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Abstract: For workloads where a spike is generated, we propose a hierarchcal storage system that dynam-
ically extracts the spike area and moves it to high-speed storage (SSD) in real-time. An MSR Cambridge
workload was used for evaluation and a maximun of 77% performance improvements were confirmed. It was
also confirmed that the influence of blktrace and iostat, which are used to extract the spike, on user 10 was

negligible.
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Table 1 Machine environment.

PC FUJITSU PRIMERGY RX200S6

Xeon E5640 2.67 GHz, Mem=32 GB, CentOS 5.4
HBA | LSI SAS 9200-8e

SSD | intel X25-E (SSDSA2SH064G1GC) (64 GB)
HDD | SEAGATE ST9600204SS (600 GB)

*4 jostat D 1 /85 A —4% T 10 busy ¥%£7.
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Fig. 3 Method of moving segment from HDD to SSD.
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Fig. 4 Mounting example in Linux (CentOS 5.4) of tiering

driver.
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Fig. 5 Sequence diagram where data moves from HDD to SSD.
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e cache 73\ & D ILHL
e blktrace, iostat F —/¥~\ v N4

FHMECHH LB R L ICFE oz, Gl L7
7 —Z7u— N, 3 EOPFAAITMEH L7 MSR Cambridge
T—2Uu—KFThb. ZOT—DOHhbAMERIER
Bk L CWeR 218§ 47— 20— FEBERLZ W»
T 1R kT 2 AR D R LT B
bOTHA. R3FINLT -7 10— FOREMOMRY &%
HLZDbDOTHL., WIhdbeR) 2— 2D 10%12445-LL
Lo (ops) BHEAELTWVA.

7 — 21— FOFBUL blktrace THYS L7-7— % OFE
%479 btreplay Z il L 7z. btreplay 2SR RE 22 3\
(22T B filter Zad L CHAT L7z, FFAfioo HAYIL, HDD
HATARTE 2w =270 — NI LT, b§27% SSD
B\ AKROREHFNEHMAEDLEL I ETRAMTESL D
LERTILICHL. £2T, 20 F FTIE HDD fll %8
BAMICTE VT —270— NIZE LT, btreplay % f5#5
19952 L CBAMKRET OV L. 2B, AT
WE &L, fostat Yutil 25K L TIZIZ 100% & > TL
O RELTRT.

®2 GPHMOCHEHLZY—270—F

Table 2 Workload used for evaluation.

=7 | WEENZE R | peak | BMEHDFEAEL

o—F (GB) | iops | 7zHEf7T (43)*

usrl I—HFDkR— L4 | 600 237 2090-2340
T4L7 MY

web2 web & SQL 170 231 5870-5930
=N

proj2 AT/ 600 1070 | 6760-6880
T4L7 MY

projd | 7av =z k| 236 | 794 | 7390-7590
T4 L7 M)

* b L= AGEEE D D OREEEE]

x 3 iy —2ru— FOHM (ops) T

Table 3 Load (iops) concentration level of evaluation

workload.
4R 22— 24 | usrl web2 | proj2 | proj4
W25 5 E A
1% 95% 8% 17% 43%
10% 100% | 48% 5% 70%

*5 _x num CTHEEIZTA2O0%EET 5.
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5.2 HDD Biffk& DLEER

HDD 7225 SSD ~® segment B8+ — /NNy NETEH®
TAREFT O AR T 2HMT, HDD DA THE 2 O
J—7U— REFTLIGAE LK To 72, B
7 =27 u— FE#»5 1 RHE TOT iops DT
& %. btreplay (&, usrl, web2 (& 8 5 THEATL, proj2,
proj4 1Z 2 fEH THAT L7z, TR 4 PFATHRTH S, usrl,
web2, proj2 THREM AR SN, K 7TT%HELTWS
25, proj4 TIIIT & A ERIEDE: S N,

