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Abstract

Many caching mechanisms for mapping tables are proposed to improve efficiency and
to save spaces based on page-level. mapping FTL.

In this study, we further explore the mapping ‘table management in flash memory.
The user data and, the mapping information are separated in flash blocks, similar to the
hot-cold data separation. Those blocks for storing data called data blocks (D-blocks) and
those blocks for storing mapping table‘ealled translation blocks (T-blocks). Due to their
different degree of hot.and cold, uncontrolled allocation for ‘I'/D blocks using the greedy
GC policy will cause more overhead. For a system setting, there exists a best ratio for
T/D block partition. But the optimalratio-for T/D blocks will change from various flash
geometry factors. However, we can solve it by our reduction of cost formulae and analysis.
As a result, We propose a on-line tuning optimal ratio for T'/D blocks method instead of

the huge look-up table.
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i



R

R4 AR E ) AR RAFT 550905 M, 03] T A R|098F 20, BRI KA LA
BkIE, RETVVEFBGARK , AR, TP ATINM, St BB R 00 45 E 2 5k 5 F
HEF, R ZHg R RpAe 5 FURE R, —BokkieiE B AL FE, B AMEFITERS
BB, Pl S KA TR, w20 T RF 589 RRANEFT 2 A,

A, REZHINBHTIRE F9HE—BA, KEAMRLEAGA, OEK, Pldo: FEHZ
k. Bk, ERAETREN, T8 LRERLTRATHRK, BATHL K. Master £
&, ARAVE—IMH, BEDFTRE M-S, M—ARRFORZ, RIS IT, REATRE
BR, RAGRIRA T BN, REATIEIGAA, AHHEE S, + 0 BRI, 24753
ZHFEM, £AE, TR BEEK TREARMERGH TRk,

WA AR, A AESRARGUA BRI A R s RN IR AF KA B REA, £F
¥ LAER AR A bR Rk E S

iii



H 4%

#—=% Introduction

% =% Background

2.1 Logical-to-Physical mapping cache . . . . . .. ... ... ... ..
2.2 Mapping cache management . . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ..
2.3 Block allocation/partition for user data & mapping information . . . .

2.4 Related work . . . . . . . .

% =% Block partitioning for T /D-block management

3.1 Overview o o 0L Lo e
3.2 Partition'tuning strategy . . . . . . . oL oL
3.2 Overprovision vs. ‘optimal T-block number . . . . . . ..
3.2:2 Cache size vs. optimal T-block number - . . . . . . . ..
3.2:3 Compute the optimal T:D ratio . . . o . . . . . . . ..
3.3 Practical issues . « . . e
3.3. L Dynamic factors and convertiable factors . . . . . . . ..

3.3.2 T-blockinumber adjustment algorithm . . . . . . . . . ..

%= Experimental results

4.1 Experimental setup and performance metrics . . . . . . .. .. ..

4.2 Performance evaluation and verification . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

# A% Conclusion

v

11

13
13
14
15
19
21
24
24
26

28
28
29

33

34



Tt = W N =

© oo N O

11

F 3PN

Coefficient calibration for F,(0UT.)cache50% - « « « « « o« v e vv i 18
Coefficient calibration for F.(cache)owr 120 « « « « o v v v v i oo 21
Linear relation of disk size and optimal T-block number . . . . . . . . . .. 25
Linear relation of block size and optimal T-block number . . . . . . . . .. 26
Performance for different fetch policy . . . . . . . .. .. .. ... ... .. 27
Flash memory geometry . . . . . . . . . .. ... L. 28
Workload . . . ... .. B e - - - e e e e e e e e 28

Cache size . . . . «. > . . . . . ... 29

Overprovision size .. . . . . . s e e e e 29



© oo N O Ot k= W NN =

—_
e}

11
12
13
14

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23
24
25

B Bk

Page-level mapping FTL and Block-level mapping FTL . . . . . ... ... 4
Hybrid mapping FTL . . . . . .. .. ... . oo )
Two-level table mapping cache : Global Translation Table . . . . . . . .. 6
Pair-wise fetch and Segment-level fetch . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. 7
Two-level table mapping cache scheme . . . . . . .. .. .. ... .. ... 8
Translation blocks and Data blocks . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... 9
T-blocks and D-blocks imply that hot/cold separation . . . . . . . . .. .. 9
GC lists of flash blockstusing greedy policy .. . . . . . ... . ... ... .. 10
Fixing the ratio.of T/D-blocks partition ..o . . . . .. ... ... .. 10
Random’s IOPS tendency.-with 50% cache size using fixed T:D ratio . . . . 11
Valid pages in T/D-blocks to reclaim’ . « .. .. 0 . ... 13
GCcost model .o . .. L 15
GC T-block copy T-page cost. (The x-axis is T-block number) . . . . . . . 16

(a) GC D-block copy D-page cost: (b) GC D-block cause T-pages write

cost. (The x-axis is D-block number and Ny + Ny = Noy:) . . . . . . . .. 17
Total costs for overprovision factor . . ..o .. o000 17
Compute optimal T-block number for overprovision . . . . . . .. . . ... 18
Maping cache hit ratio for random trace . . . . . . .. .. ... ... . 19
Total costs for cache size factor . . . . . .. ... ..o 20
Compute optimal T-block number for cache size . . . . . . . . . ... ... 21
Measured optimal T-block number for overprovision and cache size . . . . 22
Compute the optimal T:D ratio by M or N multiple . . . . . . . .. .. .. 23
Convertible foctor: span, overprovision . . . . . . . . . . ... . ... ... 25
brute-force look for optimal T-block number . . . . . . . . ... ... ... 30
T-block number verification . . . . . . . .. ... ... 31
Performance evaluation . . . . . . . .. ... ..o 32

vi



#—= Introduction

Bl i&a2#% (Solid-State Drive, fif# SSD) 4 M NAND Pizzi&fd (NAND flash mem-
ory) KA EF. NAND flash memory B 584a-1, IK4eE . wHE. Pk FAMEEIREFEE, @
— AR A A9 Hard Drive (HD) BLEISATE. fAAK. RF Ko Hb, B AETHEXKE
EHAR HD & f—AEAE3

NAND flash memory based SSD 7 57— M N 696285, 2@ ATHR A6 firmware
algorithm-HPIze &894 % (Flash Translation Layer, fi#% FTL) € BH#E IOPS &
e A &4, FTL aeAfbePIzelEfatdR block device, #28t host —Ag7 RRAEAG S,
otk PselEa e ARAE LA & (IR Gl e e R M G A Rl a4 B | FRIE Sk
{5E KR T 868 (erase-before-write) ; M HAKIR 6 FIEHGER B 9 AL RIR S, AT HZAER
(block) ¥4z, &4 BB @ (page) AF 1L HF—MEESLA RS R BAGRA], PTARME
f£ FTL #2@F1F Address translation. Garbage colléction. Wear leveling % #h#g, 381k
Ploelans A4 F L & A f . R B Ao

FTL & Fi%1% Afout-of-place 838l dAh&A — BT Fey B T | B F AR FAMK
BegE (log block) BAT, & T8 F B3 M B, 3SR 8 A A mkeg 916452 & Garbage col-
lection (GC) o GC #9BFZEIIE—1E victim bloek, ##5 L F 69 A EH A (valid page)
B8 B, AIRRIT victim block, bZ#iisA2H 1 E 2158 % 1 —18 free block Bk, w7t
WIR A A F AL SR ERF KRS, mARZRRG BRI T EE41% 54 valid pages, A1
GC #RAGIEF Z, AIE REFH GC policy T AR S HIEIRIKIR SLF G R B2 A, 135
3 Ak, Wear leveling (WL) Bl & T 238 e PIe a8 — B R ARG R 3T 3518, @i cold
data # )RR KRB 56 BRIBF,

WA PITIE R A A G B out-of-place #. GC. WL F#1F, TBTage s T4z
B, FTL 508 Address translation 89#%%], FH LRMG AizabHak & (mapping table
SR LR EAT A PTH R T Bt TRIAg FTL 353t F, TaGH TR R D eg{ihb e &, F
R6975 %A Page-level mapping. Block-level mapping *A% Hybrid mapping % =4&7 X
Page-level mapping 4%l rb#cAatmeg $ak 77 ik (fine-grained mapping) , ¥k & 324k logical
page address AT#JE#9 physical page address, ATVA$E R G K ; 7 Block-level mapping



(X TH#4 B coarse-grained mapping) 8%tk Blrbs s H A R3eék logical block address
PiAR#t &89 physical block address; Hybrid mapping 7 B2 £ £ £465 data block ¥4k
block level Z #J&, 12,% AR TFARARG AR E#7 data block E#H49 log block Z A, BlZ4%
A page level Z #HE, E#uk & 69 K NG N7 Page-level #= Block-level Z F,

Page-level mapping FTL #)F B Pi3elE&89 4 page B GABALG M & EA—KEH R
BAS PR R PP, AR Tk AR, AR ] G AR g H B ZRFF block M8 page
ZOBFRBED], FAt ik 28I A RA, 12 AR RE BT gk 8 2 B R B A Bk . Adak

A FER S 698, AR RAM ZFALMKR, Flde [1] 358 Intel 510 £7189SSD &M
Marvell 8% A% S AR N4 128 MB 8 DDR RAM, 4o, AR % 6 il A% R
Page-level mapping FTL f 458 &,

B ot EREEOQRREERB T | S AT R 5 67 RAM AR AT SR, ARG, Bk
AR E AR Bd KB 60984542 128 GB 89 disk size, 7T VAT A 6 4ok K AT
128 MB # DDR RAM Lk, f2&% disk size 384220256 GBy BIATA 64 Hu & bk 4 1
RAM t@ & 2256, MB, Hité Mgt F T,

