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ABSTRACT

This paper proposed a concurrency control structure based on specialized data flow graphs that

was analysed a run-time concurrency control activity to be integrated with the task scheduler.

Data were viewed as flowing on the arcs from one node to another in a stream of discrete to

tokens. The network that is based upon the Entity-Relationship model, can be viewed a fixed

problems used query tokens as a data flow graph. The performance was measured used in the

various expriments compared the overall performance of the different concurrency control
methods, DBFG(DataBase Flow graphs) scheduling had the knowledge to obtain better

performance than 2PL in a distributed environment,
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