
better mechanism than that of the existing QLT for real time and non-real time traffics.
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