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Abstract Key-value storage is the simplest form of database organization and it plays a key role in data-intensive application sce-
narios. With the increasing demand for timely data analysis, good system performance becomes more and more important. At
present, the storage engine of most key-value storage systems is the log-structured merge tree(LLSM-tree). Because of its excellent
write performance,the LSM-tree is widely used in the write intensive scenes and the storage layer of modern NoSQL system.
Compared to the traditional B-tree, LSM-tree adopts sequential write access mode. At the same time, it uses memory buffer to
batch new write threads.so it has greater write advantages. Nevertheless, repeated reading and writing of data and unnecessary
compression operations lead to the problem of read and write amplification of the LSM-tree. Finally, these problems seriously af-
fect the performance of the system,especially in the data-intensive application scenarios. Nowadays, researches have make great
efforts to solve the problems. Firstly, this paper investigates various factors that affect the performance of the LSM-tree.collects
a lot of literature on improving the performance of LSM tree-based key-value systems, organizes and categorizes them. Then it
discusses their advantages and tradeoffs to enable readers to understand LSM tree-based storage technologies and their optimiza-
tion strategies. Finally, several representative LSM tree-based key-value storage technologies are surveyed and some potential fu-
ture research directions are discussed.
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B A A AL B FR AT A Guard” K i i SSTable 20 7] 4 78
PRl . 3SR e A5 AT LR 4% 4 A A e 0 A7 M 256 ) 3 4% LA S R
I, — AR, ESTET — KRS S I B b e iR
N ik — 4R T X SSTable 19347 28 #2505, DL 4R T i Bl 28
WA PERE . PebblesDB AT L [R] it 52 8 45 41K 1 55 0 Kk 48 5
BEHFHE, EANJREEE — 4 SSTable, MMi J& ¥ — 4~ # 19
SSTable BtH5 AT —JZ ., 3 B30 7T LLORAIE 76 J& 45 38 45 i, 4F
KREFZ I R T TS A— W, T G 85 2 i 50 )
SRS —Fh R 4R

1E FLSM R} i) I 45 SR Mg o B — A 45 28 B 10 = BT 8 JL Y
SSTable #f 2 HE4f )5 5 HEAT - E1 0 X BE 1 — )2 58 @ M ARig AT
G, I By SSTable 4 #EWUHT 1) SSTable B a3 7E T — )= 1
A G & B SSTable 41, i 72 LSM # i HU 75 B2 46 £
R —A SSTable, A fif ol it & 32 8 4E (1) 0] 8, Pebbles-
DB 7Ef 4> SSTable 51 AT —/~7i Bk JE 4510 R A6 2
FETE 25 58 W B, 3B 4 T B IUR Wb B2 1Y SSTable, 7 R KFEAL T
HOHE 2540 T BN IR B RE T4 . FEPUAT Get B 4ERT , Pebbles-
DB j# 3 4025 5 1 A Guard A H H 9 SSTable i 17
8 F L I We 2 AR AR R b B 3 0 67 Ok AT Y B A 9] 5 Peb-
blesDB i A I 841 15 3 S0 4 1Y) BR A {5 8., 8 T 5 58 1R 500 F ik
F5 DL 09 R AS DL R 11547 352 BRI Bl 2 16 9 #54

PebblesDB R FI Y & £ 2 18 JF- 17 48 & i 48 R w4
LRI — A SSTable B R M E Z &M K., 5§
LSM # (25 4% #E R M He . FLSM B H 23 72 A AR /N B T 4 . 15
JE A R GEITBA H TE A B P %t SSTable 43 X B 7= A (1 1/
O T % [BAE N ;55 —J7 i, FLSM M ] A7 5 4 16 45— 2
YT Guard 2f ff 4y X fie /N b, B2 X & = 4 g — 2
SSTable 43 X ASF-fif (18] 8, [A] B, PebblesDB 4 77 75 H Ath #¢
Uit B 5E . WA AR 60 3R 58 235 S AT W AE T, PebblesDB
St LSM R ELAT 5 a1 352 BBORI AL B A5 9 0 48 3R, AE AT A
W3R A AL — AN TE 3 9 Guard Fl SSTable £ 77 4 B & 1
TSR, BE A B A BEON , K Z BOR SR A AN TS B A A
WAEH . HR L YT B S A T S0 — 41 B0HE 36 A B 17 i

