Shareable

How Private ae Home
Directories?

Carlos Maltzahn
UC Santa Cruz

27 February 2008



Problem

People ae overwhelmed ly their data
collection.

DifPcult to managewen with keyword seach
Scace metadata (@.few relationships beteen bles)
Small sets ofalevant bles (high demanarfaccuracy)

So what?

Mounting data loss
DigitalAge becomes a Darkge



Shaeability Hypothesis

ldeaMaximize sharing of data managemerdreff

Web has maysuccessful examples:

.. Delicious Digg = reddit B3 Facebook QY StumbleUpon

File systems lva enouglshareable files to
male collaboratie data management

feasible



Approach

shareable file:

should be managed aoiss ble systems and/
users.

not necessani managed that wgcurrently.

How t0O measue:

compae home diectories of a user gquup
over-estimate due to common system bles
underestimate due to sharing outside theogip
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Approach

shareable file:

should be managed aoiss ble systems and/
users.

not necessani managed that wgcurrently.

How to measue:
subjective categorization by user suwey
focus on Ples user cas about
measuement independent of sample siz



Categries

local: Ple neer leares this computer (not shaable)
user wants to manage Pble
not suitable ér sharing among computers or users

user: Ple is private (shaable)
suitable ér sharing among computers of same user

group: Ple is estricted to goup (shaeable)

pub lic: Ple is public (shaable)
downloaded or published Ples
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/3% of suveyed & relevant bPles a shaeable!
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For more inormadtion...

Ongoing suwrey:
WWW.cS.ucs@du/~carlosm/Swey/

See me at mposter!
Thank yu!


http://www.cs.ucsc.edu/~carlosm/Survey/
http://www.cs.ucsc.edu/~carlosm/Survey/

Results:
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