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1: Input: Three Queues that contain tasks
2. (:A -a queue containing tasks admitted for the

low-level scheduling
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3: 4“(’/\’*‘ -a queue containing non—admitted and

urgent tasks

4: glyg -a queue containing non—admitted and
non-urgent tasks

5: Output: Three Updated Queues

6: Variables: U= 0, initialize U at every boundary
7

8: At every boundary of each task 7 4

9: 7 = getTask();

10: updateDist( 7 £ );

110if 7 4 is urgent then insert( 7 4, ¢)*);

12: else insert( 7, &)

13:forall 7 ;eg*do U= U+ 7 .r end for

14: if U< M then
15: for all 7 ;e ¢)"do updateTER(7 ); end for

16: for all 7 ;e ¢ do updateTER(7 )); end for
17: sortLEF(¢M);

18: sortLDF(¢Y4);

19t for all 7 ;e do

20 if U+ 7 ;r < Mthen
21: move( 7, &4, )
22: U=U+ t.n

23: else break;

24:  endif

25! end for

26: for all 7 ; e;ﬁ’g do

27 f U+ 7,.r < Mdo

28: move( 7 ;, g4, £M);
29: U=U+ 7.n

30: end if

31: end for

32: end if

33: At every time quantum:
34: PfairScheduling(£4);
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