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Abstract Programmable network devices, represented by programmable switches and SmartNICs, are increasingly
used in modern data centers to support the execution of customized data processing logic on network data
transmission paths, which brings new opportunities for building high-performance in-network storage systems.
However, programmable network devices have hardware resource limitations (e.g., limited expressive powers and
small memory space), and there are still many challenges to fully utilize their advantages and maximize the
acceleration of storage systems. We systematically review the recent research progress of in-network storage systems.
First, we describe the hardware architecture and performance characteristics of programmable network devices, and
based on this, we summarize two major challenges in building high-performance in-network storage systems: 1)
division of labor between hardware and software, 2) fault tolerance of the storage systems. Then, according to the
tasks performed by programmable network devices (data caching, distributed coordination, request scheduling, data
aggregation), we classify and describe existing in-network storage systems. Moreover, using several examples of in-
network storage systems, we analyze corresponding design difficulties and software technologies. Finally, we indicate
open problems that need to be explored in further research on in-network storage systems, including switch-NIC
collaboration, data security, multi-tenancy, and automatic function offloading.
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Fig. 1 Hardware architecture of RMT programmable switch
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Table 2 Summary of Switch Expressiveness Optimizations
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Table 3 Comparison of Four Types of In-Network Storage Systems
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H A B G 2) RUSH 55 /0N 1 S (B (10 B) B 2 8
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Hh ) 43 PR 43 ) G B0 9 9 A e R L, DR, R Ay
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25 8] 45 K 43 1 AT D A7 o AN B R A7 4y, X A] 2%
AR5 1 V5 0] 23 TRAT 28 A7 32 5, BIVAR OCB0His & 0 2
FETEM K DRAM Ht, 28174 1 23 THFE ™ -~ DRAM
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HoJi A V5 0] 75 22 DMA #:4F, HAH#E PCle 7 58 38 o
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K R 5 AE 15 ) 180 MOPS (& kK, I H. 1 R I
F 10 ps; [FBT, AL F35F CPU EE{E & 4t, KV-Direct
AU FH 173 B9 31 #E . KV-Direct (9 A /& 1 AR B . K%
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% T KV-Direct, 52 H K2z 4 i 72 TR REM R
1 0 4 A SN AR R 48 SKVEY, HR] A ik
R H ) ARM CPU 04T 2 Gt 1Y 45 152 K 0 A1 &1 A4S 4845
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(e R L €T N  E  A 2 NG  F =
i AFAE R G PERE. AT K5 A 41 00 A LR AF
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1) oA G A7 — Bk
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FE AW EL R AR A ) R, i B AT Y A — B B
BN 55 v 22 MR FEAT B 53 049 43 A UM, B K b AR
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%t N RGN BT 7 A — S il
2 FEN 2% A CPU BE IR M THFE, X2 FRIREF—
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Fig. 4 Architecture of Concordia
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Concordia J& HIL 42 250 1) 3 A X I 2 A7 R 4¢,
F B N AE T SR AT G B S AL 2 A ARG L. YA
TR E 55 AR, BT A Y DRAM %S (8] 43
RT 285 AR N AR U AR B G A TR A
R A A N A — R BT 4 S bk 7S ] AT
Ao RS AR R AR M A T A7 i
V18] ) 42 Ja) AT, bR bl 2 I 45 7 1) 48 . mT 4 A 22
HeAlic % T oAF R B, P PAT o AF — B2 4.
B3, nlEl 4 JT7R, B X0 2 A7 e, AT G B 5C
HLIE o 2 A 25 B AL SR T A G e B, 45 O AF
W bR 25 (tag), RIS R 4 42 Jey P A7 b ik 8 i 4o, T
ME— AR PR 28 A7 JORTR 5| A 1 ST B0HE s @ 1S 81,
FH T 7 904k w52 1) 92 A7 — BUPEIE SR, b 2 4> N A7
5 RIXT ] — 13 B AF R AT B QMRS FI TR
Z AR YT AR B AS, an R 4 221 (unshared) | 3522
1) (shared ) B & ¥ 1& 2 # (modified) ; @75 5 51 3%, B
FrA R EAAT N S ES. R X L o4,
Concordia 7F 38 4 AL H 1 %0 M Ak B 28 A7 — B 2K

