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Abstract : In this paper, we try to improve the performance of the demand paging loader
suggested to use the demand paging way that is not based on operating system. The demand
paging switching strategy used in the existing operating system can know the recently used
pages by running multi-processing. Then, based on it, some page switching strategies have been
made for the recently used pages or the frequently demanded pages. However, the strategies
based on operating system cannot be applied in single processing that is not based on operating
system because any context switching never occur on the single processing. So, this paper is
trying to suggest the demand paging switching strategies that can be applied in paging loader
running in single process. In the Return—-Prediction—-Algorithm, we saw the improved performance
in the program that the function call occurred frequently in a long distance. And then, in the
Most-Frequently-Used-Page-Remain-Algorithm, we saw the improved performance in the
program that the references frequently occurred for the particular pages. Likewise, it had an
enormous effect on keeping the memory reduction performance by the demand paging and
reducing the running time delay at the same time.
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