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Abstract With the rapid development of computer technology, computer security and data privacy
protection have always been the focus of academic and industrial. By providing hardware-assisted
confidentiality and integrity verification, memory security mechanism helps guarantee the security of
application code and data, and prevent them from malicious memory disclosure and modification. The
emerging persistent memory delivers a unique combination of affordable large capacity and support for
data persistence and provides high-bandwidth and low-latency data access. It can be placed on the
memory bus like DRAM and will be accessed via processor loads and stores. However, due to
differences in media characteristics, DRAM-oriented memory security mechanisms cannot function
efficiently on persistent memory and even have availability issues. Therefore, a secure memory storage
system based on persistent memory will bring new opportunities for the secure and efficient memory
storage of big data. Firstly, for the write characteristics of persistent memory, the reasons for low-
efficiency in applying the security measure against traditional volatile memory to persistent memory
are analyzed, and related work is expounded. Secondly, for persistent memory storage, we analyze the
problems that need to be considered to ensure the security of persistent memory in its whole life cycle,
and introduce research work on guaranteeing the consistency between data and corresponding metadata
for security. Finally, we conclude the challenges and compare the related work in building secure

memory storage based on persistent memory, and share our views on future research.
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W WG A WA AR T 5 2k 913

AMEIRH EASFRAKERGHEIEF P HFR Km. o TR RE LY £F, @@ DRAM # R 4 %
AMH R EERAKMNE LSHHAEF  LEZEETARA AL HEXLTHEARLAANZLANAS
fE R A RBIBEN T LSBT RITGIE. B A ANFEARAAGBTHE, 2T Ha a4 4%
HENBHELEGFHEELR THAEN L5 ARG RE, FA2B 4K EAKT 45 69 5F 2 T AE.
ERASHEARAGEAEGRE. 2T ARBEHFARNAEL LSRR NG Z LM@Y FAS

BRI BT HEAL RS LB —HRTRARRFRL ARG, 8T MEE G H LA A8
B R G EIE R B AR R TAF AT SRS T RE T - T AR R A,

*@iE BARANG;NAELA;mE; R BB E; %5 —FH

REESES TP303

Fe AME N AF B AT R4 B PR RE AR A% 1Y 4y
S JE DRAM W LE BB AR AL 0 R AR N A7 9 B
BUE TAEG M NAEJZ 9, B il 5 DRAM [A] 4k T
LR SRR EE /Y 5 18], [6) i B2 AN R 2
RAE G R A N AE A R 7T BE.

FEAMENAF ERERIINfFLL,. 2825
DRAM Af 7] (9 38 & Yot , i A7 B DL 1k o 5
SEREPEICE O Tk S N AT R AL BN e IR, R T
B 5 X A9 i % 77 3% (counter mode encryption,
CME) 832 4 FH >k Bis 1 P 77 B0 80 HL 2% P Bt =™
1E CME 1, i — A WA SR8 5 — >l — T — i3t
KA TR N T B8 N A s e B vk el R R
JH 56 H Pk 55 0E 19 07 125 2R Bt O/ DA PN A7 352 B 5080 5 e
E— R E AW B R 5 BR 5 R B (Merkle tree,
M) Bl HI oK 5 Ok N A7 B30 B 58 8 P, AR 45 4 1)
H B A IETS (message authenticated code, MAC) #4
HTRANHFZ bR T 22 XN, To 2
CLS

B LG I T DRAM 1Y N 77 4 4 14 e 42 44
FEAE B 47 AME AR Z EIFANBEFE 00 R 5 IR A N A7 %
A R R SR 1) PR R G FA% , 2 3 25 5 W 4R AT N AE
RGN AT X FEH 2 S

D FEAMENTFIY S Rk

M T DRAM H A 41w 1 it A 1. 1 % 48
DRAM [ % 4> B K 7% [8 2 4 O B i i 1 it 2
PAA B 450 B ) L. SR 8 KPR A Y BT A i
PR, 55 BUR 5, W A N AE % 5 58 B PR B iE
S YG IS BEAE AL B L ) BT R B, DA 3 A
AREAR 1 S A0 AH L DRAM, R AN A E
e B, 1 22 42 e R Clin 2% 1182 DA B 58 3
SRR 80 895 18123 o5 PR 5 (8] Y37 98, AT 52
) 7 FH 7 0 A1 7 P .

2) Fe AMENAE AR Z) K

&5 DRAM N 17 504 76 Wy i J5 PRl 2% 2% T
] DRAM 0942 4 380 A 7% 18 8 A7 B30 i 1 AT 5
PRI A R PR AE A T PR S AT) RE R B A5 DB P S 1Y)
AT S B ORI ; 5 F] B, R APE N A SRR
A W PR L B R 2 S X A B B
P 5 S RO b T EE Ak 2, B R R A M N AE
FEICAE A A A N R A T N A & AR
BEIA IR LA — S A N L 2T,
R T AR v A R AR R L 0 IR 1) 22 4 T AR
I 2 WA B AT 6 A N 10 22 42 DT8O B A7 i &
G — 9 517 (last level cache, LLC) HrM3) [Kidg 2>
T NG AT BB & O DT 3 BUERCHE 5 2 4 e Bk
P Z [ A — 20, FE55 0 2 B DR AN AR I
IE AR RO 5 A TR R AN — B SR
HL P BB £ 6 TR O S A B R s 2) R A ME N A o8
PRI R v, B 5 5 R 1 S A 2 R] S A —
0, 5w W R] R 23 N S R o8 R MR I TR 2R

JUAS PR B A 5 2 A n B 2 ) — Bk Sl
e By IS AT I R L X R T D ARSI R 235
Tl AR OG22 4 e B HE 5 (8, 40 A0 1 45 A PE N AR S A
dTHE T N B 5 2) T ERAE T AR A A R 58 L
ZJE AR TE B 3K BN T 5 AR 0 58 B [E] i AR
CPU 5 NS B 5y T W 9 , BE 1 52 ) CPU /Y AT
RO A 45 AV A R 23 080 B A T 92 A7 il 5 45
1, XS AR B 5 AR 0 B8 B T CPU A7 19 ¢
AR Z [ DA™ 52 M 3R G2 Y Pk .