AEARGLE page-level mapping & B AW R 09465 & /£ spare area #) metadata 2@
Skt A on, R A spare area “E BIH I & -2 Sk A AR GAZL, £ RAM L@ RlgREF
ey staek , FiReG S BIRMISHE L 5, dotb— R, BoRIES IR B F 2808 5Ok 8GRI A

BE T Ro FVIEMUE TR, KAV S (B G R A S AT 5 L B 18 B @49 data area b,
Flb REFE— AR @G FIRPP AR 5 —FRIIR M Hk Ko bk user data 89 B @&MEA
data pages (D-pages) , #45#B A 69 B @R IFWEA translation pages (T-pages) ; FTA AR
53 D-pages 8B EMHEZ B data blocks (D-blocks) , mATA ARG T-pages 69 B3R,
4% % translation blocks (T-blocks) o B B&EAMAT 6L 289 EAA SRR E AT TR, ATAK,
M1&4e. T-page #» D-page 9 FREE 5. sh, GC BH&RMA T-block #= D-block mAE4k4E
B TTAPE, BRI A AR @ERMEZ copy #9mA. F#AE T/D-block 1B & b &
&, & D-block &% T-block 3&eiF, *TyA% 3 D-block M) valid D-pages €< EF, @
T-block M#) valid T-pages BIg T, RZ IR, FTvd, A% 2 T-blocks #2 D-blocks #%
PHRAR E 695



KA ZATR A workloads Z 3R GITH, &L L8 A6 workload, H-K3(447
A& sequential /23476 HEE A @A, M ALA R IF6gE MBS, e GC 89758 i R
F, REZ— T-block BP7T; =182 #4489 workload, ©A —&REHK BIL 46,2 bk
5809 7% M BBk, LR A RABARGE R, FToltAe % 888 B BUE X R 2/ % #GR T-block
B, % = BZME ARG workload, B ZMEMM £ A & B, L AA I & 0 B A 2T
B 5o 2B A€y cache P RIRAK, GC F IR, FIAKAET KL HE, T-blocks fB%
0 % AR FTIE F BUR . B S KB ek mapping cache Z 4%, B AR GIGITE
Z_ T 895k A8 367 A PR RARRFT, FE UL A mapping cache #97&A8, (2R AT B A G B T
VAT, Bk Bk SUAF & B R R 5 BLEY workload B,

SR E workload 4k PR E—24atE T /D-block 1B#k#) 7 ik | 6 5A gk KA
ARG RE i B AR P 4169 300 4L 7T 8 Rl 2R AR, RS E B WERT AR, B — B
YERT, BROVERALET T T, A BT g4k i T /D-blocks Haflag3LE , AT
HAV T BRHE R Tro BB R AER 49 5T, RV 25 B T AL M a4
A3 B S AR T/D-blocks tflagmAlifh, B2 RERE, ditdtEey
BANRG A — & TR, AR S TS BT 69 AT 8, RMEEF & EF R 698
WA o F BAABEGAOE . B [EdfbaBdfdt T /D-blocks 6914, ARAE &R M8 AKX,
T A sk tE T/D-block g r il o B A= HHREFE L A T892 % T, fefH LA A4H
& T/D-block #9354l Py, 218453 workload "Ry &RATT A K M@IR 248, 4oRid
] mapping cache B4 749 50%; IOPSHERAAE ] greedy 89 174.464%7F%]204.88, RAH
21.5%#49 TOPS degradation, HA&%] R #IT 7.85% 49 IOPS degradations

FTRYGBEEHWT: $ =% Background, /- ¥ k& A RPI0IEH LG &2y
N, UAFZZFH A, % =% Block partitioning for T/D-block management, /-3 %
WLk, BRB TR ERAEG RS, FOFTLTRER, HFALETLLER,



% =3 Background

2.1 Logical-to-Physical mapping cache

23T — i BG4 SSD #9 mapping cache, FTL #94zhbddifarr ik @54 A—ik
Logical address to Physical address #9%&, & #Z B# k&, SSD g 4eiz sbdtne & i
RAM #2&@ & 1F cache, MR Peik 8 & AMaak 32 £ 38t A0, RMFEEHR RAM 892 M A

mapping cache,

FR8 FTL 38 A 7 B KA 6 5 WAT 0 43% 169 =42 FTLs, wE 149 (a) Page-
level mapping FTL, ©#k MbEttaty ey X, 308518 page FTEIEEI{Lht, PTAL S
B R FARK, #140256 GB disk size A9 EIRRARER, 3R & FZ256 MB 692 M, & T Hok
A Eg KD, T logical page address ¥4 Z—=18 logical block number F#—18 page offset.
F stk & 2 seékA 8 bBlock PTEEE{LIE, 2 18 blockr el & 1288 page, $k& X 13k
T#256 MB i 212 MB, 4=E 169 (b)Block<devel mapping FTL,

12 % Block-level'mapping s6A%R4F block 42 T A 49 pages ARk Fa9 &+, A%
FN—18 page & FH—EAE block, AR NEXBE, ATvL, XA Hybrid mapping
A —AEE T AR B AR w2, Bstiblock 4B data block F» log block, £ data block A
#% A block level Z #J&, 19T £ARETALMRE FIK L3 data block B4t log block T4k
page level Z #J&, E4MOT B T 4 page-level mapping ## block-level mapping Z_ B AT-F

Page-level Block-level
. Flash Memory . Flash Memory
Mapping Table Mapping Table
Logical page number Logical page number
LPN PPN PBNO o o PN BN PBN PBN O § 0 PPN
0 0 111 o T 2 9 11
1 1 X2 102
2 2>14 9 3 113
100->101 :
3 o PN 10— 4 : PBN1 g4, Copy
62 2 15 31 16 5 15 ]
2 122 2 (3 [ 16 ] =t i
68 24|17 A
7 S PBN 25 mam% 100 PBN20 730 <
[ 125 4 Page-level 3 101 Block- 5 81 <
[ 126 3 > 2 102 devel _ "6 82
 E— 27 2 Current write 103 Current write 7 23 <
(A writable block) (A writable block)
(a) Page-level mapping FTL (b) Block-level mapping FTL

1: Page-level mapping FTL and Block-level mapping FTL



Block-level Page-level Flash Memory
Mapping Table Mapping Table Data blocks Log blocks

(Data blocks) (Log blocks) Logical page mumber Logical page mumber PPN

CPBNO —p PBN1— : >—{ %0
LBN PBN LPN PPN
1 55X Hyerid
T 201 o = 6 | 202 ¢ rinturie
| 1 | 1 | 200 3 7 B 23
R 202
: 123 | 205
: 15 |20 PBNY g PBN 2372
10
11
PPN
PBN30 20| PBN3I[ 42z 125 |04
121 [7255X | 123 | 205
122 126 206
123->X 127 207

2: Hybrid mapping FTL

fr, 42225 log block #9F| & KAK893E, & 544 block threshing 89/ #4, sboh, GC B &
# log block A& valid pages TR #1489 data blocks #F merge, #7AREA%E N AR R AT
H3#F % B RA

Page-level mapping BTL IR #1869 By F e TR B3I i, AT R4
W52 Rl ) R B 8K 6Y R R A= Aadthg S8 K B9 mapping cache size, B b, dof %5695 32
mapping cache & & EZ 6955 A1,

2.2 Mapping cache management,

B — N BERIUE A two-level mapping caché 1%, i B &x—*% & mapping
cache T &4 F2A A,

G %, &ATBLEA Global Translation Table, d#A&RATEAF Hige & 2n -3 A B P2 E 88 4%
B, Big etk F RO B EE B 09, FTVALIAR % — R kb Fsesk e Mg B fd4aat, 2k &at
1§ S TR ek R —4k, ROIWEZ B Global Translation Table (GTT), 423, 2 4 256
GB disk size T, 327k & 69 KB R4 256 KB, B AL mA4a#H ]y Pt Global Translation
Table & B #4445 £ RAM L@y, B3& T GTT 34 T 18 entries, B] GTT 8 size 3
AT x 4 Bytes, &MT &—18 segment (B 3#=Z 5 T-page, LA KMTHImT & segment)
TR HIR A AL ABEE No @7t N AL RB8ALAT Y, Bp N = DLl iy
53 T 89K (PP segment 898 F) shABRAE, ATt K89, #l42256 GB disk size, 21

] 256 GB/4 KB
T — MappingCount __ / —64 K

N 1 KBJ/4B




RAM Global
Translation Table

Parameters:

N = PageSizeByte / 4Byte
LIN 0 1 2 3 vee T = MappingCount / N
GTT size =T * 4Byte

AN

T-Page #0 T-Page #1 T Page #2 T-Page #3  T-Page #(T-1)

LPN PEN LPN PPN PPN LPN PPN LEN PEN
[ o | [N | [N | [N ] | [N ] \
[ | [N+ | 2w T | INaDH] |
Serial [ s ] [ N+9 ] [2n+9 ] [3n+9 '\ ] \N'(T—1)+9.\ ]
Wl (=l ] [l ] [aa| ] (v ]
PPN 30 PPN 36 PPN 14 PPN 650 PPN 790

3: Two-level table mapping cache : Global Translation Table

FTREME R TG KA, st host.user write 4 GC AVG L AGEHE B @AIRT
fy e AR (LPN, PPN) G EM®E AR (LPN, PPN) R {MT & & —*%F mapping pair, #l4=
B4 E Cache Mapping Table $-35—Heg2masn (128, 98) .. A —FE & segment, —1E
segment (7T A& m—18 Tipage) &AIT & e S4B P LB 47 09 mapping pairs ATELMR, #hi%
A& B469—18 Translation Page ({£2.3 8p @ tAniull £ 8 &%) —4k, HAT@AR A sebkie 4 a9
#E @B (64, 65166,..., 127) Piteead T8 B @435 (105, 11677, 130) .

