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A Peer Availability Period Prediction Strategy for
Resource Allocation in Intemet-based Distributed
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Abstract

Intemet-based  distributed computing environment have been developed for advanced science and
engineering by sharing large-scale resources. Therefore efficient scheduling algorithms for  allocating
user job to resources in the Intemet-based distributed computing environment are required. Many
scheduling  algorithms  have  been  proposed, but these algorithms are not suitable for  the
Intemet—based Distributed computing environment. That is the previous scheduling algorithm does not
consider peer self-control. In this paper, we propose a Peer Avallability Period Prediction Strategy for
Intemmet-based  distributed computing environment and show that our Strategy has befter performance
than other Strategy through extensive simulation.
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