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Balancing/Unbalancing in General Queueing Networks with Multi-Server Stations

7

jél

Kim, Sung Chul

are also discussed.

We consider o general queueing network with multi-server stations, The stations are

Ahstract |

under heavy traffics or moderate variable conditions. We develope an algorithm to
determine the optimal loading policy, which minimizes the congestion in a network. Under
more specified condition, majorization and arrangement orderings are established to

compuare, respectively, various loading and assignment policies. implications of results
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Table 1. 44 of
B AL n
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L = Z o
1123 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
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212 |2] 24 2.0 16 | 1.9263 | 1.9333 19403 | 442.2 | 450.1 | 4497 g7.87182
212|214 1% 2.0 21 | 1.9353 | 1.9333 1.9313 | 454.5 | 450.1 | 4455 £8.4388
2|l2124 21 2.1 21 | 1.9333 | 1.9333 109333 | 4726 | 4726 | 4726 92.60838
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