R YT, PebblesDB 2 P2 HETE 2 1Y 1/0 JF 8§, 40 95 e K4t
B /NS ] 961 482 4 B, PebblesDB 23 b LSM ##f £ 7% 4 K 24
30 %6 W FF4  AFLB 25 A 1) 30 B A 97 K, TR R s AR I T B, 0 2
0 B A 98 P SR A A AU TR AR TR S AT R
3.1.4 dCompaction

dCompaction™™ 5] AT Hg $0 & 25 A1 48L& JF 19 ME & LA I
MG IR I %, 76 M LA IF 0 B b & A Bl — Al B
SSTable, X #£ /) SSTable H £ ik 47 faj 5 (9 % A L i AS X He it
BRI FE AR VB . (HJE B LY SSTable &35 M B A H &L
Fil ) 22 4~ SSTable, Bt A 1] VL B S BEAIR, 9 1 i Pk A~ [A)
1 , dCompaction H 4J8 fil & L 52 % 45 #: /E /) 52 & SSTable A9 4L
HgE T — N EE. WRE—RE NSRS — RN
SSTable 4§ [ 32 £ (% SSTable, It I 1 45 filh & JE 45 #: 1E.,
dCompaction J2&if i3 SSTable B9 % H 2 fit & & I+ 824E , B b &
W AT DL VR 5 J2 A O S i — A AR A, S Aok B, B A
F G0 o PR AR 200 A R 3R TS PR AR E X 4 T BOH TR i
PERE 7 A BT T R
3.1.5 SifrDB

SifrDBM & —Fh 3 F £ 2 7 Ak (Multi-Stage forest, MS-
forest) M FEAE AT, FLAE AR 7R T 22 2 AR M 08 5 9 2 Aty 5
it S A3 ENAE R AL SR AN T MS-forest 132 HURL 2 A X #5245 4
Blei . 7E SifrDB 9 0 2 2k IS Bl F stepped-merge Fl Size-
Tered §77 2 AT JE 45 % I MS-Torest HIFEHLS ATERE , I
J2 R FH 0 A7 A R A T 4 £ B A5 9 R LA S EDUT S A4k,
A, SifrDB SR F 401 3 2 R 7 o SR IR A O B AR T OR
4R AR 53 ], ok 0 B0 A7 if R sk SifrDB £ BT A /Y T4 6 2%
A5 2 Hh B 5 ST R A 1) 5 K DA B v 1 s TRl R R [ i
BT T — RO R A 74 A SSD 5 ] (9 3147 P ok 42
FHEL B B 45 R £ 08 SifrDB 78 K A B0 A7 6% Hh B A B K
=5,
3.1.6

Skip-tree™ " REUT —F A I B BR 1 SELAR 3 51 k2 Y
RN L& 0 SSTable ML H R W DS 1/0 M5 K
T 05 A A I ot 8 8 O 2D R RROAR 9 SRS R B 1/0, 72
2% o X R A7 A FE AL SEBL T 3T H R 45 R Y T 58 T AL ok B
IEBE K, SACLETT DL i35 M aE . E A i A AfF
fits 19 R G2 R [l L Skip-tree 32 4 F T % 4 AV S A 5 VB 404
O 5 AR . B R G o AR R 4 R OR 4R TS T g
P FE S e ey T S — R R R
3.1.7 TRIAD

TRIAD® T 3 Fh 4k 5 %€ . TRIAD-MEM, TRIAD-
DISK #1 TRIAD-LOG., TRIAD-MEM = % 2% fit 7 0 5 i %
AP T AE S 1Y SR )R, B A AR R K o A AL A
oY VB 2 R 2 R T R T I B O AT HE A
BBIRE ARER . 2 PEOE T B R R WY DL AR 9 A o
PAT W8 TR R i S 48 B AE . TRIAD-DISK i@ i 24
s 3 S — J2 5 [ (L S 3R 0% 2 1) R 4 45 1 ok 2 M 5 i K )
JOU, A 5 B (E SR (9 & HLL (HyperLogLog) # 28 £ %
. MR Lo 2 09 80 ik B B {H 1), TRIAD-DISK #] L)
T B % 2 22 4% B9 SCF S 1l 3R R 4 B2V 9 $0f7 . TRIAD-LOG

