arXiv:2408.02911v1 [cs.0S] 6 Aug 2024

NVPC: A Transparent NVM Page Cache

Guoyu Wang
wgy21@mails.jlu.edu.cn
Jilin University
China

Shuo Chen
chenshuo22@mails.jlu.edu.cn
Jilin University
China

Abstract

Towards a compatible utilization of NVM, NVM-specialized
kernel file systems and NVM-based disk file system accelera-
tors have been proposed. However, these studies only focus
on one or several characteristics of NVM, while failing to ex-
ploit its best practice by putting NVM in the proper position
of the whole storage stack. In this paper, we present NVPC,
a transparent acceleration to existing kernel file systems
with an NVM-enhanced page cache. The acceleration lies in
two aspects, respectively matching the desperate needs of
existing disk file systems: sync writes and cache-missed op-
erations. Besides, the fast DRAM page cache is preserved for
cache-hit operations. For sync writes, a high-performance
log-based sync absorbing area is provided to redirect data
destination from the slow disk to the fast NVM. Meanwhile,
the byte-addressable feature of NVM is used to prevent write
amplification. For cache-missed operations, NVPC makes
use of the idle space on NVM to extend the DRAM page
cache, so that more and larger workloads can fit into the
cache. NVPC is entirely implemented as a page cache, thus
can provide efficient speed-up to disk file systems with full
transparency to users and full compatibility to lower file
systems.

In Filebench macro-benchmarks, NVPC achieves at most
3.55x, 2.84x, and 2.64x faster than NOVA, Ext-4, and SPFS.
In RocksDB workloads with working set larger than DRAM,
NVPC achieves 1.12x, 2.59x, and 2.11x faster than NOVA,
Ext-4, and SPFS. Meanwhile, NVPC gains positive revenue
from NOVA, Ext-4, and SPFS in 62.5% of the tested cases in
our read/write/sync mixed evaluation, demonstrating that
NVPC is more balanced and adaptive to complex real-world
workloads. Experimental results also show that NVPC is the
only method that accelerates Ext-4 in particular cases for up
to 15.19x%, with no slow-down to any other use cases.
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1 Introduction

As a persistent and byte-addressable memory technology,
non-volatile memory (NVM) is considered as a new hier-
archy in the memory system, and is expected to speed up
lower storage devices while providing consistency guaran-
tees. Specifically, software utilizing NVM can benefit from
(1) lower price and higher capacity compared to DRAM [25];
(2) higher speed than SSD [26, 33]; (3) persistence that will
keep data after a power fail; (4) byte-addressable granularity
like DRAM, which is much smaller than other persistent
block devices. Such benefits bring both opportunities and
challenges to software design.

To make use of NVM, various NVM file systems are pro-
posed. NVM-specialized kernel file systems [1, 12, 34] be-
come the most popular type due to their compatibility with
the current kernel software stack. Existing applications can
transfer to NVM file systems with minimum cost. Different
from traditional block-based file systems, these file systems
take the byte-addressable and persistent character as the first
principle thinking and achieve higher performance than con-
ventional ones on NVM. However, the much lower capacity
of NVM compared with block storage devices hinders NVM-
specialized file systems from wide usage. What’s more, most
famous and widely accepted NVM file systems, like NOVA,
adopt direct access (DAX) to reduce copy from DRAM to
NVM, but the relatively slow speed of NVM makes them infe-
rior to page cache in many cases. There are also cross-media
file systems [16, 36] that attempt to exploit the heterogeneity
of performance and capacity from both storage tiers, usu-
ally including DRAM, NVM, and block storage. However,
because of the complex design, they are usually less mature
and robust than those widely used and time-tested file sys-
tems like Ext-4. Meanwhile, the redesigned architecture on
each media tier makes them incompatible with current file
systems used by online systems, thus bringing large data
migration costs for prospective customers.

The new trend to utilize NVM is to accelerate existing
block device file systems. SPFS [31] and P2CACHE [20] are
two NVM file systems stacked on traditional disk file sys-
tems, aiming to empower disk file systems to utilize NVM.
Tacitly, these kinds of work use NVM to accelerate the slow
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persisting progress of disk. However, the speed-up often
comes with some side effects. E.g. SPFS introduces a second
indexing overhead for its overlay design, and suffers from a
low re-access speed once data is absorbed by its NVM part.
P2CACHE uses NVM to absorb not only sync writes, but
also async ones, to provide strong consistency, which mean-
inglessly slows down the async writes. The defects of these
studies come from their stacked multi-tier design, in which
NVM is not put into its optimum place.

It seems like a quite complex problem: how to fully uti-
lize the attractive characteristics of NVM, while main-
taining the advantage of traditional software stack and
keeping compatible and transparent to current user
programs, so that applications can take advantage of
NVM with no performance degradation and migra-
tion cost? To answer this, we propose NVPC, a transparent
NVM-enhanced page cache, to accelerate the performance
of current disk file systems. Like SPFS and P2CACHE, NVPC
seeks to transparently optimize the performance of existing
mature disk file systems with NVM. The unique contribu-
tion of NVPC lies in three aspects: (1) NVPC preserves the
advantage of the DRAM page cache so that utilizing NVM
will not cause performance downgrade to any use case; (2)
NVPC extends the usage of NVM to make use of all its large
and cheap space; (3) NVPC is implemented as a page cache
but not a file system, thus is more efficient and compatible
compared with previous work.

However, the heterogeneity of DRAM, NVM, and disks
[32] brings great challenges to us. First, these heterogeneous
devices have different access granularity, speed, capacity,
and price. Only by utilizing the advantages and avoiding
the disadvantages of each of the devices can we achieve
optimal performance in all use cases, which has been proven
to be tricky by previous work [20, 31]. Second, to exploit the
performance of NVM, elaborate design and implementation
are needed so that the software stack won’t become the
major bottleneck [19]. Finally, ensuring consistency under
the heterogeneity can be difficult, especially when writes
are performed on different devices with different timing and
granularity.

We observe that with the help of the DRAM page cache,
well-heated workloads on a traditional disk file system (Ext-
4) perform better than on an NVM-specialized file system
(NOVA). We argue that the weaknesses of disk file systems,
in comparison with NVM file systems, are sync writes and
cache-missed operations, which lead to direct disk I/O,
memory allocation, or index rebuilding. Unlike previous
NVM utilization, NVPC recognizes the advantage of the
DRAM page cache, thus simplifying the problem into accel-
erating the slow cache-absent path with NVM, while leaving
normal r/w operations to DRAM. For sync writes, NVPC
persists them to the NVM with a performance-first log struc-
ture that makes use of the byte-addressable access pattern,

and the DRAM cache is reserved for the speed of later oper-
ations. To ensure the eventual consistency on the disk file
system, the sequence of NVM sync and disk write-back is
strictly defined. Moreover, NVPC optimizes the semantics
of sync operation to avoid write amplification on scattered
small writes. On the other hand, to reduce cache misses,
NVPC uses the free space on NVM as a cheaper and larger
second-tier page cache to expand the one on DRAM, like
previous work on tiered CXL-memory page placement [24].
To maximum the performance in this tiered cache, NVPC
uses the LRU algorithm to place hot pages on DRAM and
the cold ones on NVM, meanwhile introducing an access
counter to avoid thrashing. NVPC is implemented into the
memory management system of the Linux kernel, thus is
fully compatible with the current storage software stack, and
is transparent to any user application.