ARG IR I W], 2 A U (R 52 45 7™ EE S
RG] FE. R TR AN A B A = 0] 8 6 TBY,
1M 42 2 TC R W N A AR B IR T T IN AR 45 =, X
T REBEWFFAME N AT 5 WK % 4 0 B8 i (8]
ALIRE/INIE S T R G A .



914

HHEIR S AR 2020, 57(5)

Fe A AP AE S Rk AR 5y R P 45 5 T S B
545 DRAM 52 42 A [6] B9 45 s, B4R BLA 19 N
172 R BB B R AME AT EORANRESE 2 SR A
PN AF B R PR VT T, A BE 78 70 A 45 AR N A7 22 4
PR IR A B PE BE AL 5, L 2= R0 W R G g W] P
b BEAS AR AL AR A I 2 5 S B 5
TR  [F] I X0 7 i 9 )5 — BOPE R R R i 1 A
PFZ2 88 LS 28 ) 2 i AVE AT AT 6.

1 AEFEZRE

TEAT . B A 41 1] DRAM 9 N A7 % 4
ZRRE B AH DG 25 . A 5 JUBRRE BY L N AE N 1Y 7
2 EIR 250 S AR . N A 58 R VR B TR /Y O 125 B
GERE) SR o A A U Y AR A A
1.1 EpEE

TERE A48 Bl 1) YA I 25 5 58 B VR IE 2 2 R ¢
BRGNSk X K 1 s,
X FR A A5 7T 5 3 (trusted computing base,
TCB) . TCB 4% 4k ¥ &% i L% 0. £ 24 CPU %
A7 N GEAT AT AR T30 L A % 0 0 2 i o IR 5 58
B SE R XA AR CPU Jy 8 e A1 95, £ 2 NAE &
4L B NAE5E.

. Processor
Secure Region

Non-Secure Region Scan/Destroy

Memory Bus

Scan/Destroy

Fig. 1 Threat model™™
Bl 1 g e

B B B EE 2 Rl D BUIE AL M
ity Hig Yok 35 7T LLGT BN A7 B2 e A7 L R B
2) B e B 4R Tl T U BN A SR DA K
AF TR I BSCHE . 58 B 1 B0t 4 3 280 1) B0 U i 13
i (data spoofing attack) , B $% % % #5 He ¥E 17 % =&
B0 2) B s P32 s (data splicing attack) , 38 #
2 A ROECE B iy 28 3) BodE E i (data
replaying attack) , 1 %54 B 51 755 101 22 i A9 TH fi A4S
1.2 AFEME

PIAE I 1 B 022 T o DR A B B PR AR
fal N LLC e 25 0 B8 7 #E A N A7 5L Sk 22 iR
SIWINE T AR B BRAE AL T R T AT Y O 5 B

T2z b R B AR A A T N A R AR Y O R AR
e AN Sl Ok R B I N AR 4R VR T B CME
N i AR A TR A 1) G B B A L AN, )32 N
AT WIS R RS & 2 R T 8N 5 i
B AR TE N2 i B o, CME 4 504 B 55— Wk 1k %%
A% Cone-time pad, OTP) #4758k 7= A= 4 %
P59 80 597 B4R 18] ' (initialization vector, IV){E R
IR s PP OTP, b IV el S0 B i Hi
Tk DA RCES i e 7 0 T R AL AR R A R
RO H N P AF i R 50 B A TR R TV
S A i, HE T PR A A E ) OTP, i 1 45 2 5 72
FHIFE A OTP X B4 17 % %5 . CME (9 8% 0 1E T34
WAFEEERAVE S OTP 2k s 47 1k . DA T e it 2%
DA

Counter Cache Block

______________________

INEE Plaintext

(Evicted From Plaintext
____________________ Key Cache)  (to Cache)
Counter=M|C
Line AES OTP D
Address (Counter N\
Mode) |—J

Ciphertext Ciphertext
(to PM) (Read From
PM)

Fig. 2 Counter mode encryption"*]

B2 s et

G A7 5 N AE 2Z 1] B8 A% Sl s 2 LA 64 B Y
ki BEHEAT I CME ¥ 64 B (19 N 7 B 5 — 3%k
i AHJCEE, AT 7E 22 AR B Iz Al R — Fh o R 4
AU R R A DS E N A A D A & Y N
HECER B 7h, 5— 64 B BYEEE N AFHLA 6
B, BRI W 64 b, 1 4 KB WA LN I BT A
64 B PIAEHRIL T U 2 DT H0ae s 1 i, 32T AR
A 1, BRSO A 9 A Bk b R
4 DXHEAT E RN

BRI (1 2 T — A, B 4
A OTP MA B E A, X 7 ZEARE TV (19 it — 1%,
FEALEE 2 Jr A - 1) a8 B) b iE— Pk R R [ ik 1
DA A B e S5 380 R[] 0 T B8 5 2) B R b e —
X [a] — AR SR B IR N A7 5 454 L B i 3 A7 B X)
N TSRO 1 B AR & 2 R T IR B
IR, X F — 4~ 64 B B 3 8 %% B¢ (counter cache
block) . B % 64 b 1 E 50 (MD LA K 64 4~ 7b
FMITEER (C1 3] C64).
1.3 AEZEMRKIE

DAL A7 s e P 30 TR A £ D PR A7 e B2 A 5 e I
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B A WA EAR L X T A S W 33505 [ 4 Y
MAC {3 — [/ 5 A AT 7 N A7 20308 1352 BAY oo 7
T I XS R MAC i B AT AS: 00 5 40 38 9 2 o 5