Skip-tree
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B EFSARSE AN IFTE LS RN,
DL ke 38 A A iy Mg AH 2 B T B P i SO TR YL B it
0 Bl A9 2 2 B

3.1.8 %

2 |, WB # . LWC . PebblesDB #l dCompaction 5 I
2 B A A LR I H A A0 5y K AT R 45K )R T tiering A JF
SR AT LA H3EAT 5 J7 T m e Ak, B ATRY 322 XN HE TAE R
47 SSTable B TAE G Tr A B A IRl WB A O T 0 A bR
B A B T S AR L A A B RE T s LWC BRI R & U
5707 3 B A /N T B EE R SSTable # 11 [ ; PebblesDB
& SkipList 1Y & il 11 5 & T B A HE A% 1 2% 9% 09 A5 10 5
dCompaction 38 3 1% ¥ 5 (& 1) 7 sUXF g 55 SSTable #E47T T %
O3 A R AR T AR OB A L E B BRI AN AR
i SSTable 2H 23 %5 4 [ 1) 4544 23 7 £E Ao Fh 52 ), (8] b 5 22 %
HoE AT 3 — 28 0 A 55 SifrDB # A 1/0 I 47 1, 38 5 IR 47 &
# £~ SSTable 4@ A ) ¥ 8 , 7] B & 2R JH (9 22 7K 7 43 4l
(Y dering £ Ff 5 W F1EE T 2R ARBE R A T 47 HEms L L SifrDB
S BN S UK ; Skip-tree % T skiplist B 72, RBE
I B BRI SELARUR 0 0 5 R i T TS 2 H AR A AT i R
A7 At 28 e AE VT A8 58 v DX P BOHE 1 R AP B SE B b, HEAE I
IR ] AR 2% wi X 77 1 A B E 4% TRIAD 3l 3 44 ¥ A 8080 43 58
1977 KGR T SRR B By T A B 8 P S R Y ) R (EH
s BRSO A i 2 2 A 14 DAL T 5 23 R AT il A i R e
3.2 ETFEHBMAKRE

JE 45 4 3 (compaction/merge) i 72 & LevelDB fix iy & 7%
Ryt 2 2 — L A AR 2 LevelDB P RE B0 2 —  HEAR 2 N
PRAIR I TR S B AR R — R OP A S R A T B
LevelDB 1%t compaction HJ H [ 2 — 1 /2 #2& Fh 3 BUA 850 %
T4 T ILA KT A I AR R BT
3.2.1 bLSM-tree

SR G BHRAR . LSM BT DL L 5 2 9 5
L HE SR SRS B RN A S SR, bLSM
PR T —Fh“spring-and-gear” & 3 H AR K S 1E R &
M E R EAR BRI — 2 LRE A Y Rkl
BIFBRAETEAR R 02 Z B IR AT AT . RS IR HRAER R B,
BRG] LR IR LR AE Lo 2 & I 8RR 52
BURATE Ly 27 A XA B ALPE o 3 SR KR ) T 9 A7 4
PR E AN EIFE S BE LHRKR TELR, HE2
bLSM B A B J& g AR 3 IX 43 22 5 9F SR B 1 o HL 25K W R
ACHBR T AR LA T Y d RS SR L T 2 W T HEBASE SR |
3.2.2 LSbM-tree

“H G5 H 2% v E 4 B (Log-Structured buffered-Merge
tree, LSbM )™ i & & 4t Bl I 2% i IX. 2% 47 5F #E 47 DR 15
[ JFG R A SR AR G 3 O — A T 4 % ol DX el TR 4 S T2 1Y
S X P A AT R H KB b

16 LShM M i, 332 B SR 4 & 3% 3 48 2% ol X B, J2 2k
ARBOT BT 0] 8 He . 24— A HOE A i K Bk, B TR 4
PR IX A b A R R A R L R A D I
[7) B 48 75 U 7 % o DX 8 A rh T SR B U 5 A 3 R I
LSbM B (55 — J2 TT I £ 1), 900 B804 o B R 51 B R 48