We evaluate NVPC with micro-benchmarks and macro-
benchmarks. Experimental results show that NVPC is the
only NVM-enabled accelerator/FS with performance not
lower than traditional disk file systems in all situations, mean-
while achieving up to 15.19x faster than Ext-4 under sync
writes. Under small sync writes, NVPC outperforms NOVA
by up to 4.23x, due to our fine-grained log design. For large
workloads, NVPC with 1/3 DRAM and 2/3 NVM provides a
1.49x per-$ performance than the same capacity DRAM-only
configuration, while achieving 97.07% of its performance.

2 Background
2.1 Non-volatile Memory

Non-volatile memory (NVM) is a type of byte-addressable
memory that can persist data. According to the specification
from JEDEC [5], NVM can be categorized into three types:
NVDIMM-F that uses flash storage on a DIMM; NVDIMM-N
which has flash and DRAM on the same module, usually
with a backup power source; NVDIMM-P that is naturally
persistent as the computer main memory, including tech-
nologies like PCM, RRAM and STT-RAM [4, 13, 18, 30]. Intel
Optane [4] has been the most popular NVM (NVDIMM-P)
technology in the past few years. Though Intel has aban-
doned Optane, we observe that some alternative technolo-
gies have already appeared on the market [7, 8], and we
believe that there will be various substitutes in the future.
In our work, NVM mainly refers to NVDIMM-P, which is
the most widely used technology, but the work can also be
applied to NVDIMM-N modules.

Typically, NVM has an intermediate performance, capac-
ity, and price between DRAM and SSD [12, 14, 32, 33], which
brings both opportunities and challenges for interested soft-
ware [32, 35]. The main efforts in utilizing NVM can be
categorized into three types. The most efficient method is to
expose NVM directly to user space programs, so that they
can manipulate NVM with minimum software stack latency
[9-11, 15, 22, 25, 27, 28, 37]. This can be the best way for new



programs that wish to take full advantage of NVM. However,
for existing programs, especially those heavyweight ones, mi-
grating to new hardware with new access pattern requires a
huge amount of work, which can sometimes be unrealistic. The
second way is quite simple in concept, which is, to use NVM
as a slow second-tier memory that stores relatively cold data
[6, 24, 29]. Such method adopts the price and capacity ad-
vantage of NVM, but not the persistence character. A more
balanced method between performance and compatibility is
to provide NVM file systems inside the kernel. Since applica-
tions usually utilize persistent storage devices via kernel file
systems, NVM file systems can be easily applied to current
applications.

2.2 File Systems for NVM

Various file systems have been proposed to exploit the per-
formance of NVM devices. Previous work can be mainly
categorized into two types: the NVM-specialized file system
and the Cross-media file system.

NVM-specialized file system: Different from traditional
file systems that orient towards slow block storage devices
like SSD and HDD, NVM-specialized file systems are de-
signed to support the specific characteristics of NVM. Direct
access (DAX) [1] is an early attempt that removes the DRAM
page cache from the access path of traditional file systems.
With DAX, block file systems can be used on NVM without
extra copies on DRAM. DAX can be applied to many block
file systems, such as Ext-4 and XFS. As DAX is a patch on
block file systems, it fails to explore the byte-addressable
access pattern of NVM. Meanwhile, it remains to have the
unnecessary software overhead for block devices, and fails
to provide a proper consistency. However, the idea of DAX
has been adopted by later work. NOVA [34] is proposed
as a dedicated file system for NVM that takes full advan-
tage of its fast and persistent characteristics. NOVA intro-
duces a specially designed log structure on NVM to provide a
strong consistency guarantee with high performance. How-
ever, according to our evaluation shown in Figure 1, due to
the relatively lower speed of NVM, NOVA sometimes per-
forms worse than traditional file systems with DRAM page
cache. Meanwhile, its copy-on-write (CoW) design also fails
to thoroughly exploit NVM’s byte-addressable access pat-
tern. High-performance user space (or user-kernel hybrid)
file systems [9, 11, 21, 27, 37] are also proposed to reduce
the latency brought by the kernel trap, but are not widely
used because they are not compatible with current applica-
tions. These NVM-specialized file systems focus on persisting
data on NVM, but fail to notice the limited speed and capacity
of NVM that are intermediate among DRAM and SSD, thus
constraining their usage scenarios.

Cross-media file system: Cross-media file systems intro-
duce monolithic file systems with a holistic view over multi-
ple heterogeneous storage tiers. The file system is usually
deployed across DRAM, NVM, SSD, and HDD. Strata [16]

uses a user space LibFS with per-process update logs to ac-
celerate single-process access, data are then digested to the
shared area protected by the kernel and placed into differ-
ent media with a strategy. Ziggurat [36] aims to accelerate
slower disk storage with NVM, providing a file system that
has a speed close to NVM but the size of larger disks. By
predicting the write operations from the user, Ziggurat dy-
namically directs operations to the proper storage tier. These
cross-media file systems provide an overall solution to utilize
both DRAM, NVM, and disk, for a balancing between speed,
capacity, and price. However, the monolithic design makes
them hard to tailor and deploy, leading to extra migration
costs for current online systems. Meanwhile, considering their
complexity, it may require a long time to verify and modify
before they become mature.

2.3 Enhancing Disk File Systems with NVM

A novel method to utilize NVM is to enhance existing disk
file systems. Such method can provide transparency and
compatibility to the current software system, with no mi-
gration cost on data and code. These work usually focus on
optimizing the sync write operations of disk file systems,
which are inherently slow due to their immediate persist-
ing semantics and the slow disk I/O speed. Although they
appear less frequently than normal r/w, sync writes often
become the main bottleneck of disk file systems, especially
under workloads with strict correctness requirements, such
as databases.