Mapping cache TG4 R % #69 mapping pairs, 12 H & 35 €34 T FTA 69 ¥k 5 =R,
BT AR € P69 ARk A, A AR DA G 7 B AR, — 82 user write, 7
— B2 GC ) copy write, F i, RMFHE L3693 A 205 BRI (#52 5 fetch) o Mg ok
HARRARAMIRAF | Ao R AR T | SRl JAM PRI L 0y i B4R T A (#8A replacement)

o

R 2B FRAL, 55 H B, —BZ pair-wise, 5 F—1B~ segment-level, 42449
Case(a): pair-wise fetch, #1757 XAFRKARAHF—# mapping pair BRI, Flhe, KL
AN F B AT BB R @A 100 py , 75T 69 T-page %HI% (FPEI389 LTN) Fo
offset, B3 GTT E@m4k2st LTN AT #tek ey B8 8 @it A 705, 335 AR A kA6 offset
#% (100, 201) # mapping pair F AR, Pair-wise #FAGHLE R & RAM #97% B, #7454
A2 M B3 PG B N ARG, T VAR E e & SR B B e A% g, 154l 4% 5B workload:;
7 Case(b): segment-level fetch 897 X AT R AR —18 segment 69 ¥ B A SAENRIL, &,
Fi—#f i LTN 24 2] GTT &, BR LT MA @RILT066 5% 150, pn HIHBRA R K



‘ RAM ‘ Flash Memory ‘

Cache Case (a): Pair-wise fetch
: i Demand Page = {LPN:100}
Mapping Table Translation Page +—  Translation Block
LPN PPN PPNT0S LN PPN gy LB T s T#=100/64=1
E’E 0704 / Offset = 100 % 64 = 36
65 [116 Offset 1 705
— H 21706
T (a) Pair-wise 100:|201 g |07 Case (b): Segment-level fetch
= fetch 127130 Demand Page = {LPN:150}
128 98
129 59 . T#=150/64=2
5 Translation Page <« Offset = 150 % 64 = 22

190 71 ]
191 | 112 FENT06 L2 I
(b) Segment-leve] 129;‘ e

L T 1 fetch [150[180]
197 [112

4: Pair-wise fetch and Segment-level fetch

HAF (128, 129,..., 191) 48 segment 8 %iE AT A BIX, segment-level 897 A E 7044
72 B3 6 BB NG 8 A A,

By T R B M B R R XA SRR R & B AR R 1169 mapping cache 4
BRI LRU S8R0 A A 80 Bk For iy, B9 R @ e 1 M ey A an e
PRI E, fd ey B AR Fe Segment=level feteh #9F142—1AR 4 segment (AP—18 Translation

page) o

o5, &AAAF fetch/replace #9842 % two-level tablenmapping cache 89 4m
HBLA— R B S, RIOTT AR GilF 50 % ZR 09838 Bddz ik B 100, py o B T-pages
HF BE AR @4 75 HHE A HRE 2R, PTARSIPDATES T-page 898 #4358 (LTN) . &
3 —18 T-page 4475 6483 & a3k Ersn, Al T-page %% (LTN) E &A1, T-page M4g
12455 36, &2l GTT &l LTN 189K M A @RI, A 705, 7R s BB A AR
i AR BB

& PRAAY 7 H R REE ) R AL A de IR g Sk A AR ddr R RIE Bk LRU (
Least-Recently-Use ) o &3kE th AR89 2 R L A6 Hak E AR MEERZ clean 89 victim, B
TABE S ER, K E HB G H T AR dirty 89 victim, BILEAFECEE, 4o
B5, B3RP LTN 1049 T-page 28w, B A3t T-page MATH g # B E AT 12
cache &, FTARAE] GTT &2 LTN 1069 F R B @*RIE T45ppn o REAE T45ppy 89307
Fih LTN 10 RAMHBA R, AR T8 flash, HlheF 8] 760ppy 0947,
KA RMMEZ GTT 69 LTN 1046 E 8 B @475 760, 742 LTN 10649 Hik AR A k8
BAE T60ppy o Bk, BAREGIHERIEEZH—KRE BFBRAZL—REDEA,

ﬁ%



RAM
Cache Global
Mapping Table Translation Table
F LPN PPN LIN PPN
I
LRU \‘ %
|
Replace 3
Flash Memory
v Fetch
Translation Page Translation Page Translation Blocks
Logical T-page number
LPN PPN LPN PPN
64 105 PBNI76 G ppn704
65 116 T | PPN05
: H 2 | PPNT06
1678]350 100[201 9 | PPNTO7
i 1271730 .
PEN 19 6A>gxcal T-page number Logical T-page number
0] PPN 760 PBN 186 25— pp a4
e 10| PPN 745
Allocate 11 PPN 746
44| PPN 747

5: Two-level table mapping cache scheme

MR, HA RN AR, AR SH &R FE 6 Fe SRR, AAE 2 F M 4% A
JE & table 69 % 321, & MIPTVAGRAR R ie— 06 58 B @ PP 45453 | #hak & 3n, m BLE & —18
segment T VA BFARZ Hop A on, PR EHBA SR ik & (Global Translation Table) #9
RABIEZ RV IR % o A, 18 Al— {8454 mapping cache & M 412 {8 E K4,

2.3 Block allocation /partition-fer-user data & mapping information

f& flash £, &A% block éz\/?%vﬁﬁ —AERREEBEHR, B—AER ARG B HE R, o

blocks) , fFTH #5EHH4 block &AW & data blocks (D-blocks) o 2B 6777, —18 trans-
lation Page L@ 444% % 89 mapping pairs, BP &AM/ 2.2 8758 & 69—18 segment, ®1743K
PR B L RATE AL 694 BALE A PTAR R, BTAE €9 A 5. —18 T-page B A8, 84k % 18
W b bt A on, R % T RE D-pages L3R A ARG Fl—18 T-page L, BAIK
#, T-page % &4 KB, BlaE 594644 1024 85 & 2R, PTVA—18 T-page F752% 102418 D-page
045 %, T-page % H#hik invalid, Bt T-block €+ D-block % hot, 4B 7,



Flash Memory

Translation Blocks

. DataBlocks
Translation Page #N2 Data Page #M2
A mapping pait LEN PN .
LPNIPPN 47’:!: PENB T-page #N1 | PPN T1 PBN B2 D-page #M1 | PPN D1
H T-page #N2 | PPN T2 ABC D-page #M2 | PPN D2
T-page #N3 | PPN T3 D-pagc #M3 | PPN D3
T-page #N4 | PPN T4 D-page #M4 | PPN D4

6: Translation blocks and Data blocks

kel
3
B

7. L-blocks and-D-bloeks implythat hot /coldsseparation

D-page #7 T-page 235 T R AHAEET, it BRI # £ AA D-block A= T-block 89# =
R E I, w5 eE 2 allocation #ECAIFIEE| free block list PHAF, FHik T-block 18
A= D-block 1BEE 7 4a7kde Zakft T/D-block A&, & D-block ¥ T-block 3&Aa
B, *T AL D-block M &9 valid D-pages @& L4+, M T-block M9 valid T-pages BT
M, RX IR Ko —#m s, GC AT Btk %6972 M, K18 Mk il #6958 Fok greedy policy,
48, ZIULA GC lists APEgAt I, F— list & valid pages Hok F oL B, H]
40814 118 valid page #9E3, M 5=/ list IR E,4 218 valid pages 4978 B3, vAstFadE,
RAVER AR R E R Y valid page BVAR IR XA E #7169 block el vAFIFEAR GC R
#, w74 GC lists BA& % T/D-blocks, BTvA GC BEfHkE]69 victim block T #gH miE, —FE2
D-block, % —#4&2% T-block, 1M greedy # GC policy #35B1BIEFF PP T-block, &
JRA 7 T-block 89 valid page @#, HEABILE hot, 5% T-block &GV, Ak
1&7% . PTA4z 45 T /D-blocks {B$k 69 o 4R & 69354,

Ak, &MB2E GC BrdZizs T/D-block #{8#%, wBIFTT, &I T/D-block
L partition, 122 3 & /& physically 4 partition, 245 M a8, B34 43149 block



Blockswith older datainvalidation —»

Valid pages
370 [C] T-block
ol v [ D-block
[ A pageofinvalid data
, I [ ] A pageofvaliddata
[ ) )
3 —|
Gz | | [ ]
4 — —

8: GC lists of flash blocks using greedy policy

TH = 10: 1000
Total Blocks# :1010
T-blocks D-blocks
4_
—> Greedy policy

Greedy palicy -
Block #:-10 L

Block #: 1000

9: Fixing thetatio of T/D-blocks partition

# 101018, % block partition #3778 T-block ABZMR #4108, T/D-blocks #rtflzk &
10:1000, & free block list R598F | RAIG % E) GC & Faky B — 87T 149 block & A %4
JA, st & A T-block threshold A (TH) #5247, & GC # 2% T-block #4228 1018
(TH) tEK T-block; @ D-block fB#48:@ 100018 ( 1010 — TH ) 4.& &K D-block, #:4]
#3, KAE GC o ey ifttsh 2 g T-block &A@ TH, BI& Ak D-block ®IIX; 488 M, T-
block 4= A3:# TH &AM Hk T-block, Bk, TH & AFbsi N, €% % @lkd? T-block
BERBHRAF, & TH FAFE R, ARTE T B %% % =k T-block, 12252 BT G 3%
M. D-block THEFRD, #4F GC 89 mA K& o,

