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Abstract

These days, Multi-core processor is generalized in
the desktop market. Therefore, in terms of operating
system, task scheduler needs new strategies to
improve response time and turnaround time in the
this
popular Linux schedulers,
Scheduler) and BFS(Brain

are examined, the

environment. In main
algorithms  of
CFS(Completely Fair
Fuck Scheduler)

performance of the schedulers are analysed.
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2.3 BFS(Brain Fuck Scheduler)
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11.10(Kernel 3.2) with CFS, Ubuntu Linux 11.10
with BFS(3.1-sched-bfs—-414.patch)
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