FEAS R A I 1 5k i, Bk AT DK Bl e X g
f MAC B 5 5% 01 1H A9 — BOWAS. 2R 50 ) B 4 32
A FF R ARG ) T 0T R T R R A B LRI 4
FLH LU 43 )2 MAC, K B8 T 508 1 o oy
R MAC 15 s R4 24 F MAC 75 8. 1& 3 IR
T A~ 0 SUER v SR 8 S5 48 AT R — SRR T R
WALE T 4 DETF A MAC Y A7 L4 & R
BF, W BR e R A B IR 2 b B IO R A B e
MAC {8 B 5 A AR R 36 E BIF 3R UG P4 77 B ) ¢ 3%
M5 M KA 9 A7 5 AR B ST AR AR S ST A Y
MAC {8 ; B AR 4 & A~ W AE 0 5 B fE i 7 TCB
H R aFAE A L R B A R s Y R
J5 A ARE T N A7 B 1 o B

BRE IR R A7 A T 85 A B AT K AR
FEAD BRI P AR S BR T IR WA T AN N AR

Root MAC

iz b HRUNIE T RAF 2 & DA 35 s T BE 2>
T B N AR A A T B . B R SR e N A R
P 5 IE 42 4 J BMT (Bonsai Merkle tree) 28445, &
JEHET CME BEUR g an il 4 PR, & Se i
R B S B AE S (data Hash message auth-
enticated code, Data HMAC) 34 I 3 B F1 PF 42 T8¢
iy > Data HMAC 23l 52 K i 25 i) 5 B 4
i MBS P b Bl AR b A A SR B O, BMT
R 5 TN 4 T A A A R R AR R A I R i
il o SO BRI T SHA-L 19 HMAO) 33
BT S HMAC B, JF 8 HAE A SCE T AL
HMAC #9181 BMT #AR {7 i 7E TCB i 27 A7 2 1L
A7 1k X0t % BMT H T~ 8 525 TR
AP REH 2 MT AN TR (9 2 . 78 BMT e i i) %
YR B8 32 2K 50 R B A L4, T 31 5E Data HMAC
FR i A\ DU 0,5 52 38R KBS R Y T R L B Ot
AE 0 K6 0 3 B R o . BMUT 3 35 i 3 3 K 4
R T 2R DT/ 1 AR 5 5 B P AR A Al T 8 L BRI
TR R R B (R B A T R S 2R AR 4 3 i B ]

Chip Boundary

| MAC ‘ MAC|MAC ‘ MAC|

‘MAC|MAC|MAC|MAC| |MAC|MAC|MAC|MAC|

|MAC| MAC | MACI MAC|

f I O

T T T 1
Ctr Ctr Ctr Ctr Ctr Ctr Ctr Ctr Leaves Ctr Ctr Ctr Ctr
(Ctr: 64B Counter Block)
Fig. 3 The structure of Merkle treet””
B3 BRI
Data HMAC(E D Secure Processor
=Data ncrypted Data, [ l
Address, Counter) ,ROOT =
i S Integrity Tree
=Counter HMAC(Counter) ,»’ \.
(pu J(Cou J(Cbu J(CbH JCbH ) (Ccu J(CcH J(CcH )
| Encrypted Data | Counters I DH | CH |

Fig. 4 Overall architecture of BMT!
K4 BMT i S 2 fy

1.4 ZEZETHIE

A% A ou e 7T LU & CME fl BMT iz
FEPERED 1 L PN A 5 BORN figf 2 A 491, 4t SR A Rz A
TS © @ g2 A7, WAl LUK OTP 19 4R 1l A
PIAE I ) E AT $04T - DA BRUE T A2 e OTP 4 4E 3R
X F [l — H 48 0T (4 KB) R [/ 5085 B (64 B L BT A
XoF IV PN 285 T B X Wk 9 A7 B R — = S G A AT (64

B) et A B 3 2 KO0 B i) D 18] 2 i v #)
FATR BT E 2 B AFA T IR I % R 22 80T A B 4o
oI TS BE 5 2 B B 1Y SR A i b R

BT IR AR T 2 U ) RIS IE Y AT R B R A TE
AR BT — AR b R A D R B BT Y
B B AT S8 R B i 2 B R B UE. th TR AT Y
T T B 0l o Bk JF HLAT RLBR (R HAE TCB 1Y
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Ak I AT DU AR — FE (5 AT B 8 m 2 i g
T U 5 SR B N A O L O BT B R
P R AR DR A7 B YA

1.5 ZRETHEFHETH

LA TR AR TT B 1E L T 32 R 1 A7 25 1
PN L[ &7 B oIy € LA AR O R N V& €1
H T80 2 A TC R B0 7 it T 5 L T EL BB A% $2 T &2
4TGRO B Ao vh A AT N 3 PN A 0 % 5 50 R
PRI UE .

VAULTH Y il 5 78 5 A A7 AT R/ 2% H
RN TE 22T HAR R D S8 R M B TR AR 1) T B L AT 9
/D ST B A 56 JIE A 1Y A7 4 FF 45 . Morphable Counters™'?
PR T I 0 U7 ) R, B T A B ARAT
TR/INEY T g R 2 A B TS S AR T B g
8 ol IS 5 2 25 B et B e 2 207 50 B AR il T3t
P E R TS S QISR D) I EroBa R

2 BAMRNERE

A EEN LB THRHAENTF S DRAM A
(5 R R AL 8 N A7 % A BR R R T 1 A N A
TEPIAT N5 L 5€ B A 96 0 55 75 1 I 18 e ) Bk i LA B
HASC AT S TAE.

21 HAMAENEZESTERREIE

Aney v oAk PSS A R B R A ME N A RS
KEPIRZ — SRFAMEN AL FFAENTE
PRAEADUE IR T v, HRE AR B K, A TR T AP Y )R
BRSNS BRI HUA D R AL 2 s
Fi AN AT 22 582 )T Bl R PR A0 A B 0K 55 R A
R B R A AT B AL B B AR A AT R S

Cache-Line

K —FFr A B s b3S (data com-parison write,
DCW) I AR ALK 3 S G2 A7 AT T B B S A
R AME A BT b 0 R 2ok — 2 1 A7 448 ok, DU 5
ok B AR AN i — 2 D X R R M N A A B A
AR, X A5 X BR 8 FNWE (flip-n-write).
FNW H4 5 7k 5 AE 09 Lo Ry B8 5% 0 B0 R 1 28 4247
BLE ) — 2 Gl o X AR AL L B RS AT Gl 17 1
PEBOFE A BN 10% ~15%. %6 FRAENGFMRT
DRAM 15 4 68 FA FIR A9 1 1 3 26 3k 2D L 4 i
B 1) T 6 S B A P A R P R R AT A
KHEE.