Geoh X o, HA B SR S kR B C 2 ETESS § R AR AN
BB W10 TR R4 % vh X k2 A if) . LUK 5 0, &R
GX asb e R TIRTENR, Hd o F o 258 6 U5 7 1%L
Wi, BAEZ v R G A7 A POIE S8, AT 4 A2 0T B# B,
rhv PRI T A1) 4 L A 44 2 o X v SR B, T AS 2 1 [R] 1Y
BRI ¢ WA AE LSM RIS )Z o IR 1H 32 B0 SR 5 22 31 i 2
B9 LSM A v 332 BB 0

nE g RE |a

Co Q—\ # [c
N

v N

a al=~ - G B,
v N

S N LN e I N 7 N

(s ¢ \\, Bs

& ELSMAH JE#E ¥ X

Vi
1 b

{5 =J2 LSbM R #5#y
Fig.5 Structure of three-layer LSbM-tree

P T R 40 92 o X B A 20 5 Bk U ) HLZE TR 4R AR 09 i
T R 28 T B SO S DR I e 4 2 o DX R R R
BHTMZE TR R ImREtE. e AT
XA IR TR, X G, &I S g5 Ik
B Cop AT B IFHEIT . TR B, B S O IR I SR8 e
JnEl B 2. WEEEMWE,.BL RS GRS — e
B T 33K 26 SO R O S AR W B A7 AR 1Y R G % 7y o 7 o
RPN /0 #:4E . H Bl B980P R & 18 R 40 i 72
AT R AR, A, BY RS B2 0 A BdE , HoxX s
BAREEA T B B AR, B EE AW B PR
o BLHE B, b HE 2 Bl AR 4R 22 i IR N B L d e s
WP R, Y RMEMEZHES A i+1 2,
Coo BTEE B 8IS E LS BRERB R, K,
JE4 2% v X B2t i IBEE A 8 B B L B S B08E — B R
IS A 2 o X PN SRR A . PR T S S R B 2
FHARA 0 % 3R 9 A7 25 1, D O e 40 2 o X 31 3R 9E AN 8 H F
A EEBYEHAN)ZE . 7F LSOM B bl id e de Coyy )2 3
A B RTINS 2 Coy J2 M8 R/ a] DU I i i +-1
BALEERIG ., MR Co BRIV RS 30 T H b i 8o
RN IR — A 7E T B AR . R I B R o
LSOM W &¥ B BH 4. Y Co EEWHIFEIHE T2
I B S BAR TR IFUREEAE Ry Co I RS 28 W X BT 35

TZS

JE4E B
B 6 ZZnpX & Ifid
Fig. 6 Process of buffer merging
SEEG gk R LSbM M i LASE BB AR MERE . 5 L SCRY
bLSM # # Lt , 27 it X 2% &4 ) [P AR B 1 30F — 25 i pe, B A7 ik
AT RKEF. K2 LSM B L0 HE P 450 nT LA 50
SR R A 1) 3 L A A 5 [ B , R R 8 e X AT DLGE A A AR M A
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2% v DX R AF TP OR AR A B ) 11 5000 S 4 L R 1 B AR D ]
3.2.3 VT-tree

VT-tree™ 454 T B+ S0 R G M LSM )  # BE 4
P 7 I Al E T T PR (stitching) £ R A1 AN 255 1 5
B 55 BUARH  stitching $87E G I £ 4> SSTable i, R 2 5
EEAE Y SSTable Hh i) 545 19 v B 5 JH: A AF: 4] — 02 194 98 Bl AS
A, BETT LA B R B — TR B AR 1 R 4 R R A ALY
SSTable., 38 iz 9 2> 7 05 2 14 K040 52 1) R T 8 — K 10 45 A
TR I IR R TE T LSM B9 M B L aE — 25 4 TT U
5] FTRE AL YT ) T A 51 2B M BB . A g D stitching R 72 A=
H R Ak ) 0, V T-tree 3 2 15 T 0 {8 1R P 280 0o i 2 0

B 77 2R B A 17 T S ) AR AT BT BN REBL 1/0,
3.2.4 Tebis

Tebis ) J&—f R 2 3T LSM AY 8 (B 17 0 . 2 i 1 i
A 1/0 TR CPU W47 I B R 4E 9 Rl A R 5] IRtk 7 —
il primary-backup & il 7 58, © R AE £ 8 AT RS F
TS 1 R 5] R % B 4 03 71 a5, DATIT 3 B 1 A 4 4 S P Y
FR AT R4

