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A Dynamic-Priority-Based Real-Time Scheduling
Algorithm for Mixed Task Set

XU Wen-qing, YANG Hong-yu
(College of Computer Science, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China)

Abstract: Aim at complicated real-time model the paper proposes a new Dynamic-Priority-Based real-time
scheduling algorithm for mixed task set. The experimental results show that, the algorithm can improve the
probability of satisfaction of deadline for hard deadline tasks; and it also improves the proportion of accomplish
of firm deadline.

Key words: deadline task; critical priority; temporarily degrade of service of quality; (AR)accomplish rate;
(SR)satisfaction rate