T HF AR AT AR S S A 1 R 1 T
X 4 A PALAE AT 0 985 15 0 1 S TE 23 R — R
PR, 225 2 A5 T

1) 45 A A o 288 17 R 110 Pk

FAEL (Y Jon 25 B 12 T SR 5 A A B i A
Bdli b HOA 1 b py U 2 5 B0 &% Bl b — 2B
Pk A R R T et O 2L
B EBEIRE AR A A LR BOR A AT
LA 50 %0 Il 5 faR, Ko 5 #AE B % b, Y
HEAT I BRAE I, 2 A4S0 5 (B 22 [) 9 43 2 5 W] BB 2
GAFATOL ) — 2 Rt I o S B0S AR AN
AR R0E 22 DT 3 4 DCW Al FNW 2 26 1Y
AR IR, s B e 0 19 22 o 25 ik — 20 3 8 v 1Y
REFE. [F) I 35 T4 AP A 10 02 ) 25 A 0 5 i il 5
GEAFAT AT | 3K S HRAE 2 I A 285 3 B8 00 i 2
N TR i D 7 RO S 4 KB B
22 4 D HRT AR S N S LN A T B AT
Rp 452 7. PRI 5 LB X 40 A1 N AF Y 5 R 1 i 52
PR S JT 55 1Y i 15 =L

Encrypted Cache-Line
[00000000000000...0000000000000 10100100110110...0101011001100 |

H Write

H Encrypted Write

[_00000000000000....1000000000000 01011000100101...0010100010010 |

1 Out of 512b Modified

More Than 1b Gets Modified

Fig. 5 Encryption incurs an increase in the number of bit flips for write operations

5 MR RS BRI AL B g 20

2) 5 ANk AT 52 Bk S0 Ik R B Pk

SC R R S B NN N A PR,
R CiCIRERSS /NI E IR 131 C 1 R PSS I
T LU B0 207 A2 A T RE 3 B AR 1A 5 3T
ISSINTRETP N SR T @O NTTR I ST KRN

¥ d)a FE AR AR R R T S B I
S T2 sk e S A A AT T R | T T AL A 5
AR T AT AT HR B 5 9 ORS00, [H L A AT
XA AT N A 1 55 R T 8 S B v R B LIRS T 8
4 52 B P B UE A
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2.2 MXIE LCTR(leading counter) il TCTR (trailing counter) ,

EEAG 3 RMRTAE: DB AR AENAA I o LCTR EAG AR5 08T, il i Ff ik LCTR (9L
it NS T 5 2) Wb 31 A AT 52 4 M I IE N AKA R FF (least significant bits, LSBs) 23k
IR S AR REFE L N AE VT 0] 48 TT B 5 3) BR AR M % I TCTR WIMH. A PR 2 A~ LSB, WA 4 IR #4E

AR T B Y AR B TCTR iz 5 LCTR M , i BE 1R Fx A 39 [A]
D W I g5 T S E A ] B Cepoch interval). #£ — Bt 1 8] [8] j% P9 , TCTR {H
DEUCE™ B i6 WB T 2 B T 2015 4F $#2 1 {4 A S LCTR {8 W 1F % 58 3.

AR T X R P 9 A 1 i 3 S S 6 T — AN R AT X F B AR A — AW R RE N BT —

R 57 (word) 1 5 » 5 BRAE I R Sk E T, W word, i | LCTR #4725, KBS word
XF I ARAE PR A AN T BB N, LR BB G WA TCTR #0470 % . B, % F R B 2 word
439 word T % B AT 3 F X A~ 42 7% . DEUCE i M e s i 8RR R 7 A28 2 TCTR 5
HR IR R B T 2 A5 2, BT X R A AT BB Y word, LCTR {4 AH W] B, 55 8 G2 A7 AT 00 T A 48 elobs i
DEUCE {f FH B3 i) i 15088 e JL B e fg s I XIS4T T3 N %5

B B X & ) word (i FH BB A9 00 8 T RO 2R AT X EEHERAE, WK 6 TR, DEUCE 2447 2 4
fip % A TRB BN word ff IR A B I i+ &ds OTP. 435l d LCTR 5 TCTR A B, & BUbs & 1
HEAT % (modified bit) Y& JE i % word K HIMF—4~ OTP, 2

DEUCE M #5288 1 7 S0 $as 19 n 2 7 =K. A7 1E 1) 8] B N = B B — R B word A& il
B word KR, X & — N E AT R word it OTP-LCTR #EA47# %, & W OTP-TCTR #47
SE—MEMUER B AT HRE 2 A K U B T 5 A i 5

Modified Bit (Per Word)
Counter
Address LCTR O 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0

| | | [ [ [ [ [ | Encrypted Cache-Line
v Y
Key—» AES —- & O & OTP-LCTR
" J
b 4 Y ) 4
© @ P @ @ orprcIr
(" Address TCTR
v v v v v
f < AES ) | | [ [ [ [ [ [ | Decrypted Cache-Line

Fig. 6 Decryption of DEUCE™
6 DEUCE fi# % #5 /g

SECRET!" J& L 2% % K 2% F 2016 442 H i £ I 7E S [ 3 B e B word DL S BT 9 i 2850k 25 1R
X RE R YA R AR B IK T RE Y % R 5L 5 BIERE AN AETR. I 7 iR Word,, 5 Word
DEUCE B 4224 81, SECRET H % & # f9 word #F Bt v, B XS B LC H 34 1, Word, R 815
frEF M, A, £ % word B4 0 5, SECRET Ao DR Ok K 7 ) % SCARFEAN AR X T Word s T 5 »
PR B I R 2 L 3 A Xt 4 0 5 B I R4 0 5, KK X R Y zero-flag B %, f#