& 5 IREHEICBIT S SSD rw DEE*S, BLURE
J5i: & HDD HAKIZ 517 5 HDD IO svetm* ™ T 5. usrl
12 SSD 6 GB O#FEBHIZ 89% D 10 2358 LTHB Y, LT
P2 &Y spike $HIE % SSD ICBE TS, ZOMFEL LT
HDD H.fk & Jhi L€ 77%MRE 1 L7z, &R0 1% D H
 (SSD 6GB) % ##)4 27217 THREIN L& E kT & 72
ZEDVHB.

web?2 13 SSD [ZHE) L 72 27 GB DFEIHIC 55%D 10 A35
AL TWaD, usrl & O RYRAVN S v 2 B AN B B 5E I
BN L ThAH., SROFEHETIE, 4.1.1.3 THHALL
£ 9 ICHH D segment BE) % FIFIZAT 9 WA 1d 60 FHIFRE
TITH. 21GB 72 EBEHZITTH 27 3R EE LTLF W,
segment BEJIZ X 5T xRS N 5 £ TR 2D
BIzOTH5.

proj2 1x SSD (2B &) L 72 23GB DI IZ 11%D 10 L
MPIEEL TR WS 5% MREM E L TWb 2 &0 h 5.
3 5 OIFEH P L HDD HkIZB1F % HDD @ svetm %
Ws 2 &, #5530 HDD il svetm 25 0.39ms 7] - L
TWBZEWNGND. svetm (ZFD & EIZHY H§ 2 &8

F 4 1 BEFHEZEOFEY jops (HDD Hifk & o Ibix)

Table 4 Average iops after one hour passes (comparison with

HDD unit).
7 =7 | ‘I3 iops ¥ iops SSD i | 1)k
O— N | (%) | (HDD H4K) | & (GB) (%)
usrl 1483 836 [§ 7
web2 1439 1174 27 22
proj2 635 436 23 45
proj4 | 865 854 23 1

& 5 SSD rw O#EEG L svetm (HDD HAk & o Hix)
Table 5 RW ratio and svctm of SSD (comparison with HDD

unit).
7 —7 |SSD rw HDD @ svctm HDD @ svctm
0— N | OFEE (%) | G8%)7E) (ms) | (HDD H4K) (ms)
usrl 89 0.39 1.20
web2 |55 0.60 0.86
proj2 |11 1.93 2.32
projd |1 0.90 1.07

*6 =(SSD ~ 10 #*100) /(% 10 %)
*T Hostat O 1 /%57 A—%. 110 OFHFEATHRH
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%util
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» |f]

-+HDD %uti-@EHE
#HDD %util-HDDEi {&

1 6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56

BFfE (53)

6 projd O 1 5O %util (HDD Hifk s o tig)
Fig. 6 %util of proj4 every one minute (comparison with HDD

unit).

4500
~REFE
#HDDH {k

4000

3500

3000
» 2500

3 |
]

= 2000

1500 \

——

1000

500

0 T T T T T T
1 6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56

BEfE (53)

7 projd @ 1 53D iops (HDD Hifk & D Ibik)
Fig. 7 Iops of proj4 every one minute (comparison with HDD

unit).

T REZ N lops DR LR T E 2 DT, svetm AV E L
bl w)ZEIZHDD A SHY Hd 2 AT E LR
WREL o722 %R LTWD. SSD ~ spike 818 %
952 & THDD IO seek % & D F — 3~ FAVNE {
7, TOMELE L Tsvetm 2N o7z t?ﬁ%bfw
5. $2%)7 & HDD HAROY%util DA 4772 &
MF L b 1 MO TFEHEDITIE 100%TH 72, 2D c‘:
L0, svetm OEVNZFOFE FWREAEE Lo/ VW25,
proj4 i% SSD (ZFH) L 72 23 GB OFEIIZ 1% D 10 L2725
B, MERL 1% THEZEDD0Ah. B6 Lh, R
T~ — Z#TEIIESRE )T O HDD il o %util 13 50%7FE
FETZENITEAMDS DD o TR WA HDD HikiZofa
2100%CTHDH I Ehynh. B T IIRES L HDD B
RIZBUT 2 1 5RO iops DHRTH L. FEHETIE
3000 iops O EMAY 3 IS L, 1 B IS BRRIREE % Y
L, ZOBEMP TR TWDEZ EDph5h. —JF, HDD
i@d%ﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬂ#T#U%®131/&%wmmm
BIEOMBEZMEFE L, R LTREFREDEDI R >
72, projd (X373 iops [ IR R A% 22 > 7278, peak
iops ] LAZ 3R A3 - 72, SSD ~23GB BE)j L /=D |2
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% 6 spike HIEO K E X (ML 1 1GB)
Table 6 Spike area size (one spike: 1 GB).

