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ABSTRACT

The universal cloud computing environment, the increase of mobile devices, and the emergence of various
web-based services require large amounts of storage space. With the widespread use of Web-based storage
services, such as Google Drive, Naver Ndrive, Daum Cloud, there is a need for more storage space.
Therefore, storage areas can be provided according to the needs of users of virtualized storage resources
through a network, and a large, easy to extend, and royalty in a specific geographical location, cloud storage
may be the limelight. In this paper, find out about the features of open source software technology, Hadoop,
Swift, GlusterFS for Cloud Storage infrastructure.
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