STV L — 2D T R A R A RO RSO,
SECRET % #2042 i word R B2 By fin 25 A5t SECRET i 5 20 id #E — 2 058 1 #h T I %

23l g — A AT IR — 2 R I TR T BEFE TT 85 6T R A ME A LT L R R
N B AEAT R — A word $24iE— AR A BIFL i B REAE AN R (L ln 5T M 01 #] 10 1
(local counter, LC).2Y LC %5 i, B 1% 2% 42 47 XF REAES 00 2] 01 WREFEARTRD A X — D INEE
R IEA LC 0, [RI B RE X B ) 4 Jy & v H 4 in - #4E ,SECRET i %5 8 20K 30 5 3 i #5532 47 5=
1, X R AEAT TN % . SECRET &8 B — 88 3 F el 2 5 B #BE M GEFE  OF R PR Re At i
A word #2241 b 19 zero-flag, HI2RIC 3% word AR IRMIIE B A EIE T A K AN AE, T BEAR S #
A, word R4 0 B KXY zero-flag ' 1., [F] E i RE
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Zero Local

Flags Counters Word,

Word, ! Word,

0Old Plaintext

[IToToToToJoiTr{r[r[iTrToJoT1Jofofofofo]oJoT0 0]

[1]3]2] Old Ciphertext

(of1r]ofr]ofo]1joft[t[of1]oJoo]ofof1]r]o]i]1]o0]

Set Updated i Unmodified Word Zero Word
Zero Flag Counters :, ) l: L ‘
New Plaintext  [0]0]0JO[T[T]O[T{T[T]T[1]0]0]1]0]0]0]0]0]0]0]0]0]

Unchanged Counter

1Unchanged Ciphertext ; Unchanged Ciphertext
| ) : )

New Ciphertext

Hi )
[oJoTiTia1]tJoJoTiJiJoJ1JoJoJo[oJoJ1[t]o]1]1]0]

Fig. 7 Encryption of SECRET!®
Kl 7 SECRET N5 fEle

R TAESR AR AL GO R AN E
WD HR B AR AN PR AR I S £ B
BT R AR A I N TR E R,
data shredding, 815 H AW A7 fiff 52 R FH 45 5 A0 data
deduplication, & 7E Ik 2> 45 A P9 FE 5 AL

Silent Shreddert'®) & B & 5206 %8 F 2016 4F 1
Y RE AME N AF 5 D B AR 2 (R Y
Bk AR FERR BN A DU SR S — DR
i Hov % (data shredding). Silent shredder % A&
A R A58 =0 (i A R0 46 ) & TV, 7R AT
BV AR S ORI, PR A DUTRT Y TV, DT S £ T %
R APE N AE T S A

DeWrite! "2 h B8 K% F 2018 4F 2 i1
BEXS R A N AE N3 1 5 80 R DeWrite 5 i
22 1 R ) B BOHE M 5 (data deduplication) £ A%
BN R AN AE R e, 0 S 8O I R oo B 0
R JEAT U R it 0 TN A Y S )

TEEH s L Ah B 5 E 52 8080 N SR 45 A 1 A7 AT
ik — 4R Tk fE.

2) Yk /b 57 M 0 I oL B 1Y T A

ASSURE"*™J& VG 24 48 K 2% F 2017 42 i 5
X R A W AF TR S T 85 14 56 2 1 56 UE B X 5 40
LB A A4F A YA s 5 X LR 2 L, ASSURE 52
e 8 AR SR B T 400k Y N 2% L SR B word
R E Y 58 B VRIS AIE , FOXHE AR R A3 B0 8 L AR B B
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S A AE 2 (BB 1 word 16 08K 5 ¥ IM, (IM.,)
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"""""" i i ' '
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""Mod Word ! E E ;
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|6|4|0|F s[6[7[8]9[A[B[C|D[E[F [4]1]0]0]0] Original Encrypted Cache Line
, ""Mod Word : 5 |
Writt2 — TgT4Jo[F{oJoJoJo[oJoJoJo oo o]0} Intermediate Message 1 (/M)
[oJoJoJo[s]e[7][s8]o]a[B][c|D[E]F]4] Intermediate Message 2 (IMy)
m, [A]5]1]3] I, Intermediate HMAC ()
Time v vg::;:g?;il Final HMAC (FH)

Fig. 8 The MAC computation of ASSURE"]
Kl 8 ASSURE /1 MAC {# ity 5 412
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P 5 22 G AL i T 3R T OB R Y
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P P AE I 2 A5 XL ) R A P9 A7 S 488 35 A B ok
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Counter
y l
10 A Ctryy After 10 A Ctryy
20 B Ctry N Writes |20 B Ctry
30 C Ctryy |——>| 30 C Ctryy
40 D Ctryy 40 GapLine Ctryy
50 GapLine Ctrs, 50 D Ctrsy
40 Crr, 50 Ctr
40 OTP 50
Changes
Block Block
K —> K
&y Cipher iy Cipher
OTP OTP'

Fig. 9 The impact of wear-leveling on counter mode
encryption in ACME™!
Bl 9 ACME B i 149 47 5 3 5088 A5 = o 2 1 3 o 2

X IO Y 0 2 K R A 2R O g T 3 A R 3
TR 1 BB T T 4 ) R A DX ) T R
B TN T A R R

3 REFAMAFE-HH
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— EE R S A 56 AR 22 4 355 AR R A7 K K
3.1 RERAUNEFERE-—HEER

24t DRAM HA 5 Je kL W7 B Je A7 K a2
TR AR AN NAF BAT AR 5 P W7 v ) B0 47 9K £
B DR e XAl 3 BB A8 B4 A T fRL S PN A L B B
PRtz oh, BARAE R GE S 2 ) BB 6 415 2 1 o L E
1122 A R B i B R IR 2 42 T B 5 200 =2 1A Y
— Mk ALEE 2 05T - D EE S I o s 2 18] )
—EE AN — B T U R 20 Bl 5 e
B TR = 18] A — Bk e Bl 5 I BOA
TERS AN — 20, 0 46 52 B P 06 E AN i g TR ot AR
B A PO A 7 G A i o 300 O ) 2 e v e AR
LA R ANE A K — k.