usrl | web2 | proj2 | proj4
&/AME | 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
SEHfE | 0.4 119 | 0.3 1.0
RfE | 1.0 | 343 | 1.0 4.8

TR AR 1%L EF o B, BH) L 72 segment
NOAMEP O AT o 72720 L EZ HND.

FLHBE, usrl O L9 I2 spike FIHAFNT — 7 1O —
FTUE, EFEZLY T CITHERER LT 5. web2 @ &
912 spike FHIE ALV — 7 O — RTlL, segment FEHE)IC
WAL EE R 720, TR B £ TRBSLEL %
%. proj2 ® X 9 |2 short spike HIHOEAMG K E VT — 7
O — NTld, spike $HI%AY SSD (2BE)§ 5 Z & ¢ HDD f
F—=I3~Ny FAUNE Y, SSD b ES N A MEREDL 1 IC
M LT 2560 % 5. proj4 ® X 9 |2 spike FHIL D AL 23
EbhOTNEWT =27 10— KT, peak iops [ _FIZZ)E
W bEhads.

12 segment DR E ST AMEm A T TBL.
£ 6 FFHIICHW/AK Y — 27 0 — KO spike fHIH O K &
S TH5A. usrl, proj2 (EFHEA0.3-0.4GB THBDT
1 GB segment |23 % & $EEKZ s A E U 5 25, projd &
1GB 7% L THE Y, web2 id segment size = 12 GB £

12T 2005 LT\wb., —J, segment size ¥ K& T 5
kHDD#%%DN@%%%Eﬁ%WLTLiw,l—
P10 5 5-2 5 REMEDS I 5. AR OMGEERSE Tl
1GB #5349 % DI 10 AR 2> TW7z, SCSI timeout
2030 B THoHZ L aeERIL, AMOMGLRE TIX
segment size * I K 2CBREIZE LD LRETHL I LS
A, FEob e, KFRE#EMATARET LI, HDD
75 SSD ~NDOHLERER 12 X A 1R segment size & i%5E L
729 2T, J—2710—FIZL LT segment DKE S ZZH
TE5E)ICEETLO)SSD il A L ) ANFAT
x5,

5.3 spike 815 & short spike FEIE DR LEEF EER

AREBROBWIE, R U REER G L TR 2558
A9 % spike I & FGF AL I ICUR& 2 E)§ % short
spike HIRIZFEAT HAMOEN G 2 LT L 72FEHE 21T 2
&C, W—EHKIREN LT -2 00— FeWiElcTs 2L
TH5b.

13 LD ICARFERERSEIZB T 5 short spike 78I D E 47 ik
TElERICB L CRkRw 9 4. short spike SHIS = Afg D32k |2
o Ldbesl, 4% &b spike 2954 L 72 segment
EBINL, Z® segment & SSD ~NBEjATH b o728 X
1%, spike 2SR L CW A, & 7425, BEV AT LI
EHTO 2 data # W THIEEIT > TH Y, segment BEfIZ
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R 7 spike 53 & short spike FEIF O R L2 B S ks 5
Table 7 Composition ratio change experiment result of spike

area and short spike area.

