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• Instantaneous• Popular world-wide Grid computing Instantaneous Popular world wide Grid computing • Server‐less, userspace, no configuration• Rich computing resources distributed over the world
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B$ sshfsm A:/mnt B:/inter B:/share /mnt
K: The number of children C$ sshfsm A:/mnt C:/inter C:/share /mntK: The number of children
Every node spans O(K) connections D$ sshfsm B:/mnt D:/share /mntEvery node spans O(K) connections
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