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Table 1 Test Group List

Group Storage Server
Group 1 HDD1 16
Group 2 MLC SSD(PM830) 16
Group 3 eMLC SSD(SM825) 16
Group 4 HDD2 32
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Fig. 1 Test group organization
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Fig. 2 DFSIO-write benchmark test result
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Fig. 3 DFSIO-read benchmark test result
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Fig. 4 Terasort benchmark test result
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