Tebis ffi H Kreon 34 B 4 , [F] B 38 52 RDMA L3 T
—A> primary-backup WM. 2B HUCHI kK B & i Y 5 A
iAW, primary ¥ 53 3 0 B A E Z # B backup b H
Je BN X 3R A Kreon H7, 3R [0 B 35 2 B o 808 X 49 Ji
R i s HLUR B SR X AR R 1 i A% e A 19 B backup
) RDAM ZEnp X, Tebis 4 f7 8 A BT /5 RDMA 5 #245F 4f
B9 & 1 %) backup B FEH . Tebis SR B — > 1T 4 BA 51 5
T RDMA 15 #4485 fr 5 8038 #°5 A B backup X, 2% J
s B HIAE S, RO AREC B, HERETME
BRI, primary 238 H AT R A ALAEA# L I 17 A backup
KiEfE S U AL BHE RDMA 2 b [X, backup X [A] pri-
mary X &K BHING 5 2R 58 T AALIRAE .

Tebis #& H 1Y Send Index 77 ¥ AT AFE backup X A %5 b £
Fro & 5], Tebis HAY primary XAE L; 5 L, B AR E
i) S WM EN L' RE L %A A backup X, 1 A
JETE backup X _E AT IE 4. L, backup X 1/0 #1/E &
KRW A, WA EMNH - RERN R ESEBEERR T
WA B HE P 384 7E X — 3 # Hr = AE g CPU JF 45 3 /0, 1]
DU R0 B T 2 G5 1) H AR PR i
3.2.5 LDC

h W AR SR A TRk LDCP R T — R 3 89 T 2
IR 46 7 TG T A2 40 0y )2 SR 3l 45 7 =Y R BR 4 fih
- = A (T 0P E L (S S RO R WANET p oa s S i
INBYRER 38 A 8 H OOk SE I A ., Ah, S
TS A I — A A R SR S R R R 4 1) 0 LA N AR £
AR YA 5, IR LDC 7 A B 3 B A9 LDC(ALDC) , 7]
) 18 35 4 3R A R B AR [m) o 52 0 B TR I AR R A

LSM-tree & &t 19 e 4 J7 22 5 B AN ) 8 . 1) 78 7 4 1)
B A B4 18 B0 S W7 b A % 4 32 BB PN A o T X A 2o AR
S HERAMG 1/O B IR T LSM R 9 % ik &5 2) 76
4 R BE 5 R AR 0 5 B K 0 I R] e 8 B0 4 A L X
—WIH M E R KRB ERERmE W, Wik, hERS

UK S F G0 R B £ 0 — 2 A B LR AT 4R . LDC &
EAAGMN LSM W ERHBRAES I L. DY ERW
SSTable B4 31 2 F 2 W, LDC R £ #4792 bR B9 1/0 48 4F
O AT PR 4 T2 2R FH — P 20 o 0 110 e 8 AR 4 179 T 7 vl
¥ LJZ % SSTable 4341 1 F JZ 1) SSTable 4341 # £ 3% , I
¥ 121 SSTable 45 34 Frozen SSTable, 35 7 /A 4 i # %
Hofth LSM #52) HA7 24K /2 SSTable FUH T 2 8 £ & 2 1Y f
T B B4 40 R A 2 7 A S B A B VR A2 O RS A O 3
K—2Z.

A 3E B B9 LDCCALDC) /278 LDC 229 i JEhill b #4719
— AR B SR A A R MR R S BORE N RS L
B, ALDC % & T —ABMH T, ZBUER R Y 98
KNS HBAKJZ R SSTable i K/NZ 1. ALDC % JE £ Jr Y
R (L35 32/ 5 AR A SR B LSM R A9 IR 3R 3 7 i
PR B T, 89K/, LUFE LDC 4 38 Rl I 52 3 32 T %% 4k g
ORERIER
3.2.6 Nk