SPFS [31] is a stackable file system that lies on a traditional
disk file system. Small sync write operations are directed
to the overlaid NVM layer to remove I/O costs on slower
disks, while other writes are left to the lower file system.
Since the page cache is reserved in the lower layer, read and
write operations without sync can still be performed with
the speed of DRAM. SPFS takes into account the different
performance characteristics of DRAM and NVM very well.
However, SPFS depends on a prediction to absorb sync writes
according to the access pattern of many previous sync writes.
Before a successful prediction, the system still suffers from
the low performance of sync I/O. This is an obvious problem
when sync happens with no regular pattern. Meanwhile,
once the data is directed to the upper NVM layer, further
read operations also have to be performed on NVM, leading
to unnecessary high latency. Besides, the two-layer design
of SPFS comes with a double-indexing overhead, which may
lower the overall performance of the system.

P2CACHE [20] is yet another stacked file system atop disk
file systems. There are two differences between P2CACHE
and SPFS. First, P2CACHE moves the DRAM cache upper
to the NVM layer. Any data is written to NVM and DRAM
simultaneously so that P2CACHE can serve subsequent read
operations with faster DRAM. Second, P2CACHE absorbs
not only synchronous but also normal write operations to
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Figure 1. The throughput on different file systems and different
storage devices. C and H indicate that the page cache is cold
(cache miss) or heated (cache hit). S means sync writes.

its NVM to provide strong consistency. P2CACHE outper-
forms the underlying disk file system on sync writes, and
can achieve a comparable performance on reads. However,
the strong consistency and double write lead to a weaker
performance on workloads with normal writes without sync.
What’s more, P2CACHE reserves a large amount of DRAM
and NVM resources for its lightweight design, meaning that
applications on the whole system cannot use those mem-
ory resources via the memory management service of the
kernel anymore. It is questionable whether the availability
of the entire system should be sacrificed for performance.
Moreover, the current implementation of P2CACHE lacks
some essential parts, such as the write-back from NVM to
its lower file system, and the garbage collection mechanism.

On the whole, these accelerators fail to put NVM into the
proper position of the memory hierarchy and exploit its best
practice, thus leading to limited acceleration or even worse
performance than legacy disk file systems under specific use
cases. Besides, both SPFS and P2CACHE ignore to make use of
the free NVM space to further accelerate the system.

3 Motivation

Previous research has attempted to find a proper position
for NVM in the current memory system. However, balancing
the factor of speed, capacity, and price between DRAM, NVM,
and disks, while keeping compatible with the current system as
much as possible, can be a tricky problem, and previous works
only focus on one or several of them. The goal of this work
is to use NVM to accelerate the current storage system
efficiently and transparently, without any performance
downgrade and migration cost.

Normally, storage devices are manipulated by file systems
in current operating systems. We evaluate the basic (sequen-
tial/random, read/write) performance of a traditional disk
file system (Ext-4), with and without pre-heated page cache,
and compare it with file systems on NVM (NOVA, Ext-4, and
Ext4-DAX). Figure 1 shows that operations performed on
the DRAM page cache can always achieve a higher perfor-
mance than on NVM. The shortage of current disk file systems

only falls in sync writes and cache-missed operations. Our
analysis shows that the slow-down of these cache-absent op-
erations is attributed to synchronous I/O and extra software
stack overheads. For cache-missed reads and sync writes,
intuitively, the direct I/O requirement is the main contribu-
tion (over 90%) of the slow-down. For cache-missed writes,
though data can be written to the DRAM cache without I/O,
the memory allocation and the index building for the absent
pages become the main factors (70%) of performance degra-
dation. We will refer to operations on the DRAM page cache
as the fast path, and the ones that cache doesn’t take effect
as the slow path. We notice that all the causes of the slow
path could have been eliminated if the cached page existed
and functioned.

For sync writes, operations must be written to disk due to
the persistence requirements of the sync semantics, which
is much slower than writing to the page cache. It should
be noted that though sync writes happen not as much as
normal r/w operations, they may still constitute of the main
bottleneck of disk file systems, because writes on disk are
usually orders of magnitude slower than on DRAM cache. For
cache-missed operations in the slow path, typical workloads
can generally avoid them after running for a while as long as
the page cache is big enough to hold the hot spot. Extending
the size of the page cache will help to reduce cache misses by
accommodating larger workloads. However, the maximum
DRAM size on each DIMM slot is limited, which restricts
the upper bound of the page cache on a system. The high
expense of DRAM also makes it costly to expand the memory
size. These limitations on the slow path of traditional disk
file systems perfectly match the price, capacity, and speed
characteristics of NVM. Therefore, we believe that it can be
an effective and practical application for NVM to accelerate
the slow path with NVM, while leaving the fast path to
DRAM.

According to our observation, we introduce NVPC, an
NVM-enhanced page cache that runs above disk file systems
below user space, aiming to accelerate the performance of
traditional disk file systems on its slow path, while keeping
transparency to user applications and compatibility with
system storage software stack. In NVPC, sync writes that
may cause disk I/O are directed to NVM instead of the lower
disk, so that any disk file system can leverage a much higher
write speed. Meanwhile, considering the larger capacity and
the lower cost compared to DRAM, NVPC uses NVM as an
extension to the current DRAM page cache for storing cold
data, and thus reduces cache-missed access for large work-
loads. Different from early efforts [20, 31], NVPC accelerates
disk file systems with no consistency semantic change and
performance downgrade in any case, which better meets the
needs of existing file system users.

To respond to the challenges and achieve the goals, NVPC
is designed and implemented with four principles:
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Figure 2. NVPC Architecture. The overall design of NVPC,
including the NVM-extended page cache and the sync absorb-
ing area.

Principle 1: Transparency to both upper applications
and lower file systems. NVPC should be a transparent file
system accelerator. Applications shouldn’t be changed in any
way to leverage the acceleration. Meanwhile, NVPC should
require no modification to the lower file systems, thus all
time-tested disk file systems can be accelerated at no cost.
The downward transparency also signifies that expensive
data migration is not required for users.

Principle 2: No consistency change to current I/0
stack. NVPC should not promote or demote the current
consistency model at any level. A higher consistency level
means a higher cost, but hardly means anything to existing
applications. A lower consistency level means the semantics
of current file systems can be broken. NVPC believes that
the current consistency level is the best practice for existing
applications.

Principle 3: No performance downgrade to current
file systems. The goal of NVPC is to optimize the shortage
of disk file systems, not to provide a biased performance like
previous work [12, 20, 31, 34]. Hence, NVPC should not slow
down current file systems in any case.

Principle 4: Performance-first, price-aware, exploit
NVM as much as possible. As long as previous principles
are not violated, NVPC aims to provide a maximal accelera-
tion. Meanwhile, unused NVM space should be revitalized
in NVPC, considering its low price and large capacity.