SEYg | SSD fEF | 3470 iops N iops
iops | = (GB) (2 1E) (HiFeE)

spike x4 1498 | 2

short spike x1 | 261

s x4 + ss x1 1676 | 2 178 261

s x4 + ss x2 1967 | 6 469 523

s x4 + ss x3 2262 | 8 765 784

s x4 + ss x4 1699 | 10 201 1046

s x4 + ss x5 1284 —213 1307

s . spike, ss . short spike

D7l bl segment H720) 10 BWLEELT L., ZOHEL
0, REBRBRSEIZEBIT A short spike FHIH D E faf ik fe R
i, Pl REL - T 3OREICR S,

FERIZIEE 2 D projd FIHW/2. projd #FE L LS
% 4GB @ spike fHI & 187 GB @ short spike 7S 2 &
BRSNS Z LD Ino 7z, % 2T spike FI & short spike
EIOBMEEE AT TEL LHITTLH72DIZ, projd &
spike 3% & short spike FRISICHEL, TN ENELHEMEL
T btreplay OFEAT % W FEIZ L7z, spike #HIH D btreplay 1
L 4 THEZE L, short spike fHIOEHEZE 1 205 512
TAL S5 2 & TEEEEIT 572, btreplay D FEATRERIE 20
gk L7z, SR OFHA T short spike $HIB D B % 4 155
LLETHEATS 5 & HDD M1 %util 25121F 100% & %5 2 & b
OB L 7-.

xR 7THVEBKRETH L. SSDHHEICIE, SSD ~EE))S
SET LTV segment 137 F 2\, B0 iops (HIfRfE)
13 short spike x1 FEHMEAMEEME S N2 EDMETH 5.
FEBHER LD, € — 7 HREDME 5 15 DI short spike FHIE
2 IMGETHET LA TH L. T short spike FHIK
D EMTAY HDD PEREDHPHIZINE - T 2 #EPH I3 MERE R
FTAZEEERT .

short spike $HI% % 4 f5#LL FTH479 4% &, short spike
FHIBICRES A SSD BEh+ — /N~y FH K& AR D, SSD
2 & BRI EAR A ERTLE ).

COFEBAER LY, $2E IS short spike FHIEA~ O AT
73 HDD il OPERE 2 KIRIC LAl 5 v T — 27 10— FTR)R
WTHBEIEDGDD.

5.4 cache A3 & DR

5.3 iOFEBRIZE Y, 7—7 00— FEREED1OTH 5
spike %EI% & short spike FHIKDEI G AL R HFNORRITH
BT L EDGpirotz. $72, SSD Offivh/zb LT, K
FCIRELLL ) WEA L — Y R & AT cache /7
AL CHWSONE, 2T, cache X X VIR HFR %
R L) EEEsl & e s —27u— FOS&ME%x

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

BHREIC T 2 BT R 4T T & 12 L7z, L#T % cache
FHRIEA =TV =R &% 5T b flashcache ([5]) & L,
F 1 OBEEZ W CHBEREYT).

HHTOFAET, flashcache 12 IO B3R D offset ¥4 KB 5%
Fr&—3 L7210 DA cache THEREL L oTEY, K2
DTRTYT—r8— FIZBELTIZE AL cache unhit & 7
b EDG oz, FIT, F£2DT =27 10— FO offset
TH XD DAKBEFICHE SR b filter™S £ UM L, FEBR
WLz — 278 — FIZT-_TZ O filter %l L T offset
DEREITo72. 2612, KIFORE SN & cache T
1%, SSD ~NEE AR & A ARG 57207 TH Y, read
LT —278— RTIHITEAEHBEEDS TRV EEZS
nb. #ZT, read D—F % write I[ZZHE T 5 filter % {F
L, ZO filter %38 L T read/write ltZZEH L 727 — 2
O— K% —EDEETHW .

AEFDOFEERT, cache TR DFEHTDH 5 flashcache & Hj
NI 72OCANBIICEE LT — 70— & W75kl &
A, FD7z, cache FRUCH LT, EERBIZEM L
B L ERAER I EDORIME LN I RSN D S, L
NLRD S, REBRTES NIREFRNOBEM ML, ER
ECHHEHT AL ER .