LSbM i} #1 bLSM W 75 28 #f X B A7 £ LG m b 7 &
IR SC B, BB AT e L 2 A 4% & B i PR
L.SbM A H [H 21 14 1) 408 35 ) ok 45 4 2 S5 ¥ 5040 100 A5 960 7= A= VA
We B i, R BF ER T 5 00 37, 5 AE SR 2 LSM A R AF 7 A —
AT B8 5 bLSM A 7 figt e 330 28 [ S0 BF b AN AU PR 75 A
AF A 0 J5 HE R {H ply T BA B 0] 880, G s 31 3 119 5 208 3R ) 2%
FI AR KM 22 5, 78 5% 8 B AF R A0 Y I Leaper™™ 2R
HUT AL 2 B 07 3k Sk B0 LSM A vl A B0 L 9T K & TITE
FNEHED, AASZARHELARMUNBN G & LSM W 1E
BT, fEff oS FE R B 8L Faster 851 Ak 48 H 77 1% &
G20 G G v B 0 SEVAR R DR 8 vh s IO o8 A B B
AR A B R b B AT 0 b T, s/ T R b T A Ol
B S LR 3 VT-tree NI G IFEAESI AT stitching £ AR, {H
X2 P HE A AL, B S AE LSM A A 3z 0 04 A B i O A AN
He 75 A — & (9 5 B 5 Tebis o749 primary-backup 1%
AT LA R0 20 T A TR 46 X op 8 A0 9 R 4 48 45 L JF 38 1 Send
Index J7 ¥ Mok 78 3 &R 51 A9 1) B8 ; LDC Al ALDC 5 3 4T 3
T AL GE RS 7 2 ARG N TR LB 8 S bR AR Y TR
AR TR R R T AR AR SE L T B R RRE
WE A A SR S IS I 3 o 3 R T A B 1 2k U
B0 1/O B4R FB AT LUARE AS 18] (4 13 FH 37 56CR FOR [ Y o
B S 4 T A5 11
3.3 ETHEMAMMULER
3.3.1 WiscKey

A1 SSD 32 #5520 Bt L2 B, [R] s 4 — gt EU AR BT 5 1
23 1/ o PR TT L SR IO 55 4 43 28 1) =R 48 7 LSM B 11y
BYERE, 18 WiscKey™™ W, LSM A 77 0 At J2 6 A1 1 A 6 o
IO B4 AR T 4 057 B, 92 BR 1) value WU A B 7R K UF 77 4% B9 SSD
H XA E RANEURE B Wisckey H LSM B ) K/
ZEIL LevelDB 1 LSM B 1Y K/ 2, T8/ 19 LSM ) 7]
PATEF5 G0 i T AR S 28T W 38 k20 09 B K R At v DLAF
R R B . B T 5 AR AR T X — J7 . SR B e >
W 1 X SSD MR BR B4R, L 82 T T SSD 1y A A .
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WiscKey B/NWE R W T T8 A R G0 A )18,
TEA W HRAE A, WiscKey B 8 A0 #8 LSM B i (1% £ 14T 1 119
EHMFTFEME; — LIRS/ 7 — M ERE LR A
{8, X5t 53 WiscKey [ LevelDB [ £ if) 3 BB 12, 4R,
T [RIVREECHE B R/ 25T, WiscKey H LSM #f /N EE L
LevelDB 1) LSM # /N5 £, [ I Al 25 45 &R 19 SSTable 2 41
PR L, Ak R R A ) R T AT R Y BE AL
ERAE, R WiscKey #H e LevelDB 2 if) 4 BE 5 4,

WiscKey 4 {5 X 77 % 78 H 45/, LSM MHE A &R
SRR MO R B B A B BRI DUE i H A I
B 77 RS A RAS By T {E 09 HEZ) S 2 0T 04 5 I8t 3 Rl
APERE S Z B R EFZ W, [, WiscKey SR FH 57 3% [l
W11 J7 2 ik e A a5 TRD o T A8 . 8 48, WiscKey 54 H &
R R FB I3 A X LSM B AT sl A Bk R & A B 4 B LA
W 5 A 4 o7 R A 0 T 5 LR A A T M A AR B
P4 B g 2] B &b R E LSM R B B AL R
H A5 A R 30 2 g T RO RLISCAE it s ) . (R FRENLS & 4R &
FE A K A L DRI sy 3 [T A e R A 2 B i B A R SR
3.3.2 HashKV

HashK V5O J& — Bl Re AR % 1715 X6l 585 25 45 78 T4 67 2%
B S AE B R 45, B SR T % LSM A 5 J2 Hi 4 S 18 40 9 10 45
FEPERR, SE M TR S R R IR — e B LR T
WiscKey Hvas; 3 BB IT 85 0] 2. H: JE A AR AR 48 Sk (6
R 53 Sy 224 43 DX, I A ST U4 £ 3R 4 X, B SRR A AT 1
WFHRAE . PUTCE ASE(EXT) . GET R 2 8 XF B 19 {1 . DE-
LETE I B {8 %) Fl SCAN G R — L B 12D

