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(A workflow scheduling based on decision table
for cloud computing)
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Abstract Cloud computing has gained great popularity because users don’t need to
install any softwares as well as maintain hardwares and service providers also can utilize
its resources through virtualization of servers. As workflows feature wvariableness and
servers are heterogenous, efficient scheduling of workflows in cloud computing is important
factor in view of responsibility and resource utilization. In this paper, we propose a new
workflow scheduling named 2-step scheduling which prioritizes each workflow through its
significance degree and allocates resources to workflows through decision table. The goal of
this 2-step scheduling is to improve responsibility as well as availability versus cost.
Simulation results show that the proposed scheme in contrast of counterparts can improve
the responsibility as well as availability of resource.
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