4810, M A workload T, & T-block #9IR H{EE (TH) 121238 hn | € F &%,
P T-block REDK, 1AL ARK K E. RifnitIF—E#F P T-block L EDFHEG L
47, 4R D-block EE4F K, Bl D-block P49 valid page #g§—& 38 he, FHEm GC
AERAE el R G R A, T-page 89 £37, MARAT AR A sh— B & 4T, B10ATT,
f£ cache size B2 H6950% T, MBI workload #9 IOPS #X AL T ABEJRAAE Al greedy 89
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210

—Tors Random trace

205

200

I0PS

195

190

Greedy |OPS: 174.46

0o 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Limit T-block number

10: Random’s IOPS tendency with 50% cache size using fixed T:D ratio

IOPS 174.46 3% 204.88, JaAH 21.5%#5 IOPS degradation, T VA& %] 7.85% # IOPS

degradation,

Ak, 134T HMIHEETTR, 4ol B8 T/D-blocks 895 &, BRI 094 & BAZRP 24K
R T/D-block 8 pttl, Hedh, HApTHE=—1ed 4k % T/D-block & Ak l6) Fok.
% T B R A GBI A T AT, AR SR B R R 8y TYDeblock ruBl, RAMVEF = FGTIRE
Fmtly 7y ik,

2.4 Related work

7+ Page-level mapping) FTL 89#8k & JE % K kofTA 2LF HiE Al mapping cache, £
AAH 8 UEkA DETL [2]. ODRTL [3]. SFTL [4] %, fm iz 3ok & 691 AR M2 A DFTL [2]
F7 Superblock [5] 5 SUEKPTIE K.

B, Bt RGN, AE 2 AKMflash memory ¥, EAT AT multi-
level mapping table 48 32, AR A91E B2 7T A de stk & 535 42 flash k| 3 BT 1A—X cache
R FiE Aag e & m AR &2 M, {22832 % table miss B, st /B R % 10 KR RISk
ROGEF M A REAR BIPTE 69 Sk A .

Superblock [5] BP &A% I = ftable 894, H & © & 4 & 5475 £ physical page 89
spare area, &89 a5 I8 Hrak & A AEAATE K, BRBIRIL, £ 32bit 89 logical address T,
T 5B (S bits, N bits, P bits) , F—&Z block-level # table, FIAL 4] S bits
% logical block number, F1E%H— & &8 index, AREAE =B & ZALht, VIMEK B F—1E
block M &) page-level table (PT) PT694ink, #&4—18 entry £ 4 bytes, B/ 256 GB #9

11



disk size T, H— R & REZ2 MB 9% M; KB K —18 spare area #9% 2R T block
A&y PT, FIARME B CRF0, 23154 £ Fl 69 physical pages X spare area L,
W = R AR Gedkis sk PTs o942k, 3 EIVFIL N bits % % =& &4 index, AR
EHFZ /AN, FZ AP ZEAE block ME PT, AOARMIRE ARG P bit RF
index, PP¥T 3R 2P F 69 A 3R,

%% SLC # flash, Bl—18 block A 6418 pages, # L F (N + P) bit sL8# 2 2V > =
64, B7 (N + P) & KkA%36, ik 5 4% $EM@HERA N = P 42 P a9 2Rk
B Z R R K BE R BIAE—RIP R RS A cache, #8)3530, A — TG = R,
HAG T AR Z B = &8 hit ratio, iKY HR table miss & M Z8IM RIS AR & Z A M,
Huk & G575 spare area EAEEEE 08 B page B, R HT09 Huk A s BB 2L
page # spare area P, AT TG HIEMSHMAL L4 f48; 128 A2 spare area ZHE
ZIRTF, Superblock [5] @tgroup k1M, 4o R Diblock A= U-block &8kt 2R 41
8938, b 7B GC Mma& A I GRS

DFTL [2] Bl &4t FlvR f&table #9245, HF1iit ik & 67 £ physical page 8 data area
B HKAVPPIR AAERAE, CoQREAAR S4B, & &, F— B TsbE 1R E A i R
T-pages X 84znl, 3% 256/GB# disk size, 2 page R4 KB, Bl —& &K1
R4 256 KB, TR ea0E RAM B, sboh - & RMBAF Hok a0 cache BF, fE59—K
#—18 Segment &9 ESREL | 4838 he cache #F FL M B F L% %] D-block A2 U-block
{BE AR A, R EAT 2870 GO mA s fEtwolevel mapping #9454, %4 table miss
B, AL R B — R R I R 6 aF P RP o] o AT LR 258 & A A0 B B AL IR SR sR g3 e E
Fr e A A RA, LA random 89 584K, T2 cache #F F £ GC 89FHLAREI,
% R B AT EBR A REG R ), AT T BIRE AR,

H bt L fkte CDFTL [3] B3 A DFTL [2] 89RA4%, €t #eiag i alkm g, %2
—RARR IR AR EA 5 T-page /£ cache 894 AFBKARRCRERAFFI7 %,
SFTL [4] 4.2 Rk 69 224, R JEA 7 M B it g workload T, Fo4k 4% b 64 7 B A4k
BT VR Y 46 cache 897 B, 38 e cache 893X R % ik, K, i3S SUBRARZ A 41
e P2 IEAE L e Ha K A — AL TR Y 1y XA, AR B — 3R I B A 2

=,

12



% =% Block partitioning for T /D-block management

3.1 Overview

#7> host user write AR GC WAZGAATE, RIVT EH L HB TR, PIAERA T4 5]
#2 T-page 895 &, {22384 %] T-blocks tt D-blocks E%# hot, mHE GC A& T-block F»
D-block WAZ4EAL EILTIAE, 2 T4F4FE 9 block, Bl 7lAe A A4 B RE, 18435 % L3
P32 hot # T-block R &K, 38 T-block {AHARMEY LA SATIKE , L H R A BB workload
& £ /wA%, T-block 1B#6) % FH €A TIERHE,

4o B 1189 (a) F= (b), HAEE 69 %5 T-block A= D=block, 1% 1T block partition &
7 Am b greedy PriB4EAEE) BIRATIE, B 1LF reclaim PraRmag st T hg kot B e,
KAWE valid page oY 89 SR FAIEHE, fASAERE 69 valid pages #2 % E copy #9874
= HE AT RAE Dlock 69188, 4Bl 1189 (b); 54 212 £ 580985 1%, D-block 1EE%
FTvA D-block victims #9°F35 valid pagé Sh 8% %, R, %4 2184z #4885, T-block 18
g%y, T-block victims #9F35 validipage b as %, b, FEH 46938 T8 R,
T-block victims #-F 3 valid page #_EHF, FE2EE D-block victims 85-F39 valid page ¥
It BHREHATIE T ZAGESE S V18 T-block R, 12T £ AE workload T, —1B
block P89 valid pages i 893 & | R BF A A @ S FANE ) & copy valid pages #97%,
AGAUIAEE, o8B 11(a) 49 Invalid T/D-pages ## Valid T/D-pages Z M &g ehsasrsa, L5
AR T o418y, AT R block partition 89388 7 X, Kt T/D-block #9Hubl,

(b) Let T-blocks grow

(2) T/D-blocks grow freely (partition-line moves toward right)

reclaim reclaim reclaim reclaim
T-blocks D-blocks d T-blocks ¢ D-blocks |
Invalid D-pages Invalid D-pages
Invalid T-pages Invalid T-pages eﬁ
& e
%\1\ Valid D-pages l Valid D-pages
Valid T-pages é—m\

11: Valid pages in T /D-blocks to reclaim

13



AH % AR T RTAGHEBARAEG RG] A2 245 BB C AT v e B B L
AETF, 55 overprovision YA cache size. & %, KAME 233 MBI L H T ARA B 1569
A F4&d T-block MAEZ A AT 69 BB, 45 Btk T-block fEHSLE AT M 69 5%,
KM% By T B F A X KB A 25 TR, RADA— 7 BAREA R F BABM ] 2R,
H B ATHHE, HETARTMABRGEE, BRAAXGH —LFHGAE, KIMERFEEMES
0] 84 B RS S BAR R ARE , AR A KGHILPTAT 218972 T-block {AEIR TR _LATA]
FHIHLEL, 94T overprovision #= cache size i AR T HE 8 mA, FEHZHIEL T-block
fad st 2 — BT BEH, ADAEB R EH AT LS04k, & T-block B4y
R A PTATEIEG TOPS AR+9-453,

Block partitioning & —{EE 74 EFBEag Zrik, &8 T % AT write span 47 map-
ping cache size ARG B, "IV E LB A % 3UT 4t TYDblocks 8rfl, sbol, HAbR T4
4 disk size. block size & AL T P a9 MR ESHI B EATL T R fRu b, RAE LKA
S — B — A TFASALBAT Blsk 11 69 T/D-bloeks ], 128969 75512 & Bl 7 Ky roAc Rk
ik FBIE ) NRFAFT RS iR, 7 imAbE JERS—2% pattern-aware 697 &, 3322
89 =42 workloads (“Sequential, PC. Random ), 424t mapping cache B &894 H|3LiE & 69
T-block €, AL TFEEE A 6T Tks

3.2 Partition tuning strategy

A8 = AF T AIAE T-block BEFE, F—F ERAAXGHEL B THRE
HE R TR AZ M 0 M 4%, REAES B E T-block BERRE R -FZ M 69 AR, H—
BT H BAFEAIAE. | AF AN K09 F BARBEE B F HORRR F A B E, %= 24k A
H g NXFFHIE AR cases 8954 T-block 1B,

B EAF S ATEVERME T-block B, AmREATTHEARBLIEYERT, 23
A& overprovision ¥A% cache size, ATVARMIHE RER E R Ty M. BT RF LT :
3.2.1 #8742 overprovision $2351% T-block 1B#Z M 6 s K4, 358 FHAAIRIE, 152
overprovision ¥ & T-block 1EE A AN R, 3.2.284E cache size i fE T-block {E#
Z_F 6 AN B AR, BB E BAREAIRIE, 48] cache size #fE T-block E# A AN RE, 3.2.3

14



Flash Block

«—>

Invalid data

inaccruacy

s C

12: GC cost model

BN #84o AT 3.2.1 fpAe 3.2.2 B PTAF- 2] 64 R ARV A Rk B 3T L & AE TR Rl 3 693 4£ T-block 18
.