4 NVPC Design

NVPC needs a separate design to absorb sync writes and to
extend the DRAM cache, because they have different per-
sistence demands. As shown in Figure 2, NVPC contains
two main components: a sync absorbing area, and an NVM-
extended page cache. Though implemented with different
mechanisms, the capacity of NVM space is dynamically
shared between the two parts. The sync absorbing area is also
referred to as the persistent domain, and the NVM-extended
page cache, including the original DRAM page cache and
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the volatile NVM page cache extension, is called the non-
persistent domain. In this section, we will dive into the details
of these two parts.

4.1 Sync Absorbing Area

Sync writes has been a drag for many applications that re-
quire a high consistency level. To reduce disk I/O caused by
sync writes, NVPC introduces the sync absorbing area to
persist the data and the metadata that the user requires to
persist immediately.

In NVPC, all writes are performed on the non-persistent
page cache first (principle 3). Then if a write is required to be
sync, it will be persisted by the sync absorbing area on NVM.
Note that the write-back of data, sync or not, is handled by
the non-persistent page cache, because in this case there’s a
great chance that the source of the write-back lies on faster
DRAM instead of NVM. There is no data transfer between
the NVM persistent domain and the lower disk in NVPC.

Based on principle 2, NVPC needs to provide sync seman-
tics that are no lower than the original one. This means that
NVPC should persist sync writes with the strictest consis-
tency level of current disk file systems, e.g. Ext-4 data journal
mode. To persist data properly, we need to make sure that
the data itself, the index (metadata) of the data, and the write
order of the data, are both persisted properly. Further, to keep
the atomicity of a write, transactional technologies should
be adopted. It can be costly for the system to guarantee these
consistency requirements, thus an appropriate design is vital
for the performance.

The sync absorbing area uses both logging and shadow-
paging mechanisms to ensure the consistency of sync writes
on NVM. To maintain consistency between NVM and disk,
we further bring up an order-preserving logging mechanism
on heterogeneous storage devices. Besides, an active sync
policy is proposed to alleviate write amplification introduced
by traditional sync operations. Finally, we discuss the crash
recovery process.
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4.1.1 Log Structure. Depicted in Figure 3, the fundamen-
tal design of the sync absorbing area is a series of logs on
NVM. The main task of the log is to persist the index of
the data, so that we can still retrieve the data after a power
outage. For each log series, the 64B log entries are first se-
quentially organized in a 4KB page. When the log exceeds
the current page, another page is allocated. The page is then
attached to the previous page by a linked list. Page allocation
is served by the free page manager of NVPC, which will be
introduced in Section 4.3. The traversal operation on the log
is accelerated by prefetching.

There are two types of logs in the sync absorbing area.
The first one is called a super log that contains pointers that
link to the log heads of all the inodes managed by NVPC.
There is only one global super log in NVPC, and its first log
page (log head) is the physical 0 address of the NVM device,
in order that NVPC can find it again directly after power
failure. The super log is the root of all logs, from which all the
persistent-domain data can be found and replayed. Another
type is called an inode log. Each NVPC-managed file has an
inode log, and all sync writes and metadata updates on it are
recorded by such inode log.

Each entry in the super log describes an inode log. Specif-
ically, there are four fields for each entry: an s_dev field
and an i_ino field to find a specific file, a head_log_page
pointer that points to the first log page of this inode log, and
a committed_log_tail field to indicate the inode’s current
log tail. Whenever a new inode is delegated to NVPC, a new
super log entry pointing to a new inode log is created. Then
when this file is accessed again, NVPC will find the super
log entry to retrieve its inode log.

An inode log describes all the sync-relevant update opera-
tions on a file, and the most important operation on this log
is sync writes. NVPC manages NVM in pages, so the write is
naturally separated into parts no larger than a page, and we
may need to record them n times if a write crosses n — 1 page
boundaries. For inode logs, each entry represents a write
part. Two log entry types are designed to persist data. The
first one is the out-of-place log entry (OOP entry), meaning
that the data it refers to is in a stand-alone persistent domain
page. The OOP entry contains a page_index field that points
to the address of the whole-page data in NVM. NVPC uses
OOP entries for large page-aligned shadow-paging writes,

which offers convenience for data page allocating and re-
claiming. The new OOP data page is filled with new data, so
the old data doesn’t need to be copied to the new page at all.
The second type is the in-place log entry (IP entry), meaning
that the data is included inside the log zone just next to the
entry. IP entry suits for small unaligned write parts with
arbitrary sizes, in this case NVPC can take the advantage
of NVM’s byte-addressable characteristic (principle 4). Be-
sides these differences, both the OOP entry and the IP entry
have the following fields: a file_offset field to indicate
the position in the file that the current entry is writing to;
a data_len field to indicate the length of the current write
entry; a last_write field to find the previous write on the
same position for backtracking (Section 4.1.5); a tid field
to mark a transaction; and a flag field to mark the state
of an entry. Apart from two kinds of write entries, there is
also a metadata update entry to record the change of the
inode’s metadata, and a write-back record entry that will be
discussed in Section 4.1.3.

4.1.2 Sync Write Steps. With the log structure defined,
it is time to give a glimpse of the process of sync write.
When a sync write is performed (O_SYNC write or stand-
alone sync), the data is always written to the non-persistent
page cache first (no matter to DRAM or NVM). Then the
data is written to the persistent domain again. We are not
reusing pages between the non-persistent domain and the
persistent domain (yellow and green data pages in Figure 3),
even if the cached page is in NVM, because further writes
on the non-persistent domain may introduce partial writes
to the persistent domain, which violates the transactional
consistency on the sync absorbing area (principle 2). Now
we focus on the write process of the persistent domain:
Each sync write operation is regarded as a transaction in
NVPC. The write transaction is broken into parts according
to the page boundaries it crosses. For each part of the write,
a log entry will be appended to the end of the inode log of
the current file. Aligned whole-page parts are recorded by
OOP entries, with the data copied from the non-persistent
domain to a newly allocated persistent domain data page ()
in Figure 3). Note that even if there is a previous persistent
domain data page found for the same offset (Data Page B
in Figure 3), we cannot reuse it, otherwise, we may lose the
data of the previous transaction if a crash happens in this



transaction (principle 2). Unaligned parts are recorded by
IP entries, and the data is copied to the entry’s data zone.
A simple case is the stand-alone sync operation (e.g. fsync),
for which we just need to persist all dirty pages with OOP
entries. The transaction division and the entry type selection
policies are also depicted in Figure 4

The entries are filled as follows: For OOP entries, the
page_index field of the entry points to the data page, as 2
in Figure 3 shows. The file_offset and data_len fields
are set as is. The tid field is set to an auto-increment id that
increases on each transaction. For a write operation, all en-
tries that describe its parts have the same tid. To ensure the
integrity of a write transaction, the committed_log_tail
of the inode log is only atomically updated after all the parts
in a transaction finish.

