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A STUDY OF DISTRIBUTED SYSTEM AUTONOMOUSLY
ADAPTED TO COMPUTER NETWORKS

Takeshi Tanie, Hirotsugu Kakugawa, Satoshi Fujita, Masafumi Yamashita
Faculty of Engineering, Hiroshima University

Optimal parallelizin and execution form of distributed systems depend on the state of computer
networks. This paper suggests potentialities of the distributed systems which changes it’s parallelizm
and execution form autonomously. V
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