3.2.1 Overprovision vs. optimal T-block number

G, BMIDHT overprovision A e FTL S A, Overprovision B&—F45TE%5%R
G A5, R 378 H R A4 spare blockse. & &30 70, Mg R4 GC ATk
B AR BN A B AR, LT GC R, 7R MIER T REIRE, &
Iz AE T-block fB#Z &%y, PIARIIEHES overprovision 3 GC cost 8 M A B %o

4B 12, B B random workload “Fy LA ZE 41 B T vAMEELg -394t £ flash block
., Pk GC cost $Z6verprovision JAEE RELAGRME, PP GClcost = 1 / overprovision, &
BB ERT, B E IR, G4 (ER £ [6]4 £ Bke AR E AR A block EHEAM
%, AR EA LR @IFATAR, c WAKETAS, A ¢ R@ERFMAM, 2FF LLRA %
¥ spare blocks A M, A %4 sparesblocks A HF AL, FIARIRE LR LLE T
FORRE, EAMEECRAL B 0GR AR ECA R d R, PIATT AR 3 overprovision
# GC Ay ML

GC cost = ¢ X overprovision™® (M1)

EATEARXMIEAT R F 0 B F Anspzs, LR RALA[6]693mE—5, overprovision 24
F, BIGC #9mA (copy valid pages) #h#% % ; KX, overprovision #4& % GC mAzKAAIK,

27 block partition F &3 mA, KITT AT A 8945 B BAE: (A) GC BF copy valid
T-pages. (B) GC B copy valid D-pages. (C) GC copy valid D-pages 2% #49 T-pages.
(D) Mapping cache E# T-pages. (E) User write £#749 D-pages. Page read. block
erase 8 RAF page write AT ZELBMA8, B &R IDA page write B EBPT, w7 User
write 8 A E— BT, MAARBE cache size #9F 5T, mapping cache §& T-pages 8

15



—GC Tblock page write

[
(=2 =)
[~ =1
(=1

Thousands

5000
4000
3000

2000

GC T-block page write

1000

0 50 100 150 200

Limit T-block number

13: GC T-block copy T-page cost. (The x-axis is T-block number)

RPAARER FldA (D) ik (E) ML REE, A, L ZARAZIHTEM GC
AR (ML), 1835 (A). (B). (C) 8AAD T

Jo@Nep=er X N7” (A)
fD(Nt) =.C3.X Nd_c4 = C3 X (NOvr L\ Nt)_c4 (B)
f(;(Nt) = C5 X Nd_c4 = cs X (NOvr - Nt)_c4 (C)

Ed RUT & Ny Bao# T-block™# spare 8%, N, Ba# D-block #) spare B,
Now, B#¥55E overprovision, 89 block {B#k, B -Ng,» = N; 4+ Ngo H—ERE fr(N;) & GC
PeF| T-block ZF, 3t H-<copy.valid T-pages 89mARHE, 4B 13, T-block EFLK Y
#9535, GC T-block #mA G i g Tblock 43— #FA2HE (Fldo: 15018) #9851,
BT BR, PP RAGIEIAA valid page 89 T-block, # X T (A) stigZ AT &M E
overprovision = GC cost 8988 (M1) —#%; H=ME&¥ fp(N,) 2lE GC $:2| D-block X
T, 3HH copy valid D-pages 89 AR, kB 14698 a, AT Ny T, LAA R
A (M) wAE—EE, @ Ny [88F Now — Ny, PIARFVERZZ TR Noyr — Ny, 22X
T (B); H=E&RI fo(N,) & GC 3] D-block Z T, 3+ HZF® T-pages #9mAHIK, 4o
B 14698 b, B cache size BE, ARAGF X fp RE—EF e, mB—HAF N, Bk
% Nowr — Ny 12, TTAFEIXT (C)o

Tk, RAVFE AR ndEA A, 4o B 1569H B S5 PT 750 & A48 overhead 38 T A&

B2, R LG HE TR, FTAH — B8 8 k095 /E T-block B#ER 18, KT &
RE g(Nowr, Ny) BPTA RAKEFG B 4B 15690 R A5, BT ARFE) T-block fE%k

16



E v
5600 £ao
= 500 — 6C Dolock page write 2 g 80 —— GC Dblock cause T-page write
] 2
= v 70
§ 400 &
3 g
8 300 kS0
5 2 a0
8 200 3
o g ®
a o 20
S 100 s
© A 10
0 o
32500 33000 33500 34000 34500 ¥ 35500 33000 33500 34000 34500
Limit D-block number Limit D-block number

(@) ()

14: (a) GC D-block copy D-page cost. (b) GC D-block cause T-pages write cost. (The
x-axis is D-block number and Ny + Ny = Noy.)

w
5 180 — GCTblock
= GC Tblock page
S 160 | write P
140 | -+ GC Dblock page
1 write
(9]
£ o o el GC Dblock cause T-
S 100 page write
s A .
g Y Total page write
L2 60 e mae = = =
2 40
i
20
0 B . e
0 50 100 150 200 250

Limit T-block number

15: Total costs for-overprovision/factor

TR 89 overhead:
g<NOvr7 Nt) = X Nt_62 + c3 X (NOvr - Nt)iczl + Ccs X (NOvr - ]Vt)ic4
ZH R T-block BET 4Rk, RBRANMEGM>ANERFEEZ08 N, 44

d
AT (NOvru Nt) =0

—C1C9 X N;chl + c3cy X (NOvr — Nt)_c4_1 + cyc5 X (NOvr — Nt)_c4_1 =0 (El)

ZR@d k& ARTETICR—E C(k, r) NG, NE #8553, A2 =k A% %A H(Noy,
Ny)o ZHE— R, £T8M (B1) X TFRAXSMBE (N, — R)(H (Now, Ni)) =0 - &35

%né—“r 40, R MK JEZA Noy 0953, B H (Now, N;) F Nou, #9535 % K5 constant,

# RF Noy 9K ZHFRAEEG T constant, Ht, 6326 No,, LB A, MDA a(No,, )P +c

17



90

—=—compute function

80 « real measured
70 5
60

50
40
30

Optimal T-block number

20
10
o]

0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12%

Overprovision

Fy (OVI) cacesons = 20.904x°%% +32
16: Compute optimal T-block number for overprovision
Z RN Fi&H N, 898%, EFa . b.c#A& constant:
N, = a(Now )b + ¢ (E2)

FTvA, &RAGEHEE 2 T-block BT overprovision & B &9 k14 (E2), i3 %X 69 % $ iz
kA T BB R, RBA R Y BB IREAFE T H @ b .c BT,

FTRARMA S EH T FléG-overprovision S8BT 5, RIFERAAX (E2), &MU
R %857 (Power, Regression) RMEEEHH Mo 285€ T ¥AAF2] overprovision Fask £ T-block
TERCZ R 69 B R AR RURE 69 45 R ik

—E RPN 1255 2.5% 5% 10%
cache size

50% | Tiosuson  Lostggony Tsuson  Tiows0%

4% 1: Coefficient calibration for F,(ovr.)caches0%

HATLE T overprovision 1.25%. 2.5%. 5%. 10%, E cache size BT &4 58 50%,
FAAEAE TG ARZL Tour cache F94E overprovision #v cache size 348 T PTAF 2169 T-block
fB#, F|JFliz W B2 T A B2 A A K 691430, 75843 3] —18A Bl R Bl overprovision $23z 1
T-block 1B# 49 &%, 4ok 16, M REGT AL cache size Bl A 50% THTHE A48, #4525

Fo (Ovr-)cacheSO% (F0>

4o 16, RIUFEIREL F,(001.) cacheson = 20.904(ovr.)"3 + 32 | FedfpZ ey X (E2) —Hko
A AR R E, AT FEE overprovision, BPT3H €895k 4E T-block B#, RIMES
3.2.3 5 G TAL R AKX AT E % bttt T-block B,
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——Mapping cache hit ratio