To further ensure principle 2, several techniques are ap-
plied. First, due to the existence of CPU caches, writes to
NVM may return before they are eventually persisted to the
NVM device. To solve the inconsistency risk, NVPC uses
cache line write-back (e.g. Intel’s clwb) to explicitly instruct
the CPU to flush data back to NVM. Note that with the help of
eADR [2], the cache line write-back process can be omitted,
in which case NVPC can achieve a better performance. Fur-
ther, memory barriers (sfence) are performed to maintain
the ordering of store operations before and after consistency-
critical points. There are only two barriers used in the sync
absorbing area. The first one is put after all transaction parts
are logged and before the committed_log_tail is updated,
to make sure that a transaction is complete before we can see
it. Then another barrier is put after the commit before the
start of the next transaction to maintain the order between
transactions.

4.1.3 Consistency between NVM and Disk. We now
have two separate write paths to NVM and disk. Writes with
sync indications are persisted directly to the persistent do-
main of NVM, and may have bytes less than a page. On the
other hand, any kind of write, sync or not, dirties some pages
in the non-persistent domain page cache, leading to asyn-
chronous write-backs from the non-persistent domain to
disk. Put simply, let’s assume that the block size of the disk is
equal to the page size. Pages on the underlying disk of NVPC
always persist the absolutely right data with absolutely right
intra-page write sequences. This is because that a disk page
is written as a checkpoint of the non-persistent cached page,
and the cached page is always guaranteed to be right by the
file system. However, since we have changed all sync writes
to async on disk, the page on disk may persist an older data
version if a power failure happens before a synchronized
dirty page is written back to the disk. Fortunately, NVPC
guarantees that we have a fresher version data persisted on
NVM. But since we only persist the necessary bytes of sync
writes, but not all page bytes of all dirty pages, we may face
inconsistency problems here, which violate principle 2.

O1: write(0, "abc", sync)  O2: write(1, "317") O3: write(3, "xyz", sync)

Poge | S A (
Cache : . -
4 V2 V3 V4 ;
L-s | ST (D SEEEEESY 2cf write-back
...... write-back | abc--- a317-- | write-back a31xyz
Disk Y
sync V1 sync V3 sync V4
R i a317-- a3lxyz
NVM Y Y

Tast_write

write(3, "xyz"

rebuild: ‘abexyz

rebuild: ‘abc---

Figure 5. Page consistency on heterogeneous devices.

Figure 5 illustrates a typical scenario of the inconsistency
between the data on disk and NVM. At the point of ¢2, the
page cache, disk, and NVM reach a synchronous status of
V1. At the point of ¢7, the disk maintains the latest version
V3, but the NVM has the previous version V2, which can
be rebuilt from V1 and O1. The lag of the data version on
NVM is because O2 is not a sync write, and we have no
reason to persist it to NVM. So the first problem is that if
we crash at t7, the recovery process will rebuild V2 from the
NVM and overwrite the V3 on the disk, meaning that we
encounter an unexpected data rollback. This is an annoying
problem but does not violate the sync semantics, because O2
didn’t require itself to be synced. Even if we can bear this
problem, we may also face a problem at ¢10. At this point, a
new sync write O3 was performed and completed with itself
successfully recorded by NVM, and the new data V4 is not
written back to the disk yet. However, if we have a crash
here, we can only rebuild abcxyz from the NVM, which is
not any version we expect. The data has been messed up
on NVM at this point, and the disk only has the previous
version V3 instead of the latest sync version V4. The key
to these frustrating problems is that we don’t have the ex-
act time sequence of disk writes and NVM writes. Now we
persist the disk write-back events on NVM (the yellow bub-
ble on the NVM timeline in Figure 5) to maintain a global
clock. Whenever a disk write-back happens, if there is a
valid previous entry, a write-back entry is appended to the
inode log, implying that the previous writes on this page
are expired. Then when we rebuild the page after crash, we
only replay unexpired operations to the page version on the
disk. E.g. at t10 we replay O3 (NVM) to V3 (disk) and get
a31xyz, which is exactly what we want (the lost V4). By this
mechanism NVPC ensures that it will always rebuild the
latest data without rollback or mistake.

4.14 SyncSemantic Optimization. There are three types
of file operations that cause direct I/O on a disk file sys-
tem: the O_SYNC flag that indicates that a file or a mount
point should always be synchronously written; the O_DIRECT
flag that attempts to minimize cache effects of I/O on a file
which also causes sync writes; the explicit sync operation



(e.g. fsync) that claims an immediate data persistence. Both
the O_SYNC and the O_DIRECT flags are prior instructions,
meaning that we can immediately persist the written data
once that write operation is performed. Differently, the sync
operation is a posterior instruction after the data of previous
write operations is written to the non-persistent page cache,
which means that we may need to reposition previous writes
to the persistent domain. However, when a sync operation
is performed individually, we have lost the data position and
length information of all the previous writes. In such case, if
we have multiple small writes across many pages before a
sync, the sync operation will write all the dirtied full-pages
to the persistent-domain NVM, causing severe write ampli-
fication. E.g. in Figure 4, the pink fragments will cause all
contents of the red dirty pages written to NVM.

To solve the write amplification problem, we introduce
active sync (principle 4). The idea is to predict how many
following write operations on a file are going to be synchro-
nized. The prediction is made by the previous write-sync
pattern. If there are small scattered writes, we actively mark
that file as 0_SYNC, thereby the following writes will be syn-
chronized immediately inside the write system call, at which
time we still have the data position and length information.
Vice versa, if the writes are predicted better to be absorbed
by the DRAM page cache, we clear the O_SYNC flag. This
procedure is described by Algorithm 1. We need the record
of written bytes and dirtied pages since the last sync to cal-
culate whether it is better to persist every write directly
to the NVM or to wait for a whole page. The sensitivity is
used to tune the algorithm on different workloads to prevent
thrashing, and is empirically set to 2 to suit most workloads.

4.1.5 Crash Recovery. To recover the data on NVPC to
the disk after a power failure, a crash replay procedure is in-
troduced. The procedure walks multiple times through each
inode log to recover the file. First, it walks along the whole in-
ode log. In this pass, log entries on the same data page offset
are linked together in sequence through the last_write field
of each entry, and the latest write entry is also picked out
for each data page. Then for each page, the rebuilder walks
from its latest entry towards the earliest via the last_write
field. Once a write-back entry or an OOP entry is found,
the walk halts, because the previous data are either expired
or overwritten. The data of the traversed entries are then
replayed to the data page on the disk.

