Distributed Resilience in High-Energy Physics DAQs

A. Wolosewicz', N. Shyamkumar’, E. Dart3, W. Ketchum?, J. Kowalkowski?, M. Wang?, N. Sultana’

T1llinois Tech 2 Fermilab 3 ESNet FERMILAB-POSTER-26-0143-CSAID-ETD

DIDAQt: A general system for failure resolution in HEP DAQs DIiDAQt Design
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