30%
20%

10%

Mapping cache hit ratio

0%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Cache size

17: Maping cache hit ratio for random trace

3.2.2 Cache size vs. optimal T-block number

A—EFERTE cache size] BHIR AEIERE I B A AL A6 AER ) DA R AE
T-block fB#, KM—iMPA MAS BAAE: (A) GC B copy valid T-pages. (B) GC B
copy valid D-pages. (€) GC copy-valid D-pages #2379, T-pages. (D) Mapping cache &
g T-pages. (E) User write #7189 D-pages. 27, A (E) HF%F, FIARERZE L
HewAga e, A (A)y (B)s (C) 2483.2. 28 A /- 4838 5 FIBE AT (A). AT (B). X7 (C)s
A2 ARR ISR m LA (D) mapping cache § =X 38 RA, 4817, B AE random
workload T, #1B page 4% acdess 49 XFARF3, Pryl mapping cache #9% F G cache
size MROEFG, BPAE A% B DRUNE %A 2] random #.0% €2 4LR FIFO, ATAERAMERE (D)
mapping cache §E#) T-pages #9mA4aT:

Jfe(Ney==¢7 X Ne+ cs (D)

HF, KT & N. B cache size, H# fo(N.) Z7HFE mapping cache = T-pages &9
A, 4 X FD, L cache size B 1%, sb9h, ©175 overprovision B, Noy, *THE—
FH (R g £7), f1 cache size KET, FHE T-page FEHEGRFE HURA (A) oA
(C) Bz eMk LE@ T-page #F09438, s (B) AL AR L cache BT, AAEE
A MG D-pages #9mA, BIDVL fo(N.) &RiE cache BT, MRk Lk (A) F# ik (C)ls

Rtk RAEPT A A AR, 4o B18, RMT KB 1M ER IR g(Ne, Ny) , EAPTH R
REFet ZB T FE TR RE8G T-block 1B Z T H a9 overhead:

g(N07 Nt) = (—07 X Nc + Cg) X (Cl X N;CQ + Cs X (CG — Nt)iczl) (E?))

VE3 2.1 8p A A (A) Aok (C) FRE cache BT, £R A% % overprovision BT, &MEE cache
size, FTATTVAMESL cache BF R840 R, LAA £ R G A—BF S, i\‘% (A) 8 ¢y #XTF (C) 89 ¢5 RfE
FHAFCIEA T cache BT,
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wv
S 180
= —— GC Tblock page
S 160 | write
140 | - GC Dblock page
1 write
2 120 ----- GC Dblock cause T-
c page write
3 100 = = Total page write
[}
o) 80 .
o) \ — cache write
- 60 ~ e, e e e - = ——
© 1. e — LT T
E 40 L
20
0 PPy
0 50 100 150 200 250

Limit T-block number

18: Total costs for cache size factor

+c3 X (C6 — ]Vt)ic4 + (—07 X N, + Cg)

FAT—RARAM A RIE 4R FAE T-block BIZL:

d
& NN,
dth( 1) =0

—co—1 —Eg—1 —ea—
1097 X N, X Nt 7t C1C2Cg X Nt 27t 4 C3Cy X (66 — Nt) ca=l

—csCsCpR WV, X (€6 ANPTTTICICCS < (cg i)t =0 (E4)

EXEHEFARXZETOR—E Ck, )N Ok ») N NF 255 w3, 458
RBAHEF H(N., N,), PSR AR R R r&Ms (E4) XTRAX>#RE (N, — R)
(H' (Ney N,)) = 0 o B4a8AET 40, R B R JE4E N, 953, B H (N, N,) F N. 8955
kB constant, # R F N, 89 5% RAG L constant, ATVA, 24328 N, $LE A, &A1
T a(N.)’ + ¢ ZBRFKEL N, 6988, L Fa . b.c#Z constant:

)0}

N; =a(N,)" +¢ (E5)

FERARIE AN R ERMIEEHE T i/ T-block B cache size Z M#BAX, (E5), Z
% R EA AT L RBAHBUIRE,

FTRRERMA Y EELTFE cache size FEEBE 5, RIERAAK (E5), &MMEAFR
#5F (Power Regression) KMBEREFHHT, 752 KNI UFE] cache size 2312 T-block fE#Z
1] 8 P A B AR LR BB B R Jm R 2:
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cache size 7.64% 17.56% 32.5% 45%

overprovision

12% ‘T12%,7.64% Tiona756% Li2%,325%  L12%45%

& 2: Coefficient calibration for F,.(cache)yur12%

140

—=—compute function

5 120 + real measured
5
S 100
c
<
3 80
e
- 60
®
E 4
=
o
© 20

0

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Cache size

F.(cache) g = (-0.00188) X% +119
19: Compute optimal T-block number. for cache size

FAIBLET cachesize 7.64%-17.56%. 32.5%. 45%, E overprovision B B 12%, &£
AR TG AR T g, cache FIAE-OVErprovision 42 cache size 3T T PT{32149 T-block 1B
e, AR e BEE T AR B AN (ES) a97REL, 2847 3| &AM R F] cache size $1iz 1%
T-block 1B# 4 R 4o B 19, s RFCTHE overprovision BElE £ 12% TATHE k69, KAV

-

Fc<ca6h€>ovr.12% (FC>
AR EE overprovision FE12%, Al E.(cache) 109 = —0.00188 x cache®>* + 119
, Fedf B a9 NX (ED) —hko 7552, RMAIR F. |, A4 cache size T, T L BP3HH ok
1£ T-block 8%, /£ 3.2.3 F G 3L 4 ATiE Fsb AR AT HE A E % 695 4E T-block 1B#,
3.2.3 Compute the optimal T:D ratio

1321403 2.2 Bp BAVEATRE F, AR F, |, ARAdnis BN XA A4 T BIE 96T ATt
F89, F,(00r.)cacheson B cache size Bl AE50%, f1 F.(cache) o129 & overprovision BElE
£12%, e RBEZTHEARF] overprovision 2R F] cache size #8693 4 T-block 1A%k, &%
RECMF F, | F, 89814,
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140 140

——cache25% ——cachel2.6% ——cache7.64% —=—ovrll% ——ovr8% ——ovr3%

120

100 %

80

120
100 T

80 "\—o\.\‘

60 60

40 40

20 20

0 0

Measured optimal T-block number
Measured optimal T-block number

0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 14% 16% 18% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

Overprovision Cache size

20: Measured optimal T-block number for overprovision and cache size

£ME & F(ovr, cache) BIATF# overprovision A& cache size T, 4325k 1E
T-block B A FEL:

F(ovr,“eache) (F3)
BRTHRGTRER, TR, _F(our, 25%) 89s-AE T-block BH$, %-F52 ' (ovr, 50%) S

R E—1BF HAREK TP, LoBl2089 £ 35, RAVESIEH, cache size SLE A (254650.2% ~
25%) B =A% cache size 9APE 7.64%, 12.6% XA 25%, dtEA A E /£ overprovision % K
(5%, 8%, 10%, 13%) B, HaefE T-block B a9 48340, FE B 7T 4n, REE FEA
J& overprovision 897 %¢, Hix & T-block MBS aGAGSNE st @RS (49 R 2 —EF IR,
4o /£ 7 F] cache size BVEZ T, A& overprovision /€ 5% & 5% 8%, s AE T-block B %-F
G Ak 1.54%, ® F(5%, cache) 8954k T-block’ ## A G F,(11%, cache) Si# Rk
E—EF BAABE T AR, Lt 2069 Frid ARAEATLE overprovision SLE A (1%~20%) B
=A% overprovision -3 3%, SN AR A%, L FIRAIE /£ cache size &K (951~ 2.68%,
7.64%, 15.08%, 25%) BF , H3x £ T-block 1B aGAGZR G b, FEB LT 4=, R Fl 49 overprovision
EZT, fftk T-block fE¥L R £ —BF HATH

AL BABE A RAHARAF B FIAR 89 Sk, £3.2.2 4R B R T (E3), £# Noy, #9535
TRABFH o , BOZETER

c1coc7 X N, X N{crl — C1Cocg X N[CQ*I + c3c408 X (Nowr — Nt)*c“*1

—c3cacr X No X (Nowe — Ny) ™71 4 34 X (Nowr — Np) ™71 =0

AP G I N.No,, N, %8, Bt el R A KB e %k (N, — a(N,)® (Now)®+d) (H
(Ney Nowr, Np)) = 0, 3EAITT AR a(N.)?(Nowr)© + d LB XFEIL N, 8988, LF a . b.c
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T CrossBaseline

i Tw T
50% .- O o oo e S20E SRR
% TZN@ o Optimal T-block
i 25% ¢ (measured)
S ' e Optimal T-block
§ 12.5% ? (computed)
0
6.25% s » -° Formula :F,
1.25% 2.5% 5% 10% -« Formula ‘E

c

Overprovision
21: Compute the optimal T:D ratio by M or N multiple

.d #F constant:
N; = a(N.)"(Now)© *d

Ak, & &RMEE overprovision, 2N, #z74 IV, 6988 AT £ FH (Now )/ (Now )
f&fm e, & B cache size) BNy #78 Ny, 8973, bl L 2 F 8 (N,) /(N.) 4%

75T, RAEE dk L6y R PP £S5 runtime 9 T/D-bloek sk, w21, B A
F, #= F, “T#.5 A8 5 69 A A, Bl cache size Bl&/ T35 % F, VAR F] overpro-
vision Bl F#93F % Fo 25V A — 18w A8, PIARATTVAL by R8P BEBP =T 4% 2] R Fl
overprovision ## cache size #934E T-block 12

B3 & AMEFHHE overprovision 7%, cache size 30% #954£ T-block 1Bk, HE FarRffN
X F,(001) cacheson AR F.(cache)pprsmo F—FZRFE F.(30%)0ur5% S Fo(50%)0ur.5%
Z Mg EATE: N, -1 N K& overprovision Bl &SN Z T, e ERE cache size T £
69 H BAZEA T, BRI LT %=, overprovision % FlARETHZTF, Bl F,(T%)cacheson $2
Fo(T%) cacheson 8 R EANR ) FEAZE N | 742, F=FER F,(7%) cacheson, et N, BP
BFTR, B MG XTT G4