=27 0— RIi3E 2 OF M5 spike FHIH & short spike FH
BOWRIL AT E 7 B usrl & proj2 %% L7z, flashcache
PEF T 5 SSD i3k 4 &~ T4 L )12 L7, btre-
play D53 (L usrl 258 or 10 1%, proj2 252 f5& L7z, &
512, 4.2 HiITHMEAT > 7@ BT segment flii T 2 v 7
\ZBI L C, HDD IASBEMIREIZH > T < TH 10 A°
HEBERYIZ 5649 B segment & FEMRIYIZ SSD ~EE)3 5 1
Tv 7 &BIML7z. cache FRUTH L THEEMEZH72E 5
72OIIE, BMAH T ) KE < THRRBRIC 10 25384
I A A SSD IR T LENH A L SHATEETHB L
7272 Tdh B, BARIIZIZ, HDD #lO%util H%utill, ~
Yutill, OFPAIZIE > TV ThH, [ L segment (25850 L
T m [\ 10 25k 9 % segment % SSD ~EE)T 5. m i
7= 0— NKGET B39 A= THY, mla 10 25k
e L 72 segment 13 & 5 IZRMIM 10 2535 2 & 2 /A
ATSSD ICBEZ4T). mid7— 28— FiZn L Tl
EASE 7 525, 4l m=8 CTIHFTMGEE & 1TV ke 12 10
WEAT B segment DI AT E 72720, Z0F F 2 OfH
M L7,

REVEBERTH S, usrl IS LT, read DEIGHH
WEHREED LW LG DS, write DEIGEEH TS
L, 1@ L THERT 2 EETRELEOWRENS S
A%, SSD D segment BEAHE T L /2R o THIKT %
CIREF IR 2% MEEM 95 2 L2vras. K8 I
usrl(x10)$ & 1 53 HEFE D iops DHERTH 5. WD 3GB

*8  new_offset=(offset,/4096)*4096
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%= 8 1 WHfLEHZ O jops (flashcache & D LK)

Table 8 Average iops after one hour passes (comparison with

flashcache).
7= r'w ¥ iops E4 iops [a] L3
o—F 3% HFE) | (cache ) | (%)
usrl 91:9 1466 1466 0
usrl* 46:54 | 1407 1462 —4
usrl$ 46:54 | 1587 1474 8
usrl(x10)* | 46:54 | 1531 1609 -5
usr1(x10)$ | 46:54 | 1805 1610 12
proj2 88:12 | 788(#) 1478 —a7
proj2* 44:56 | 460 683 —33

* > read %R #% 2 12 1 0] write (ZZEE (F A 2 ) v 7 IZZEH)
$ L IREFEIIBIT S segment BE)HHA o 720 5 LK
#H T U—RFEERL0OE A4 LEPRR D

2500

~REHZE
-#flashcache
2000

1500

iops

1000

7% D3GB segment
ESSDAEE)

500 “‘ ) §

‘ B D3GB segmentZSSDNEH)

1 6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56

B (53)

8 usrl(x10)$ D 1 HfED iops (flashcache & @ LK)
Fig. 8 Iops of usrl(x10)$ every one minute (comparison with
flashcache).

segment OBEN L, 4.2 HiCHMPEIT-7- 0P v 712k 5
bOTH5. AD 3GB segment DEB L, KREFHIC
BN L 7-FEMAYIC SSD ~NOBE T IR Y v 712 LD b
DTHA. MBODOBHIZ 10 5TV AN S HIHIE, &)
D 3GB segment BENFET A5 8 77— ¥ FHET HLEN
bHI2OTH 5. write DEIGZ R LIRETTEOMER
23 E0 2 PR X, flashcache Tl write DE A&z T &
HDD ~O write back Ti#HAME IS 2720 T 5. £ 812
B L T, btreplay & 8 f5miA 5 10 f5HICAT 32 &[] L
ENRERTLIDEIZDOTH AL, usrl DL 9 2 spike 58
WOEEAKEVT — 20— FIZELT, write DD
f\vr & flashcache & D IREHFED L YRR TH S 2
ED DL 1272, EEAT segment ST Vv 7 IZE L
T, 42 721 TiE A<, 7—7 00— FORBIIE L TR
HIIZ SSD ~NOBE ZITI 0Ty 7 b LETH DI L
S5,

proj2 2B L Tix, D42l flashcache DVEREATHRZE 71k
Z Al - 72, 9 (& proj2*® 1 53 [FE D iops DIERTH
%. usrl £V short spike FIHDOEGAVK E { % 5 proj2
TlE, flashcache DB RIITH 5B Z L0005,
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2500

«~REHZE
-flashcache
2000

1500

1000 w

500 -

iops

T T T T T T T
1 6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56

B (5)

9 proj2*® 1 5HkE? iops (flashcache & O LLEL)
Fig. 9 Iops of proj2* every one minute (comparison with
flashcache).