4.2 NVM-extended Page Cache

A larger page cache is helpful to reduce cache misses for ap-
plications using big files. However, the density limitation and
high price of DRAM are hindering the page cache from be-
coming larger. As Figure 2 shows, NVPC uses the free space
on NVM as an extension to the original DRAM page cache.
Due to the lower price and higher capacity of NVM, NVPC
can provide a large page cache to workloads with a lower

Algorithm 1 Active sync mechanism.

1: global variables

2: should_active_cnt

3: should_deact_cnt

4: end global variables

5: procedure MARKSYNC(file, written_bytes,
dirty_pages, sensitivity)

> Counter before activate.
> Counter before deactivate.

6: > This is called on each sync.

7: if written_bytes < dirty_pages * 4096 then

8: should_active_cnt < should_active_cnt + 1
9: if should_active_cnt > sensitivity then

10: file.flags « file.flags| O_SYNC

11: should deact_cnt < 0

12: end if

13: end if

14: end procedure
15: procedure CLEARSYNC(file, written_bytes,
dirty_pages, sensitivity)

16: > This is called on each write.

17: if written_bytes > dirty_pages * 4096 then
18: should_deact_cnt « should _deact_cnt + 1
19: if should_deact_cnt > sensitivity then
20: file.flags « file.flags & ~O_SYNC
21: should_active_cnt < 0

22: end if

23: end if

24: end procedure

per-byte cost and a higher per-$ performance (principle 4)
compared with a DRAM-only page cache.

To maintain compatibility with the memory management
system of the current kernel, all the designs on the current
DRAM page cache are preserved in our NVM-extended page
cache, like the clean/dirty/write-back page state and relevant
functions. Take special note that the sync writes that have
been persisted by the sync absorbing area are still marked
as dirty, and the final write-back to the disk is done by this
page cache part.

To keep the advantage of the current DRAM page cache,
hot pages should be stored in faster DRAM, and the cold ones
should be stored in slower memory tiers (e.g. CXL memory

n [24]), and the slower one is the NVM in our work. NVPC
adopts the LRU (clock) algorithm to judge the temperature
of pages. Pages on DRAM are still managed by the LRU list
of the current memory management system. When a page
reaches the end of the DRAM LRU, it is demoted to NVM
[6] and then managed by the NVM-side LRU we introduce.
The NVM-side LRU doesn’t use the multi-level design as the
DRAM-side one. Instead, each page is assigned an access
counter. For each page access, the counter of the page is
added by 1. We use such counter to conduct the promotion
(back to DRAM) and the eviction (to disk) of pages. Con-
cretely, pages with counter values greater than a promote



threshold will be moved back to DRAM. The promote thresh-
old can be set statically, or dynamically according to the
access frequency of DRAM pages. In this work, we statically
set the promote threshold to 4 to prevent thrashing between
DRAM and NVM, and the dynamic strategy is left for future
work. On the other hand, when the NVM is short in capacity,
an evict thread will start to scan from the end of the LRU.
Each scanned page will be evicted from NVM if its counter
is zero, or its counter will be decreased by 1 and it will be
put back to the front of the LRU if its counter is non-zero.

4.3 Utilities

Free Page Manager: There is a free NVM page manager in
NVPC to handle the allocating and freeing of NVM pages.
The free page manager serves both the sync absorbing area
and the NVM-extended page cache. We implement this man-
ager to isolate NVM pages from the memory management
of the kernel, thereby improving the allocation speed and
ensuring the security of data in the persistent domain. Free
NVM pages are managed with a global linked list. Further,
each CPU has a free pool. Pages are allocated from and freed
to the per-CPU pool to avoid lock contention on the global
list. Once the pages in a pool are less than a low watermark,
the pool obtains pages from the global list. Otherwise, if the
pages in a pool are more than a high watermark, the pool
returns pages to the global list.

Garbage Collector: To reclaim the unused NVM space, a
garbage collector is provided as a kernel thread. Different
from the page eviction thread of the NVM-extended page
cache, the garbage collector periodically runs in the back-
ground to walk through the log pages and check if there are
any log pages or data pages that would not be used anymore.
A log entry becomes useless when it is expired because of
a later write-back, or it is overwritten by a later OOP entry.
A data page is useless if its log entry is useless. A useless
data page is reclaimed once it is found, and a log page is
reclaimed once all the entries inside are useless. The walk
stops before the latest log pages of inodes, because the latest
page is obviously in use. The scanning doesn’t require any
lock so there’s no influence to the foreground work.

5 Implementation

NVPC is implemented on Linux kernel 5.15 (LTS) with 7.3K
lines of kernel codes and no more than 1K LOC for auxil-
iary tools. The changes to the kernel code are limited to
the VFS (0.3K LOC), the memory management system (6.2K
LOC), and the drivers (0.8K LOC). The VES code is modified
carefully with no semantic change to the current API, thus
maintaining full compatibility and transparency to current
applications and file systems (principle 1). The major work
is implemented inside the memory management system, in-
cluding all functions of NVPC discussed in Section 4 and
the necessary collaboration between NVPC and the original

kernel memory management. The drivers take charge of the
initialization of DAX NVM devices and the configurations
of NVPC from users. Besides, two user space utility tools are
provided: the nvpcctl tool to configure and monitor NVPC,
and the modified daxctl tool to initialize PMEM to NVPC
device. The prototype is open source and can be found at
https://anonymous.4open.science/r/NVPC/.

6 Evaluation

NVPC can be applied to any disk file system. Here we choose
the widely used Ext-4 as the lower file system for our case
study. We perform the experiments on a system with Intel
Xeon 5218R (1 node used), 128GB DRAM, 256GB Intel Op-
tane PMEM (128GB x2, interleaved), Samsung PM9A3 1.92TB
NVMe SSD, and Ubuntu 20.04, unless otherwise specified.
We compare NVPC to multiple representative file systems
and accelerators, including: Ext-4 as a baseline, NOVA (CoW),
SPFS (with Ext-4), and P2CACHE. Note that the published
implementation of P2CACHE fails to run on our testbed,
due to its rigid memory arrangement and lack of key func-
tions. We use NVPC with sync for each write to simulate
the performance of P2CACHE, and the result will be marked
as P2CACHE (sim). Besides, the SSD we are using in the
evaluation has a high speed, and the bandwidth of NVM is
limited because only two modules are installed. For a sys-
tem with lower speed storage (e.g. SATA SSDs or HDDs) and
higher bandwidth NVM (e.g. more PMEM modules installed),
the performance improvement ratio of NVPC will be much
higher than the numbers reported in this section.

6.1 Microbenchmarks

The fundamental fast-path performance of disk file systems
is not the aim of NVPC, and has been discussed in Figure 1.
Due to the length limitation of the paper, we will focus on
the performance of slow-path accelerations in this section.