HashKV #3772 8- (E 5 85 (9 ZE 6l b, SR F T — B i 3k
T A 0 B 3 AL 7 3T WHE R AT A K 0 A7 A R R
I 2 /N 43 X O 2 4 (L O 5 B0 A7 A s T, (B G b
B P A P BT 2 B S SR X R AR A LB PR SR R S T )
AR 25 8] 43 T 3R TR (G T8 FAERHR 1) DX D 0 7 S ik
(31 rP A 1 40 U W) A0 32 45 ik 0% 1 B 3 3 S 1) 5 ik ok
U0 B TG A BB S L R BRI 1B 7 45 i T HashKV 19
BEEER . T T BT A A ) B o A SRR R R
BT, HashKV XSS AT T — R 514845 DL 30045 4 S
BB (E L H A RO BB X AR ) B A B3 e B T sy [l
W IT 4

Write Group 1 (end pos,segments)
Cache Group 2 [(end pos,segments)
KV Separation :
Segment Table
(meta,key) 6
(meta,key,value) .
[ Main Segments w4
F - Y Write
|Segment™
) ! Gbroup SN G
LSM # t I — )
Log Segments
[ Cold Data Log |
Value Store

7 HashKV 932454
Fig. 7 Main structure of HashKV

3.3.3 LOCS

B F 2@ 8 I & Ui 7] 0 1AL 0K B (LSM-Tree based key-
value Store on Open-Channel SSD, LOCS) ) 2 5k F I jij i 18
SSD F LSM # iy —F Sz 5 X, BRI T 2 WiEED,
ViR AR P RE LR RS AT R, DR R R 1/0
AT R TR 43 ) R A 32 ORI B8 A7 i — — X L 9 R
LOCS 5 45 /N InASLiG) B3 -G 51 5 Wi L SF- 7 43 I5C 4% 4 38 38 19
TAER.

LOCS fifi AL &4 44 4538 38 (1) FF i 38 16 SSD-SDF 3 X}
LevelDB #4749 & . DL i % 3 265 38 9 IF & Ui la] . T
48 ¥y SSD, SDF [is) 7 i H & J3 22 JF SSD A i IF A7 1k, IF:
W 1 3 VR S — A ST 0 A 5 B4 N AR T P R
FHAR Y 0] LUAT 8% 20 LR B Hi s, OF i ] P 42 SR 0 Rk i 1/
O B 1D THHOR IS T SSD AT I BE L U fE
(7] B 8 7 R AR W T R U B R R 4R A DL /MBI
BB IR S AR B RN R i wh g, ER R HLAY SSD
) 45 81 452 AR 45 A I T IO H AR T P, 23 IR 55 B O T
L N T TAE 3. SDF kA — A& T fRifb i A
AR 7E Linux 288 2 R 4% 48 19 IR #% 8 B3 — A AR X
A 1/0 bk ER 1/0 By 43 B THE S M Rg SSD Y
#Hl. SDF XHFLEd NI R ZH 1/0 )2 6 RS 0T LL B H
M ioctl #2105 SDF 3K g B fp #1715 . | 8 43 tli T LOCS

3L ATLRY
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— AL E
WRAFIL #RIAF2 ik 744
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3k 35 onse | o | @F K
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Fig. 8 Basic architecture of LOCS

AH#L T LevelDB, LevelDB J& JI T £ A~ il i 317 IF & 17
7] . 3 o 39 0 N 72 H immutable memtable B %% & A 754 F 1
SDF 1y 44 45308 1% ATE 2 R 88E . v L™ 4 24K B immu-
table memtable /)5 ATE K ; 48 T 5 3 2 35 i R wg , Fopo
AR Y LevelDB %5 0 J2 (9 SSTable Y 40 & ) ik i {5 1,
LevelDB 23 BRI FH /& B9 5 18 R Fo ik, DA 8 20 X level 0
H & SSTable W &K 5 1 BE % 0 32 M 5B s LOCS 425
ARGV IRISOR A5 T AR BR U B SR R T A B Y 3 SR R
FEAR WS A T V5 R 3 PR L SRR TG A 0E A A K
JEAPAG IR, A1 5K BAF 4 BA S BE AT LSRRy
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