F,
0(30%>0vr.5% 5

Fo(77) cacheson = Fo(50%) our.5%

Fo (7% ) cache50%

4o B 2157, B B

T
T=—"2 " XxXT (E6)
TCrossBaseline
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B4, RARLAETFE F(T%) cacheson $E Fo(5%) cachesons Z B9 F Btad: M o &
F . M K& cache size FlE{E50%Z T, e LR F] overprovision PT £ Z 8% A AT, #
VAL 4a. cache size 2% FIARAE30%Z T, B F.(30%)our79% S Fo(30%) 0ur50 WG T LARE 49
FRATE M |, ARAE T FL(30%)opr50 R M, PPRPTR, HEMGXT T H R AT

F,
) ( 7% ) cache50% %

Fe(30%)our7 = Fo(30%) our.5%
( O) o FO(5%)cache50% ( 0) 5%
B 2P, LERAXTE—H:
T,
" T ™ (&7
TCrossBaseline

B AT E6A AT E7T #BAM AT X3 FA% TR R FAE, THE ZARE 6,
AN, Bl Eigst Ba R Arati ), ERLA R4, Adm, 3t R EEGE
A GFFIR LA N 23R R HRAIE R, JEETRE) overprovision $2 cache size $LE A,
H it T-block BEER A FHRFRT 2K 5, IR € Mag JOPS rufiAef LF 2 ZIFF 1,
IOPS #f4a £ £ 0.5% A R, SR M9 77 ARIR G

3.3 Practical issues

w74 flash memory £ F B IER L 38g =AW T2 &, Bl T B82S 69 B TR
F ARG AT, Ak, RAVEF A he T EHE S R T 20 JE 09 3R 9%, SRR A6 7 ik R 4938 A
AR LR, I, 3328583, B _ EATRF4 workloads T, mapping cache = RE4
4789 cache policy, £-EZH4569 block patitioning 7 %, B T A8 G AT B4t B mapping
cache Auk, WHREBA K, 182 R BT A %R IEAA R AL REA, ¥ TR 95,
FTVABRAVE 3L 4T 2% pattern detection Z4%, AT T-block {EE AR FAFZL AL
AEAL, 422 4842 mapping cache A83HAE R,

3.3.1 Dynamic factors and convertiable factors

FERT @A iR P, KAWL T S A I workload B AR £1LE block partition 7
%, MACH T AT, RMEE—F AR TR T, a8 T HRREGEATIAR
T Z AR AT, T B 69 R -FA write span ## cache size WAZ, TG A & A
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20G [10Gspan|

Overproivsion: 10% (2GB) —
I
10GB_fullspan

Overprovison : 20% (2GB)

22: Convertible foctor: span, overprovision

Disk size | 16GB 20GB  40GB  80GB
Initial T-block number 32 40 80 160
Optimal T-block number 77 101 204 385
Optimal IOPS 210.3645 210.1407 210.0289 210.038

# 3: Linear relation of disk size and optimal T-block number

T/D-blocks i, Write span % &4 /£ EE 8] span size X T EATAEME AAT A, span £
W T RS W spah 2 E A RS BALAI R G G E AT, B S C & 4miE span
size T, "TH.A% | LB ARE 22 F overprovision #% span size T A L%, w22, WA
20 GB disk size 47 10°GB span size-& 1, HJRA 8 overprovision (4 &, E3) 2 10%(2 GB),
M e ARG £10 GB 892 B A (AR EIR) A8, 785 £ 10 GB disk size 47 full span X,
overprovision & 2 GB, {24710 GB disk size #7574 20%, PT¥A, write span M7 /&
PR % B 42T =T 434580 overprovision 492 1

H & RAM 22 AR mapping cache, 7T A4& ¥ write buffer, mapping cache
size REAET Bl H L T HGE & 09 R4 write buffer 89 % B A A, PTACZ T SR & 69 A
Fo Cache size P 7 HZARAKEZAPTRE L ATARE L write span 3, cache size 2
Gk RAPARAE S BPRAR A & A4 T-block #91B#K,

T AR e BT A span size #2 overprovision, VA& disk size #» block size, Span Bl
TRMEA-B8 @ disk size 7 block size BT BZ T A @M B AL H &4 T-block
1A%, RIDVLFIRBIT BB, £FE disk size T, & A E R E 8 random workload, HE P
overprovision v cache size #f3% 5 10% % 50%, page size & B4 KB, &R 42k 37, & Disk
size #£16 GB ¥ #.80 GB, page size 7%, &7 total block 1E# % R A%, HERE T:D
PRI RIE RS, tE T-block fBRALE B 4E, Block size BHLE—4%, & block size #£512

B %M1 MB, total block 18# % & L& Al T-block AHALE & 142,
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Block size | 256KB  512KB  1MB
Optimal T-block number 223 101 49
Optimal IOPS 213.3404 210.1407 208.028

# 4: Linear relation of block size and optimal T-block number

BTV, b adl b B 40 2% B A8 IR T 3R PR °T 3438 Al B A9 4R ME IR T8 VAR 4 b J8 8 6 ok By e A1
#E hAE T-block A%, MmALRFNBRATFTHRTUESA LTHETR, FHhEREDE
— B —1B % FASARARAT B 4249 T /D-blocks W], BTARARTR F1ik | &RAPIG 7 ik PTALEY H T

ARSI S
3.3.2 T-block number adjustment algorithm

FETR ) workloads TRy &% block partition 1EmAigakAs S AL G A PTAR Bl , BTAR AL
F RS89 T-blocks P 7%, 327465 workloads A sequential, PC ¥A& random =4%,
£ sequential = PC.workload B B u &L A RATe) Z MERM, mt GC 8975 FHER
5B PTVAZKAE R 3 RK s Sequential workload o2 2#—3k"T-block B =T, @1 PC workload
BE 2R/ T-block fB#; & random workload ¥, B|H B cache P FRIK GC FH
B AL, ARG R R A, Teblock TaSEE m AL & L IF B8, sb RamsC F BB 218 77
W b, 2328 KM T R T-block fE#Lay ARk 7 ik

eI fEiE — N, RATRET B pattern-aware #.7 3\, F l mapping cache FA% Hl&-iE
&9 fetch policy, 14+ mapping cache JEf38 g AE E & A2 %, £ sequential workload Z T,
RIVEZEZA IR 6 FAL) He Z B cache, ¥A3EHe cache hit ratio, AV 3{H mapping
A, KM—XxP—18 T-page ¥ cache, 1# ) segment-level fetch; . random
workload Z. T, #&A1—k 24 —18 mapping pair % cache, YA T3 hm cache replacement
B 3AFE B R AL A% A pair-wise fetch, 32,2 A BRPAE KAV K F4z 69 $ok & FER random
0 BAFIET RS P e a g3, PC workload BI& B &L 4 b sk ey 22 M Rt 3
EAVAE KR BAL G Hok & B cache FHEAT,

4£ mapping cache size 3E A2 FE50% T, 48 LRU 6954k, R4 fetch

policy, 42& 5PT 7%, random workload 1% ] pair-wise #J fetch policy G 4T, M seqential

workload B4 Fl segment-level policy H#4F, Random workload 24 A segment-level,
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Fetch-in unit

Workload Segment-level Pair-wise

[Ometer (random) IOPS degrade 35%  IOPS degrade 3.7%
Multimedia (sequential) | IOPS degrade 0.12% IOPS degrade 6.14%

4 5: Performance for different fetch policy

cache size B4 58 50% T, Miss ratio & 50%, BEtAFRERE segment F4%, shgHie—
8 segment, #& IOPS AKX T 35% (49 33%); f1% A pair-wise fetch BI®T 4% replacement %
A 03EE RHCR G BT, IOPS R%143.7%. Sequential workload /£1% ] segment-level
T, BIFT A A2 M B3, Bk IOPS AKIKT 0.12%, ™ pair-wise 8% %4 miss ATL IOPS
AR T 6.14%,

4433 — ] Ep R, &AVRE ST patter-aware 9.7 7% 1%4F mappin cahce #= block partition
TVARBE A AR, oL Cache size Ank, 584 % J& B HA 20PT 51 Aest AR 691K % 6935, T AL
FERIR L3 hk, B T Ay = 4 workloads (\Sequential. PC. Random ), &A1
{2424t mapping cache R 47464 #%H] A @2 89 block patition &, &1L T B ERA 6 TAT
lic®
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$ v Experimental results

4.1 Experimental setup and performance metrics

ARMEGEERT, #5 T L page-level mapping & &#¢ 4% f] mapping table cache (###
table cache) # FTL simulator, H—{EEAEA1E A greedy % FikAe E table cache # FTL
2 B PL+greedy+tc, % —fBRAAHI I EAE, 125 approximate optimal block partition
sk table cache #) FTL A2 & Aobp. &%, &MM69 7 &g Fets M5 J1i% (brute-force table
generation) R & 897 XRMILE

H UL AR 22469 NAND flash memory 8 geometry, 2416 GB. 20 GB. 40 GB. 80
GB FH4s, L34 geometry NE 4k 6:

Sector-size 512 B

Page size 4 KB

Block size 512 KB

Total size | 16GB 20GB 40GB‘80GB

# 6: Flash memory geometty

FERAIKAE A RND workloadwig & &AMt TEARER P T A [Ometer BERE, E
P 8935 % B 4 KB request size #2 100% random write, 783552 full span, /27 Fl#9 volume size
T, BT ERAFAL RIGRIFGAG R EAR BLFAHGEL, 83520 GB 4 random workload

