
AbstrAct
Energy consumption in enterprise storage systems is becoming a significant operational concern as data volumes and 
environmental regulations grow. This paper assesses the energy efficiency of next-generation storage technologies, 
including QLC NAND SSDs, tape-based archival systems, and storage-class memory (SCM). It models power usage 
effectiveness (PUE) across various deployment scenarios, from edge data centers to hyperscale cloud platforms. The research 
offers recommendations for designing greener storage architectures while maintaining enterprise-grade performance 
and reliability.
Keywords: Energy Efficiency, QLC NAND, Tape Storage, Storage-Class Memory, Sustainability, Data Centers, PUE, Green 
IT, Enterprise Storage, Hyperscale.
International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities (2025)

Energy-Efficient Enterprise Storage: Evaluating the 
Sustainability of Emerging Storage Technologies
Venkatesan Mani
Sr. Engineer, DELL EMC, Chennai, Tamil Nadu, India.

International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities

             E-ISSN:2454–566X   
International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities  Volume 11, Issue 2, 2025

IntroductIon

As the digital universe expands exponentially, the 
energy footprint of storage infrastructure has come 

under intense scrutiny. Data centers, once measured solely 
by performance and uptime, are now evaluated for their 
environmental impact, with energy consumption at the 
forefront. According to the International Energy Agency 
(IEA), data centers consume nearly 1% of global electricity 
demand, and storage infrastructure constitutes a significant 
portion of this usage.

Emerging technologies such as quad-level cell (QLC) NAND 
SSDs, tape-based storage, and storage-class memory (SCM) 
promise to improve both performance and sustainability. 
However, their deployment must be contextually evaluated 
across edge computing setups, enterprise-scale private 
clouds, and hyperscale data centers to gauge their true 
energy impact. This paper investigates these technologies to 
help storage architects balance efficiency with operational 
and regulatory demands.

Literature Review
Green IT research has increasingly emphasized sustainable 
storage practices. Barroso et al. (2018) examined energy 
proportionality in large-scale systems, highlighting storage 
as a persistent bottleneck. QLC NAND SSDs, as noted by 
Kumar et al. (2021), offer high density but at the expense of 
endurance and power draw under mixed workloads.

Tape storage, often dismissed as outdated, is gaining 
renewed interest due to its minimal idle power consumption. 
Studies such as Miller & Han (2020) demonstrate tape’s 

advantages for cold data archival, especially when aligned 
with energy-aware scheduling.

SCM technologies like Intel Optane provide ultra-low 
latency and high throughput but exhibit higher idle power 
consumption compared to NAND-based drives. Their 
suitability for write-intensive applications and their potential 
integration into hybrid memory/storage architectures is still 
being actively explored (Zhao & Lin, 2022).

Research Questions
• How do QLC NAND SSDs, tape storage, and SCM compare 

in terms of energy efficiency?
• What are the trade-offs between performance and 

energy savings in different deployment scenarios?
• How does each technology affect overall Power Usage 

Effectiveness (PUE) in enterprise and hyperscale 
environments?

• What design principles should guide sustainable 
enterprise storage architectures?

Methodology
A comparative evaluation was conducted using simulation 
data and real-world performance profiles obtained from 
public benchmarks and vendor whitepapers. The setup 
included:
• Simulation Models: Edge site (50 TB), Enterprise data 

center (500 TB), Hyperscale environment (10 PB)
• Technologies Analyzed: QLC SSDs, Tape Libraries (LTO-

9), and SCM modules (Intel Optane DC)
• Metrics: Average operational power (watts/TB), IOPS/

watt, latency (ms), idle power, and PUE impact
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Test conditions
• Mixed workload simulation: 30% reads, 50% writes, 20% 

idle
• Environmental assumptions: 22°C ambient, redundant 

power supplies, 1.3 baseline PUE

results
Comparative Energy Consumption of Storage Technologies 
(Simulated for 500 TB Load) (Figure 1).

Energy and Performance Characteristics of Storage 
Technologies (Table 1).

Analysis
The results highlight trade-offs inherent to each technology. 
SCM delivered the highest IOPS/watt, ideal for latency-critical 
applications but at a steep energy cost. QLC SSDs provided a 
compromise with strong performance and moderate energy 
use, suitable for hot data in primary tiers.

Tape outperformed others in energy efficiency, consuming 
negligible power when idle—making it optimal for cold 
archives. However, its retrieval latency and mechanical wear 
limit its use to infrequent-access scenarios.

PUE deltas show that deploying SCM or QLC in high 
volumes slightly raises cooling and facility energy demands, 
necessitating compensatory efficiency elsewhere in the stack.

dIscussIon
To design sustainable storage architectures, a multi-tiered 
strategy is recommended. Hot data should reside in QLC 
SSDs, latency-sensitive applications can leverage SCM 
selectively, and archival workloads should be relegated to 
tape.

Further, storage-aware workload orchestration and intelligent 
caching can help minimize energy-intensive access to higher-
power devices. Environmental sensing and energy-aware 
scheduling can align storage operations with green energy 
availability in edge and hyperscale deployments.

conclusIon
Sustainable storage requires more than efficient devices; it 
demands holistic architectural planning. This study confirms 
that while no single technology fits all needs, thoughtful 
combinations can reduce energy footprints while preserving 
enterprise-class performance. Future research should explore 
AI-based predictive tiering, renewable energy integration, 
and lifecycle carbon assessments.
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Table 1: Energy and Performance Characteristics of Storage Technologies
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Figure 1: Comparative Energy Consumption of Storage Technologies 
(Simulated for 500 TB Load)
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