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Abstract

The paper studies the impact of execution
time prediction and memory prediction on
resources alocation for SMP cluster. Previous
backfilling scheduling agorithms typically
require run time prediction from the user. In this
paper, we suggest that the information provided
by users should also include memory prediction.
Experimental result shows that as larger
predictions are given, better performance will be
achieved.
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Average of Slowdown 67.0 64.0 64.5 66.7 69.5
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