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Figure 2. Percentage of the sum of the requested capacities (from all requests of dataset) that could be
successfully allocated during simulation. One marker per simulation run, for a 16 TB platform. Results
show the algorithm and layout in use, and are grouped by split strategy.
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Figure 3. Maximum individual disk capacity utilization (% of total disk capacity), for 16TB and 64TB platforms, split
strategy enabled at 200GB. We can confirm 16TB is too small (most disks are full), but the next size (64TB) would be
underutilized (very few disks are used at more than 60% of their capacity).
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