32 HAMAEFEMZERHRE—BMHE

K10 JE7R T A Gl e vl BE S 2 it Sodls Ao
TG A — B B0 X B A N AF B9 B S 1 1)
WA 2 A B ESR , — DS IR AR TN 5
3 — DB AT I s i R AU S B0k
FEATENAE Z )5 HAETH B 5 A Z i & 2 R SE ik
B, DU 7E 2% 8 ot I 4 UL 8 B0 i %0 8 T RS A
TS BB A6 B 25 2k R 10 Ca) BT 7 A0 R 4
THEAR B IR R AME AT e e A s (RS 1 R FF
AL A2 R AP — B AP 10(h) f s,

FEPR B AR AN 0 R e — vk JE S
i 1 2 A B 1 i Pt B i 0 5 H 0 Rz A 3 %
o B S5 (1] 5 2) A g i 2>y R Bt JB 1 P Al R 119
TEHES EEALHE 2 AT DB HOR BRI E 0 2
T ARSI BN TR S (8] 5 2) PERETT 4 L 1 PR
B2 3 I 5 R Y SE IR L TS HRAE SE R 1Y 2 5 3



920

HHEIR S AR 2020, 57(5)

CPU %5 BABI BHL 28 i 2% 1 T, 3t i 52 0 CPU $A4T i
0. 8 A T 2 A 6 3 2 0 P A7 i 5 48
4 (I clwhb. mfence %) , %354 ¥ B #MEE T CPU
AT KRR 2 L 11 FOR  ZEAE N S T

Crash 1

5 4 ) A7 7 BT S T AL
5 4R 05 02— B AR 5 W2 T
SR 1S 4 T 5 A 0 K ML 4 AT R T 5%
GEPERE

\Crash
Crash i |

Time

: \ ' ' \ ' | Data E
i| Data Counterwl i| Counter Data _]: i
l Inconsistent 1 Time | Inconsistent \Time : :

(a) Stale counters

(b) Stale data

(c) Consistent

Fig. 10 Crash consistency in encrypted persistent memory-**

F10 Fe A AR g i 55 — o

| Cache Writeback I Memory Controller I l:l Volatile
(a) Without encryption l:l Non-Volatile
| Cache Writeback | Crash Consistency Guarantee || Memory Controller

N

J

Critical Path

(b) With encryption

Fig. 11  Write latency with and without encryption

B 11 % S53EmE R 6T S iR

SCA¥ (selective counter-atomicity) & i 75 J&
LR AATE 2018 4E 4 HY 19 B X 45 A M 9 A7 0 85 18 —
BE R BEALA] . SCA B 72 N A7 42 1 & o 3 i b
455 BB SR A7 fith o 25 T+ ER s s A 1 9 A 5 T
R £ s S RS L RS B TR TR B BA S Intel
AL B fF 4 5 4 DRAM H Kl # Casynchronous
DRAM refresh, ADROHLil o] i P A f I 5B 1 155
BUR AP o 1 o U0 22 A7 A8 N A7 45 i 4 5 B
M 5 iER S 0 B 5 APE N A7l S 57 ADR L
il 0 H SR B S BAS FN T EER 5 BA S L I 6 DR AE
FL PRI N LA 7R 5 BA A o [) i 5 i A G
HEER R B A RS M5 AME N T R B s
KA EE - SCA HL ] 1A 545 5 A 51 A £ s
BN Z HES I 1T — A8 50 00 59 26 7. A 25 AH B 1Y
HIAS E 2 B i B S L, A s 2 N5 BN
B TR B 5 2 L. R R R G R R WA BCE 2 S BA
0 045 45 5 19 D 1 M I ERAE IR 2 B ADR AL Y
(AN

SCA BLH#& 5 A4 3 28, DI
A7 28R T 28 1) B e 3% BRI S A (R
WOV EER TR T B A A AT KR BT EAR S BA
H1.2) GRS B KK S BAF , AF 45 ] 2 A A

THECRR S A 2 A5 B QI Y T 5 45 B R 2
MR 2 4~ 2% B o i st 28 60 8 3 B o 145 00, gl 46
PR 0. G THEAS BB T EAS 5 BRSNS . N A7 45 1
ar AT AR [R] 1Y 25 3R 3) 2 A5 BRI AT i B Tt
LR H A R 5% BB R AR B 2R RS B
) FOR 2 6 4 A AE AR R B 1)L 2 A BA B AR
Weaigh 2 B S AR AEN A,

12 78 T counter-atomicity 5 — />4 3 i
fik 0X100 FY L. 25 3R O Ab 21 45 X ik 0X100 % Hh
counter-atomicity 5 if 3K . R A N AE P IR 4% (B
BR@) LA K% 51 % GEIRQ) 23 W 3 ik A oK. 2D BR
@F7 0X100 Hiyhk xJ B (4 B & (b ik 0X200) 28 47
i D) 5 | B R A N AR AR B OTP, [ i
P BB TR ik BIH AR S NI L BRO FE A
PN AR 256K 5088 5 OTP S5 550, 8 2E B 2% 3¢
8¢ HE1 NI OF 1€ EN I B A EIR €
J5 A A AR N B T B R S BB BT AR TGRS A S
R HR BN T ECRS A5 B L R 2 7 B 0. 48
BRI S BAA 42 W BT B e 45 B (6] I 46 £ %k
5 BAF b 5 R AR S5 B AP BR® T
Iy 804k AR R 3 5 R AL T %8 0 Y 5 BA B L A
P A ok B8 2 5 A S L.
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Processors
LLC
@
@ Counter ® . ®
Crdie Etgryptlon c P(i\'/[t
oordinator
0X200: Dirty  F---- -, heme
Counters Encrypted Data
| [C@0X200 (1] ®; i [©0X100 [0]=1®;
Counter Write Queue , [~ i H - Data W':rite Queue
_ R R
© Failure? E T Ready? T Ready?
v

