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Abstract How to combine threads to be executed simultaneously must effect the performance of SMT processor systems
in which multiple instructions can be issued from multiple thread contexts and executed. A conventional research divides a
scheduling method into two phases for generate a good schedule: one is to collect information in order to evaluate candidate

schedules, and the other is to decide the best schedule among them at that moment. In this paper, we extend the former

phase to make it efficiency by exploiting program phase, which represents the behavior of each job. We also report some
simulation results showing that our proposal can improve the performance of an SMT processor system.
Keyword SMT, Thread Scheduling
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where two or more execution threads exist [1]
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