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Abstract: This paper proposes a mew long term evo]uti& TE) downlv(k;/sghe( luling algorithm based on the quality of service
(QoS), because the existing scheduling algorithms cm@ satisfy, the[ 16\11165 of multi—users and multi—services. This algorithm
improves the delay fraction of the modified maxiy \ eighted delay, figst (M -LWDF) algorithm and uses the channel quality

indication  (CQI) directly instead of instantaneou§yspeed to |9d|§(e complexnl\ In addition, some QoS parameters are taken into
account, such as guaranteed bitixate (GBR) & 0S <|d>§/ id enuﬁé (QCI). The simulation results show that the proposed algorithm
could improve the throughput ‘of non rea Q\fenues and) xedu > the delay of real-time services, and it is a good choice for LTE
downlink. \
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