Next-Gen Hadoop Storage: BlueField-3 and CSAL for Performance and Resilience

Abstract: Traditional Hadoop storage faces challenges in performance and resource efficiency for modern big data workloads. This poster introduces a solution powered by BlueField-3 and Solidigm’s CSAL software,
delivering superior throughput, reduced CPU overhead, and robust data protection via three-way replication, erasure coding (EC), and RAID, ensuring scalable and secure data management.
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