3 9 blktrace, iostat + — YNy FFAHRE R

Table 9 Blktrace and iostat overhead investigation result.

oA - AR

IV UHY

S AT - AR

Ty T %L

iops 1481 1466
CPU %idle | 92.5 92.5
w/s* 8.1 0.5

*LUAT LT A AZITHT A write sector per sec.

COEBRERLY, o o550 T A AT R
9 % short spike #IHALEN 2T — 27 10— FIZB L Tl
cache /7 2%# L CHB Y, Kk B85 25Hk#t 3 % spike 8
WS TR T write LR PE VT — 70— FIZB L TIE$E
FHAHEL TWD 2 Eh5rH 5. EMC FAST [6] 254RH
35 AEFEE G AL 1 HEA ORI L 2 5720,
KA THY ET 7250 AR Bk 5 spike HIS O MR
EANER R TIE 2.

5.5 blktrace, iostat * —/Y ANy KAZE

4.1 FiTHBA Lz & 912, $J2E )7 Tt blktrace & iostat
AORIFETTAHIET, 7= —=FD) TV A LG
MraEFEH L7z, % 2T blktrace & iostat Z 2RIZFEITT S
CLIE B W10 ~OREFELIT o7, AL usrl
ZiEE) L, 6GB segment ® SSD ~ORHZ £ 347> TH
(. ZDF%, usrl & 10 BT OHEATL, 50 - KL
Ty Y Y DHEEET iops X cpu R ED X 9 1I2Z1L
T LD R,

KO IIEBERTHA. 1ZIZFE L iops BHFEHNTW S
JREET CPU %idle M2IZRI UMEE 7 5 2 &SR T & 72,
VAT LT 4 AT D write B RN A28, 21—
PHREICEEER 525138 TE RV EPERTE . 4
Bl FEERICAHH L 723885 CTld, blktrace, iostat @1 — 10
NOWBIIIIEALRWEHITE S,
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6. F&&b

FEDEIIANDOAMERPIGEMEAT LT -0 —F
AT, RV 2 — L 2KD iops VEREM E &, ¥— 7 iops
PEREDUGE = Hig L C, AM2MEH 3 2 5 % B iy 124l
L, ZOMHEBEY TIVE A LEEA PL—Y (SSD) 12
BEITHMBA N — VY AT AOREERITo 72, 1ES
REFHTZZ LT, RRTHEKR) 22— 2FmD 10%FK
WD SSD WEREZBIMT A TA ML=V Y AT 444k
L, =W RIEICM LT 2L TE 5.

spike FILAR AL, T CITRE MRER L2 S
N5HZ L, RWEIZIERIRD 5 £ THREH 2 2% D
T spike DR DOMEIEALE % 2 L D30Tz T D
EUET H 720121, SSD D segment BE)HFEE LR
TLULENRD L. F72, spike UV OFEIB O E A I2DOWT
b, spike FHIRAY SSD 1284 Z &L THDD O 4 —/"~ v F
DS LY, SSD 55N AMRELL RICH RS 57—
AN B T L H R LTz, B OGHTIHEHT % blktrace,
iostat 25—V 5D 10 |25 2 B BD WM Th b 2 &
bIfER L7z,

cache i\ & DILHLIZEI L Tld, spike FHIS D B AL
By 22D write DILFEIEHWT — 7 10— FTIEIRFE S AHME
MTHBZENSH%. cache HATHEAT % write back
PREFANTIERELLZ V2D TH 5.

SBOMBEIIUTTH 5.

o L—HIO~DEEL /NI LDD,

segment B9 5 J7iEDER

o J— 71— NOERIZIL L7 E B M segment i 2
o spike FHIHLD A & it § 5 ik
o BMIATFA > TE/2& X2 HDD ~ segment & 3 H

RIS

HGEIZ SSD ~D
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