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Some shared objects are communication objects to exchange 
messages and transactions. Only processes in reference to a 
communication object (administrated by replication 
strategies) are granted access via the local coordination 
server. The local softWare systems are capable of controlling 
transactions; creating, reading, and Writing of communica 
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management, and taken together, form a global operating 
system. The netWork operates like a single global super 
computer and neW processes and sites are dynamically 
added. The updateable objects has a non-resettable logical 
time stamp, is capable of storing data, and are coordinated 
by an optimistic concurrency control Without utiliZing 
explicit locks on the objects. The updateable object data is 
Writeable on distributed peer nodes. 
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