-— Encrypted Persistent Memory

Fig. 12 Counter-atomicity write process in SCAP*

K 12 SCA ' counter-atomicity 5 Fp{E i f2l22

TERG B, SOl & ADR AL, T 54
58S BB I 1R S R AE BRI i A% B LD R
05 BRI K Ak 28 7 . I RS Wk gg i & 1 4 H .
T AR B30I 5 R N TR AE A TP i — B

SCA L& 7853 R 5 5518 L 25 & F 551 X
FEAIK counter-atomicity 3 B HF 4. 5 TR A PR N
AE 1 o FH AR 38 R FH = 45 42 101 ok AR e B8 1 K s
— SO A RO B SRk E A H Al S,
H R SR AR IE 1 BV 7 B8 09 [ o 90 e e, e DA
PR AR ) — BOR S B 13X S AL 4R 8 1 4k
12 A RRAS 0 508 K it O 9 5 — SebE o s H e
SEALHIAE B 44— A RROA , 76 I3 06 25080 25 4 v
He4r 53— A RRAS , IF 8 DR 7E AT 20 1) AU BOH: b
— WA AEAE O A RRAS ] A SR R A AT Al A
B WA 7 — D R A R E —BCRES.h B
2516 B BN WA ZE VK B2 T AN R A S PR AS 75
BRI AN AR ™ At B 5000 5 G o 8 31 8RR 2 1Y
— R LI T E A B S L AT 3 A
Wy B - 1) £ B B B H AR, S BOE EAT A 52)
16 Bk B B, X Bl E AT i s vl th T & P E & AF
FE B — BP0 R AR L TR e o B8 A 18 RO S 2 5
M) 500 1) P B2 5 3) 4 5 B B BRI A8 R S
o8 0 A B B A T A O H AR 2% B R IR BT Y
& BCR S FRIE S 2 5T — BOIRES.

1 JRIR T F 55 AT AR B BOR 1 T 2™ 4
P I 5 ST I o 8 R Y — SO M A B B
B H k) R 19 A O, R B AR AS g
T B 10 R LR B R 28 o, b T — Bk R
A TEMER B B AB M H A5 A 2 5% i 54 1) Tk &R

P P e AN 77 B A% AT counter-atomicity. [A] £,
FEAE WY B, H P i & O A 2 — 80w . v LA T
FEEHE IR 5 2 — B RRAS. R I, 7R A8 e B X 4K
it 1) 5 BRAE AN 23 5% me B 00 RO M AN T
¥ RAT counter-atomicity. 75 — J7 T » 7 32 3¢ By Bt A9
ALy HEZEH LR Bl — 3O s
M H R U092 O A8 Bl i) BOUE BT U Y B Y T 4R A
SIPRICTE 55K 5 2o B2 rp R f F H AR A 2 B
D] I 2 5% 1) i 1 )5 500 1 — SO IR A S BT LA B Bt
B4 5 A 6 200 7" 4% $H AT counter-atomicity, 75 NI 7£
PR AZ 3 A5 v RT BB AR 0 RROAS . T R R L TE
A B B 4 31 o) — > By B Z S 7 2 DR UE A
5B Z 1] — BOPE B A DG 1 T RS N 22 A
il 55 e R 1 S AE L SCA ML i 45 = 55 e ik 7
AT KT —BE R FTEE T AR — 3 43 5 454 5
il $AT counter-atomicity, $& & T 355 R G BE.

Table 1 The Consistency States Affecting Counter-atomicity in

Different Stages of a Transaction with Undo-logging"**
x1 EMBITESPAEH RN —HERE

counter-atomicity HJ 2 jf 2

Stage Backup Data Counter-atomicity
Prepare Inconsistent Consistent Unnecessary
Mutate Consistent Inconsistent Unnecessary
Commit Unknown Unknown Necessary

Osiris™™ & i il B BLIA K278 2018 4R 2 H 1Y
BEXT 47 AR A 0% 1 — SOrE DR B AL R e 4 2
AR Cerror correction code, ECC) 346 M ¥ J5 B4 m
W ECE TR R GRS I AR i B AR IR A R
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B — B0 RRAS I RS 3 5832 17 B B30 55 0 2
THECER I I PR R 56 ECC R 1 B SO B
1331 ECC 7 5 B — & Jm %5 i, ECC A7 7 LA Ky
I RS R A A AL A T R S R R
DEHC , D) ik 2 J B SCEUHE 23 5 H ECC v AN PR L.

ELRTT 5 A6 TR AL 200 i ik 2 v A O ik
R RE (X Z)=E\, (VODY, Hp Yy 2%,
Vi & X SR H IV, E ., (VX Vi Bl key 47
e, Z WEH Feee (XA AT MRS,
# Feee (XD 1=Z 018 X 8% Z KA 455 78 11
i A i fige 5 L 6 AT BB R i G R AR TOW S
TR

TEBATIE R, Osiris ZEHFE T 1L HBHLE . 24
— RS BAEATE N ORI O S [ A E N
FE B AE R &t A, T 223 T nl e N
P IV i 2 5ot SACR I e ) TV B 7E [V + 1,
Vi +NJaRE o o Vi SRR A A i
WE IV.TE Ve ) fif 25 9% B id 45 1k, B BT 453 1)

cPU <Flu(4)

