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Abstract

PQ(Priority Queue) and WRR(Weighted Round Robin) are the most famous schedulers, however, these schedulers have
both points of advantages and disadvantages. In this paper, we propose an algorithm that can be adopted in any kind of
scheduling type with making up for weak points of PQ and WRR. The proposed algorithm includes a fuzzy theory in the
scheduler to assign priorities dynamically in the DiffServ network. This algorithm produces the control discipline by the
fuzzy theory to assign priorities of the Queue effectively with checking the Queue status of each class dynamically under
the discipline.
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