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write(v) - @ Failures: Crash Failures ! \d | renam ead@)  eadd quorums intersect)
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Algorithm SFW

Key Idea . : : ([ : ; i
y Algorithm: SFW SSO Writer-Server Interaction Theorem: No execution of safe register
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Tag is incremented by the WIS SOOI @10 G e system, contains more than N-1 consecutive,
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?es eonsges ased on serve Read Protocol: one or two rounds register implementations that exploit an N-wise
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* Receive requests, update local timestamp and return <tag,v> (oMo ) L O O @ c = write status Undeterminable => SLOW (server's possib|y contained P4
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NS2- Simulation PlanetLab Implementation
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