AR 5002 requests, 8140 GB 89482274 1000 %49 requests, Féabg N E 4 TAT:

OS Windows XP
File system NTFS
Disk volume size | 16 GB 20 GB 40 GB 80 GB
Total writes 18.6 GB | 23.2 GB | 46.4 GB | 92.9 GB

% 7: Workload

Mapping cache & 1F_E £ 34 Al LRU+pair-wise 895 4afem A#F], vL 16 GB disk size
Byfs), i & 35 A 1549 cache size F%16 MB, 4% 2 G5—F (50%) , B & &AM A 18 point-
ers 15T 8 bytes K EAE LRU, #HikHE 49518 pair 4.F 28 bytes, /m E&RMEG A1 bit 4
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Cache 5.16% 10.12% 15.08% 22.52% 50%
Total size | 3.95 MB | 7.15 MB | 10.35 MB | 15.15 MB | 32.25 MB
#& 8: Cache size
Overprovision 1% 4% ™% 10%
Total flash size | 16.16 GB | 16.64 GB | 17.12 GB | 17.6 GB

# 9: Overprovision size

27 clean/dirty state (clean RTAA LHGPREFRANGE, dirty ATA EHPREFT R
) , $216 KB # Global Translation Table, PTVA50% &) cache size R & £ 32.25 MB,
H A8 4 75 YL BIPT & 289 cache size 42& 8, Overprovision & flash memory 4#4% spare

lavd
T

B69374, L 16 GB disk volumessize B, 2 overprovision & 10%, 2| total flash size &
16 x (1 +10%) = 17.6 G By, FAutg 4k 9,

#AM89 performanee metricA-TOPS B 3, &% AR 2RI garbage collection F7 ad-
dress translation 8R4, i itAe4E requests /= /O driver queues F &9 delays, IOPS
03ty Ao T, Fopdylg & ZARE B 4 iz 10

RNs

10PS =
PRGS x TPR(S)+ PWCs x TPW (S) +BECs x TBE(S)

Abbreviation Name Value

RN Request Numbers

PRC Page Read Counts

PWC Page Write Counts

BEC Block Erase Counts

TPR Time of Page Read | 60 us

TPW Time of Page Write | 800 us
TBE Time of Block Erase | 1500 us

4 10: TIOPS performance metrics

4.2 Performance evaluation and verification

PR R 893353, RAMELEF IR Aobp. & #7547 PL4-greedy+tc 89 B R EE, B
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P 7 ik

FIURARANR,, — AR E AT A HIE
Ve BAEAIARIE, A3 E
FT x 168 x 21G B & #8&

Approximate optimal
block partition

H%Fﬁﬁémfﬂ block {B1#%E—27]#]
7, ma—1AmAE T-block 1AL
F168 x 21G B EARIE (4w 23)

#& J1i% (brute-force

table generation)

1% Rtable cache F# greedy #9

PL+greedy-+tc page-level mapping FTL

# 11: Implement description

130
——brute-force look-up
120
110

100

IOPS

90

80

70

60

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Limit T-block number

23: brute-foreé look for optimal T-block number

E2vA 16 GB # random workload &%, Mapping cache {#F pair-wise fetch ## LRU re-
placement, & 117| T H 7 ik,

Approximate optimal block partition BARsUIE A7k, bR MRS B ARAAX,

A B E BT R E 2B RMAAEAIRAE, PTAT A TR S 6984 E, &% (brute-

force table generation) Bl4=[23, f83% T-block EE A An451EE 32 A3 He, 5] 20018

T-block BEEASF T AT LK EIR4E T-block fE#, —18 workload & VAR EEAL8G35

EMEE 168 x 21GB 9FAHRE, et st (L5290 » 800us = 8.6 X, Hkdr A&

M8 77 T VAAR T ARMEE R FEHRIE, @ PLtgreedy+tc Z4& M greedy Awk table
cache # page-level mapping FTL, ARABENZ#42.4885 DFTL F/-43#

& 56, Aobp B9BUEA B E 3 overprovision #74# E T-block 1B#A AN F# A= cache
size #titt T-block BEHAGAKXRBZAAE, LRFAS IERAX T EMRL, £E5T
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16GB disk, Cache fixed in 10.12% 16GB disk, Overprovision fixed in 4%

120

120 111 709

102 102
100

100 91 90

91
88 86 87
83 gg
80 80 -
62 64

60 - m brute-force 60 | M brute-force

W Aobp M Aobp

40 40 -

Optimal T-block number
Optimal T-block number

20 + 20 |

ovrl% ovrd% ovr7% ovrl0% cache5.16%  cachel0.12% cachel5.08%  cache22.52%

24: T-block number verification

# overprovision $LE A, &K EEIE 418 overprovision -7 E 1%, 4%, 7%, 10%, Cache size
BT A£10.12%, BT EAEE 2 1% 09 RANK, FH&ME T-block 18%; £ cache size i
%, BAEIELIZEY cache size 99 E 5.16%, 10.12%, 15.08%, 22.52%, Overprovision Bl
T2 4%, AREENT AR 8 REE ARt Toblock B3,

4o l824, RAARHEAXE Fo [P B fE T-block 891818k, B24694c & RAERF 5
Aobp Fh kg5 4E T-block 83, H &R Ae ik Ik (B 6,69 RIE) R Z 694+ 944,

g, &MA Aobp KL piade PLgreedy+tcl 89 TOPS 2%kt £ 3%, R ik fed
49 overprovision ¥ cache size $wll N, MEMI9 BT F 2B —1E—EXB]Z, @ Aobp
A&\ ARF overprovision F2 cache size & @#LAGEAE L0 4o B 25, Aobp T A& AE T-
block E#AT#F4 TI0PS Aok ik —E— B PR E 45 TOPS 4fda 27 210.1%, #ae&T
ARIEF U, b Aobp Fo PLbgreedyt-te miEa A48, Abop #3K 8§84 A8 RA
% overprovision LMK AL T 2R L 5, REEAZ overprovision AKX, 7T 5By T-
block B =hAR % PR IR G3X AR LLARST, 4ok cache size % Aobp zXFe8d £ EATK,
BT PRAFARAT

HAEELH F HLMTF] overprovision ## cache size #JHEF|4LE, 12 AL 0T BREI, 1%
J Aobp 89 XATH B AR AR J ik b9 £ EA T, BR—BIT A, RIMEHE over-
provision 17%, cache size 25% #934£ T-block 1B#, KM 3.2.3 a9 Fr N, &MWL F,
(0UT) cache10.12% = 63.968 x ovr®234L G829 H kT & 124, Mt F.(cache) sy = —0.0287 x
cache® + 0.2421 x cache + 89.245 #8595 E Ty BT7, Toross B 91, PIVARAIIREE £ FE 6945
BT Tovrarcachersn = To + (11 — Toross) = 110, MEERIE 2tk T-block fEHAPE
138, sb B &R AP A Ble) i K £ &, 122428 Aobp FTiF2]6) TOPS & 283.468202, BH A6
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200 120

—=—Brute-force —s—Brute-force
160 | ——Aobp Li6sL 16238 16223 100 ——Aobp
—a—PL+greedy+tc ——PL+greedy+tc
p g ¥ ___r_’.___s_si.__.’f—-—-J“
67.18 74.74
9 80 g 6720 6842 6953 7046 TLS2 7260 ne
60 66.70 . g
40 ) 40
2113 ¢ ‘_‘_’k_—_.____‘_’_‘__,‘———t—"
0 20
0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%
Overprovision Cache size

25: Performance evaluation

IOPS 5 283.798425, 3R £ /£ 0.11%, &R F 691, ¥ &M% % /£ overprovision 1% ~
20%, cache size 2.68% ~ 25% 894325 E Py, A5T vAE F 69 1R4T,
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# A= Conclusion

SSD 2% A 32k 8889 page-level mapping FTL, £/m#k mapping cache T, §HF %49
MARE 24, L QR R E T IAE A G R, RAUR A5 KB two-level
mapping cache, 474 user data #9EIREKMEZ A data blocks (D-blocks) , AT A 475 $ak
Heg B R ARMEZ A translation blocks (T-blocks) o AFARARZAEH B R G645 7 R
T, [84 T EAA R R #7|& £ random workload, B B T-page BA#AHg L D-page 4%
Hot, PTAsbsBfR 2 GC R IZ A HF TR R TN overheads

ARG EH T 94789 randome workload 32 g 28 fi# 2 7 i% : Aopbo Aobp T AW A
NRNEGHHT, 2 flash memory (ER B A AL R Folr ki o R 37 09 A2 -Be b ], B k=T 3 %)
27.5% 1OPS #tat a9, SLoh, Ak 8 AR LoRRE e st i 72k, ST R 6y =T 4 BT 3T
HPRT, TR EER A G 5AE T/ D-blocks &b h); B A& & k2 —E—EXRF K
5|5tk T/D-blocks 856 9], 2RI RF 2Rl 5% Bl PV bAL R 735 PTG HRAAF I 1R

%,

Wik, &89 Aobp ALkt B F7A—% pattern-aware 897 %, T A8 =4 workloads
( Sequential, PC. Random ); #&4% mapping cache B.&-691%F|$2id % 89 T-block 3%, %
L EJER 67T 47, Random’ workload 248 58758 & 1169 77 %32 FH3LAE, % Sequential
workload R&#—#& T-block BRI T, ARKIESHT PC workload #ffE32, AL
#—F AR pattern detector 897 ik R H BHAT A 2L fe 69327,
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