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Bac kg round GMount DFS Available at http:/gxp.sourceforge.net
* Instantaneous

e Server-less, userspace, no configuration
e Short construction time

e Grid-Enabled
e Overcome NAT/Firewall

e Locality-Aware file operations

e Data recoverable from local filesystem
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 Popular world-wide Grid computing

e Rich computing resources distributed over the world
e InTrigger, Japan. http://www.intrigger.jp
e T2K, Japan. http://www.cc.u-tokyo.ac.jp/ha8000/
e Tsubame, Japan. http://www.gsic.titech.ac.jp/~ccwww/
e Grid5000, France. http://www.grid5000.fr
e DAS-3, Netherland. http://www.cs.vu.nl/das3/

e Increasing data sharing demands

e Distributed file systems (DFS)
* Inner-cluster: NFS, PVFS, LusterFS, GlusterFS
* Inter-clusters: Gfram, HadoopFS
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