6.1.1 Superiority of the Sync-absorbing Design. To
comprehensively illustrate the performance superiority of
NVPC’s sync-absorbing strategy, we first deploy 4KB ran-
dom r/w tests with different r/w ratios (0/10, 3/7, 5/5, 7/3)
and various sync write percentages (0% to 100% step by 20%).
The experimental result is shown in Figure 6. Due to our
DRAM-NVM cooperative design, NVPC outperforms NVM
file systems, disk file systems, and NVM-based FS accelera-
tors in the majority of cases. In non-sync workloads, NVPC
performs the same as a heated Ext-4, which is up to 3.72x,
2.93x, and 1.24x faster than NOVA, P2CACHE, and SPFS. For
all-sync workloads, NVPC performs the same as P2CACHE,
which is up to 1.70x, 4.44x, and 5.59x faster than NOVA,
Ext-4, and SPFS. Meanwhile, in moderate sync level, NVPC
outperforms both Ext-4 and P2CACHE. The results indicate
that NVPC can always have a good trade-off between DRAM
and NVM access over different sync levels.
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Figure 7. Sync performance under different I/O sizes.

The blue shadow in Figure 6 is the performance NVPC
gains from Ext-4, and the red shadow indicates that any
data point within it means a performance degradation to
Ext-4. It is obvious that NVPC accelerates Ext-4 efficiently
while causing no slowdown at all, which meets our principle
3. For other candidates, however, there are always varying
degrees of performance degradation. NOVA and P2CACHE
both suffer from slow NVM writes under low sync level,
due to their strong consistency. NOVA is also hindered by
slow NVM reads when the read proportion rises. SPFS only
shows its advantage to Ext-4 in write-only and high sync
level scenarios, and falls behind NVPC in all cases, because
of its two-tier design and read-after-sync slowdown.

To demonstrate the sync performance of NVPC on dif-
ferent data sizes, we then perform sync append, sequential
overwrite, and random overwrite tests with multiple write
lengths. Except for NVPC-fsync, tests are performed on an
O_SYNC-enabled file. As shown in Figure 7, NVPC acceler-
ates Ext-4 in all cases for up to 15.19x due to the fast NVM
sync write path. Note that NVPC can even achieve a higher
speedup ratio on slower block storage devices like SATA
SSDs and HDDs. NVPC also outperforms SPFS in all cases
due to our concise monolayer design. Compared to NOVA,
NVPC has a better performance in small sync writes (100B
and 1KB), since NVPC adopts a free-length log design that
introduces no write amplification, while NOVA manages
data by pages and needs copy-on-write to ensure crash con-
sistency for small writes. For larger sync workloads, NOVA
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performs better than NVPC, because 1) NVPC cannot elimi-
nate the software overhead of lower file systems and page
cache, and 2) NVPC has to write to both DRAM and NVM,
while NOVA only writes to NVM. However, these overheads
are necessary, since our goal is to 1) transparently accelerate
current disk file systems, while still utilizing their large ca-
pacity and requiring no data migration (principle 1), and to 2)
maintain the advantage of DRAM fast path access and refuse
slowdown to any use cases (principle 3). Sync writes only
account for a small proportion of real-world workloads, and
will not be the major bottleneck anymore if they reach the
performance of the same order of magnitude as normal r/w.
Hence, our moderate but not aggressive acceleration here
can bring more benefits to a vast range of mixed scenarios,
which has been proven by our previous mixed test. Note
that P2CACHE is omitted in this evaluation, because it has
the same behavior with NVPC under full-sync workloads.
The reason for the absence of P2CACHE in the following
evaluations will be the same.

We also evaluate NVPC’s performance with fsync opera-
tions instead of O_SYNC flags. The performance is shown as
NVPC-fsync and NVPC-fsync +Optm in Figure 7, for vanilla
NVPC and NVPC with active sync semantic optimization
(Section 4.1.4) respectively. The result shows that the opti-
mization increases the performance of vanilla NVPC by up to
59%, because of the elimination of write amplification. With



the optimization, fsync operations in NVPC outperform Ext-
4, NOVA, and SPFS under O_SYNC in all tested cases below
4KB.

6.1.2 Crash Consistency. We notice that crash consis-
tency checkers for file systems [17, 23] have been proposed.
However, these checkers either only intercept writes from
the block layer for disk file systems, or raise the persistent se-
mantics to each single write only for strong consistency PM
file systems. None of these checkers is suitable under NVPC’s
heterogeneous, loose-consistency work conditions. To prove
that NVPC provides a proper consistency guarantee, we man-
ually trial the system with crashes injected to the critical
points of the code. For log transactions, crashes are added be-
tween the memory barriers described in Section 4.1.2. These
tests demonstrate whether the log of NVPC is updated with
atomicity and isolation. For NVM-disk page consistency pre-
sented in Section 4.1.3, crashes are added around the write-
back event. These tests demonstrate whether NVPC can
provide sync acceleration with eventual correctness. No FS
semantics violation is found during our limited test.

6.1.3 NVM-extended Page Cache. To illustrate the ef-
fectiveness of our NVM-extended page cache design, we
shrink the capacity of DRAM to 16GB and limit the size of
NVM to 32GB. We perform a random read test with uniform
distribution under 32GB file size and 160GB total I/O size,
to demonstrate the performance of the page cache under
some certain workloads with uniform access patterns. We
also deploy a test with Zipfian distribution under 160GB
file size and 1000GB total I/O size to study the performance
under daily workloads with hot-spotted working sets and
long access terms. We then compare NVPC’s throughput
and cost-effectiveness to Ext-4 with 16GB and 4GB DRAM
page cache. Since Intel stopped to offer Optane PM modules
anymore, we choose the price recorded by previous work
[25], i.e. $419.0 for 128GB PM and $877.0 for 128GB DDR4
DRAM, to calculate the cost-effectiveness.

Figure 8 shows the results. In the uniform test, NVPC’s
DRAM-NVM combined page cache achieves 3.34x faster
than 16GB DRAM page cache, and reaches 97.07% of 48GB
all DRAM page cache. In the Zipfian test, NVPC performs
2.69x faster than 16GB DRAM and reaches 82.04% of 48GB
DRAM. For DRAM-only settings, the per-byte cost is $6.85,
while the tested 16GB-DRAM plus 32GB-NVM configuration
for NVPC only costs $4.47 for each byte. Meanwhile, our
approach achieves the highest cost-effectiveness in all tests,
i.e. 48.92% and 25.85% higher than 48GB DRAM-only setting
in uniform and Zipfian tests respectively.

6.1.4 Scalability. To measure the scalability of NVPC, we
perform a 4KB random r/w test with multiple threads ac-
cessing different files, and the thread number varies from 1
to 16. The read-write ratio is set to 1:1, and the writes are
all synchronous, to demonstrate the scalability of NVPC’s
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Figure 9. Scalability under random r/w test.