Memory Ctrl

Register

Write Queue

ECCHES M ECC VEE (Fyee (X)) =2) K& th
— B g A

SuperMem"** J& A& i BLH K 2E 7E 2019 4F 42 H
R A Xot R P PN A i 2 1 — BOPE DR R AL, R T
write-through W0 %5 TH 4085 G A7 5 UK B B i s
8 TR] B K TR 5 Tl Y A T 45 1 5 A S oL S
M7 ZAT RGBT IR A L BN A AR L DA B S
5 E Z B R i E 13 fiR . 78 CPU
KRR A FluCA) B, P A 61 248 i Se N A7
FEHCHAE A XERE A T AL #R (Read (Ac)) s 2R 5 34 in
THECEE (Ac ) T T8 (9 1 H 50088 K in %5 1
HE A KRB (Enc(A)) , [F) IR A ¢ 89 31 8088
AR A7 % P (Sto(Ac)) s I8 52 Bds 2 ) . ¥ 5%
SCHINE ZEAF 28 0 (Sto(A)) i 5 #5530 5 % i3
Bas s 25 A b (App(Ac+A)) s i1 T ADR #L
il 1) 4 B A i 4% H A A5 AN
PRI I Iy 4 A i T R A N A b B B H G I 1 4
i Z 8] ) — B,

Fig. 13 The sequence that the memory controller deals with a cache line flush in SuperMem"**

Kl 13  SuperMem H 2% 12 il 1 46 4 1 i fe 2

o TR U B R AE 2 S BN IR S
SuperMem HL#I #& H 115 4% 5 & I8 L. 76 3 Tt
B i m R, A AR 64 > 64 B Y P A7 B K
XF R [A)—A> 64 B B TFBOE S A7 AT 5 T, 2 T4
G A B TR S AR AT Bk WA R S A
FIE KA 5 B S i S % H R S BoA SH E A
GEAFAT R [R] 7Y 4 3 b Bk A0 SR 2 L DU X SR SR A7 AT
BIFN R EHRAE, WD TR S L — D
SuperMem HLH A FE R T 1148 7E bank Z 51 (1)
(FREFPRORGE € T SR € &S NN R
bank 1, T E G SRR S AL TR TE R G
PERE.

coeNVMPIRIE A KA AE 2019 4R 42 H Y 1 7]
LA AN A 10— SO DR e G BT X % T KR
(1 — SR B 1] L, co- NVM 424 7558 17 1 I AR Xt 4
UCE AR ™A% DR B ESCHE 55 HC X IO o 2 3+ B 6 1) Ji
FVE A, co-NVM 224 R ] write-back F 28 4>
TCRE G A S L ms , FE A A T 2 4 on B S A

co-NVM ZE#i# 1] BMT 3L A #4 $ 48 w51 1
JSRINTRED S a1l &1 TR W) | Rl i & el 1N R
PR TE S B 3 IS 5 B0 T8 T R TR A 8 TR
TS AS — BOWEE S o0 w8 T 8RR K — S0 i
WD T AT NN TR T8 S DR R R A N A
s — B0k Ry 1 RE T 8.

B O BONIER 897158 Data HMAC=
Hash(address,data, counter) , 7E Y&k & i #2 1, & 5
TR R B B 5 N 8 TH R A B AR R
A 5 NAE P AETE R RCSE L3¢, 25 A8 [ L 8 s 5
THECES — B A AR, W83 1 )5 4k 2 e, It
FEANE 14 B .

0XA () Key Counter Data
Address: 0XA +1 Hash HMAC
Data Block | —() —{ —{ ]
Match?

Fig. 14 The process of counter recovery in cc-NVM
14 co-NVM ZLH R & T8 it i f 120
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33 BAMAGTEEEMRIEFHRE—HH

FHEG TR ACPE N AE N2 1T 5 5 335 1 77 o8 4
PRI TR 9 — SO O BRSO 2% T IR B R B
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Bl 15 JB/R T 2 Ge ik vl fE 5 300 508 A oe
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B HG AR A I AF AT B — AT S B ) L #R4s
TR AR By B AN — S0, BP B 35t B S 69 IE A R AT
SEREVERUE A& 15 Ca) FT7R. 5 Ah o B TR AR Y A Ak
T A DX, AR PN R YT SR T AL TR 4
X.TCB X B AR5 F5 A M A7 b i B 5K R R 7
OB 2 v AR —EE 4 I E 15 (b) R,

Crash

i [ Counrer] [Node*]] [Noa'e *2] e [Node-n]g
' : > Time

(a) Stale tree nodes .

\Cﬁﬂh
i[ Counrer] [Node*l] [Node*Z] NN [Node*n]i [ Root ]
}\ ~ % Time
Persistent Memory TCB

(b) Stale root

Fig. 15 Crash consistency in authenticated

persistent memory
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17 O FHE 5 WA R 43 32 1 i A5 AR AR T A 22 T 1
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A 2 A JriE . OF B, $E i 5 nl 25 1 i ok 1
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WHEAT Y, HoE B r9 5 SRR IE L TR 2 9, 1 AR
FEIR BN 2 (45 CPU 5 BA 51 BH 28 41 % 4% Jin, ik ifif
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2 d 25 77 il 5 38 4 (A clwb, mfence 55) , 1%
BAB SR T CPU T B KA 1.5
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TR TE VA 56 B ME 0 UIE BL T 5 [l AR B N A7 1l
i BIR] 52 B SR 7E 56 R 58 TE AR B T, B/l 16 (b)
iR s 5 A W T 5 — BOPE R R 58 U2 )5 RIS
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AR R R GEMERE

F % T SR W ) I T R PR A o A
B UE 1) T 5 — B R B 72002 X A% BT R
W AT AU S 1] Y AE L B 23 D 58 B P B0 IR AR 1) i
T F AR R R AT AR A AR R AL
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SLOGEIR@) LA AR G BRE@) 1) 53 A 4 35 4 B8 16
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I Cache Writeback |

Memory Controller

| |:| Volatile
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|:| Non-Volatile

I Cache Writeback

| Crash Consistency Guarantee. Root ||

Memory Controller

N

J

Critical Path

(b) With integrity authentication

Fig. 16 Write latency with and without integrity authentication
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FERE R 25 S BAS L DL T H7 58 TCB iR 2 )5
Bk DONE_BITGE B @) 31X B 7 R AEA T 2 AL
TEAMCH & C k8 R L AT AR A R A
it B8 1) — SO Y RROAS
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Fig. 17 Process of consistency guarantee based on

strict updating strategy in BM T
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