DRAM-NVM cooperative design. Before the test, a pre-read
of each file is performed to heat up the cache and minimize
the influence of the lower file system and storage device. The
result in Figure 9 shows that with the increment of threads,
NVPC scales well and outperforms all competitors. NVPC
has a performance up to 1.94x, 3.11x, and 8.87x compared
with NOVA, Ext-4, and SPFS. The advantage of NVPC lies in
its ability to fully utilize DRAM and NVM to separately serve
read and write requests with high efficiency. In comparison,
reads on NOVA are served with slower NVM. For SPFS, its
second index and read-after-sync slowdown make it inferior
to Ext-4 under 2 or more threads. The performance degrada-
tion from 8 threads to 16 is caused by the saturation of NVM
write bandwidth (since our testbed only has 2 PM modules
interleaved) and the contention between threads.

6.2 Macrobenchmarks

In this section, we evaluate NVPC and other file systems/
accelerators using real-world workloads to demonstrate the
balanced performance and wide applicability of NVPC. We
choose Filebench and RocksDB to cover different application
scenarios.

6.2.1 Filebench. Filebench [3] provides 3 representative
macrobenchmark scripts to simulate server workloads: file-
server is a non-sync write intensive workload with 1:2 r/w
ratio; webserver is a read intensive workload with 10:1 r/w
ratio; varmail is a balanced read/sync-write 1:1 test with
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Figure 10. Filebench performance results.

small I/O size. The detailed settings of these workloads are
listed in Table 1.

Workload ‘ ‘ File size | /O size ‘ Threads R/W # of files
(avg) (r/w) ratio
Fileserver 128KB | 1MB/16KB 16 1:2 10000
Webserver 64KB | 1MB/16KB 16 10:1 1000
Varmail 16KB 1MB/16KB 16 1:1 10000

Table 1. Filebench workload configurations.

The result of the test is shown in Figure 10. In fileserver
and webserver workloads, NVPC, SPFS, and Ext-4 show sim-
ilar performance, significantly leading NOVA, due to the uti-
lization of fast DRAM page cache. E.g. NVPC shows 3.55x and
2.10x performance as NOVA in fileserver and webserver
respectively. NVPC is also 2.32x faster than P2CACHE in
fileserver, because P2CACHE forces all writes to be per-
sisted by NVM, while NVPC doesn’t. In varmail workload,
NVPC is 2.84x and 2.65x faster than Ext-4 and SPFS, while
25.98% slower than NOVA. SPFS fails to effectively acceler-
ate Ext-4 in varmail because it demands a prediction period
before absorbing sync writes to NVM. However, varmail
synchronously writes to scattered files for only twice on
each file, making SPFS fail to predict and absorb most of
these scattered sync writes. The relatively lower speed of
NVPC compared to NOVA in varmail is attributed to the
double-write to DRAM and NVM. Again, we believe the re-
tention of DRAM cache helps to provide a more balanced
performance in daily workloads, in which sync operations
only account for a small portion.

6.2.2 RocksDB. RocksDB is an LSM-tree-based key-value
database. Data written to RocksDB are first recorded by
a write-ahead log (WAL). Then the logged data are asyn-
chronously written to the LSM tree (SST files). Reading data
from RocksDB will cause reads on the SST file. RocksDB
provides db_bench as its test suite. We choose sequential
write (fillseq), sequential read (readseq), and multi-thread
r/w mixed (readrandomwriterandom) tests to demonstrate
the performance of NVPC under different cases. The read-
randomwriterandombenchmark is also separately performed

12

with a small and a large working set. The small test runs on
the original testbed with 4GB working set size that can fit
into the DRAM cache. The large test runs with the DRAM
size limited to 16GB while the working set size set to 32GB, in
which the working set cannot fit into the DRAM, to illustrate
the united speed-up from NVPC’s sync absorbing area and
NVM-extended page cache. We pre-deploy a fillseq to cre-
ate the database and then switch on sync mode for each test,
and the database is removed after each test. Note that SPFS
encounters several crashes when we try to clean up the exist-
ing database. It also fails to run under RocksDB’s O_DIRECT
mode. Figure 11 shows the performance of RocksDB.

For fillseq, SPFS, NOVA, and NVPC achieves 5.83x,
4.33x, and 5.23x faster than Ext-4. The reason for the low
performance of Ext-4 is that its WAL sync write suffers from
the low speed of the disk. NOVA has a lower speed than SPFS
and NVPC due to its write amplification for small metadata
writes, which is caused by its copy-on-write design.

For readseq, Ext-4 and NVPC perform similarly and both
outperform NOVA, because in NVPC and Ext-4, read opera-
tions are served by the fast-path DRAM, while NOVA can
only perform reads on NVM. Meanwhile, SPFS also provides
the same high speed, because SPFS avoids its read-after-write
slowdown in RocksDB. Specifically, RocksDB reads from SST
files, which are previously written to disk with large-bulk
(tens or hundreds of MB) sync. However, SPFS doesn’t absorb
sync writes with more than 4MB data, thus it can still serve
RocksDB reads with the lower DRAM page cache instead of
the slow NVM.

For small readrandomwriterandom, NVPC performs 1.38x
and 1.24x faster than Ext-4 and NOVA. The advantage of
NVPC comes from its DRAM-NVM cooperative design. SPFS
achieves similar performance as NVPC, again, due to its
skip of large bulk sync. On the whole, NVPC and SPFS both
achieve a balanced performance on RocksDB in small work-
ing sets, with a higher speed than Ext-4 on writes and an
equal speed on reads, while NOVA provides higher write
speed but lower read speed.

For large readrandomwriterandom, NVPC outperforms
both Ext-4, SPFS, and NOVA. Note that under this test the
workload is larger than the DRAM size, meaning that part of
the workload cannot be served with the DRAM page cache.
Compared with Ext-4 and SPFS, NVPC can utilize more NVM
as the extra page cache, thus relieving the slow reads from
the disk. Compared with NOVA, NVPC can serve some of
the reads with the limited DRAM at a higher speed.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we discuss the fast path and the slow path
of conventional disk file systems, then propose NVPC as a
transparent NVM-enhanced page cache to accelerate current
file systems on their slow path. We provide a detailed design
of NVPC, including the non-persistent page cache and the
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Figure 11. RocksDB performance results.

persistent sync absorbing area, and relevant methods to im-
prove performance and ensure consistency. We implement a
prototype of NVPC on Linux. The evaluation of the proto-
type shows that NVPC is the only approach that effectively
improves the slow-path performance of disk file systems
while introducing no slow-down to any use cases.
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