X B3 i — A~ F 3 3R Concordia & 48 H AU 2217
— BT SR BT IR AR 25 0x12b I ZZ AF iy ek
P anE 4 iR, ERE S L, BN AT AR 1R
L3 GRATAE A L AL, S B B A, AR Y
BIANFEAE SN XX R AF TN — B, M 2/ E
B % AT BT R 0 42 JRy M bk B, 23 & BRAS Hb 2% A
2, BRLHG 7P= A: — A5 Bk 2K (write miss) 15 5K & 1% 2 7]
i B A L5 I K TP S P AR AE 0x12b. 24 AT g A
A4 HILAE WO BN 10 SR I, F 5 o A A A i B 2
AES ) F A TR . SR, AT g R A e AL 2% 1l AR A5 )
7 B BB, G DL, U)K T R R AR YT A 2, T 2
AT R F K A R L), AT g B A e LR 4l 1
SR AL (R write miss) 128 7 HOIR 25 (B shared ) A 13
FHIE I SR, 763X A6 F ol 2 4 — bk i ok 2 4%
FT HBN RN IR S5 2% (RO PIAE 9 80 1T 40 3).
MPNAET R 3 R E] BT R B, 20K AR M
R MR AE S TCRAL, SR G K% B 4515 6 2. i Ab,
Horb 1A s CIF 0 130 19 80 3) ¥ i R A7 B
A 3% 219 1 2, X i A B HLBE AL Pk . > 749 i
2 WO B A 4 1] 52 I, K G A BOEAIE A7 AR AS b 22 A7
R B AT Ak 2 R AT 4 ey b i 2 ) AR S HRAE. YT A
2 3 R IE S I R B SR 25 AS B AL, K Hh s i A bR
25 0x12b. >4 32 0 A1 422 Wt 309 A B33 oK B, ) 25 T ik
%G A BB, IF B okt B T B IR A B R
modified, 7 5 51 R AE BCH (23, i) 7 0] LU
Concordia 1Y 7 P 22 17 — S UMCTE Bl 32 5 1Y oC
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B L HTE LIRS R, BASBT # il —H
I ANFAM Y W 2% F1 CPU % 5 (1 T #E.

R TS ke ] g AR A AL N A S ) /N Y R) R
Concordia 2 H 3 25 1K 22 47 B i — SO 8 BAUR7E
AL G WA R Z IR, HARH, 2l g
I IR G2 47 B () G A7 — B0 X AR D ik & 2 47— 3
PE UM AE B, AT —BOrE th N AE T R R
e g W 56 T B sk B L. o 1 AR IR 7% o 72 rh
FEA R G W 91 & IE 0, Concordia 35 31 T 4IRLEE 1
TR, B IEH R 2 B ZEX— 0 G2 A7 He iy Vs Ia).

% T Concordia, it A — SE8fF 55 T4t 1] H ] 4
2 22 e ML TEAS 7] IR 55 i 00 25040 22 ] i — Sk, A
T A2 T 3 A K 5L R 5 Pegasus® LU H £
A M5 7] BT ; 5 NetCache f# F 28 77 B9 77 AT,
Pegasus K # 5 X R & i B L2 5 k58, LA R
N B9 ], 7E Pegasus 72 48 H, AT 4 B AC 4 ML 5% A
RO R PTAE R R 55 25 50 2, 24 kAR 5 3 oK B T A
e, DAPRIE J5 22 19 132 45 1R BB 2R 15 Jof £l . o, HB
£ 1) Mind™ FR G AT X 15 8 SR AE B 5
B Z AN+ 5 0 v Il B N A, IR e 22 1 2
A . Mind F1J 7T 4 72 28 e AL PR TEAS 6] 3 58057 s
GAEZ AL F —BOPIR A BEAb, 298 3 4 i K2
2t NetLock™, 38 23 52 #4115 B 5 M i 14 91 45 B4
T 1 )2 0 AR IE B0 — 350M: . NetLock #4158 A7
R AE S LI N A b, BRI b T 1% G0 2 T IR 55 4
BT, RE 6% B A ik i 1S40 9 NetLock 78 58
AL R PE K Qe T RS S5 4, DLARIIE R 38 A F
Hb e 55 w2 (0 B K, BRI B2 NI R AE R . 3R 5
X R TE M A — B R G ST T RS RTLE.

Table 5 Comparison of In-Network Cache Coherence

Systems
x5 EMEF-BERSEI
ES2 XI55 RN I I
Concordia AT RIEE A PSS G
Pegasus VAN WOE 3 XG4 ik
Mind Iy OS MM MAF (=
2) 73 A 55 Ak

o3 A g 55 R GUR BN R A A TR B 55 2 v, OF
it 3 oy A 2O S 5 AR 5 SR A 2 5 0 3L X
S P A AEAR R B BRR T, 645 M 2558 15 . CPU HE
BAAEE, TS 26 TF R T2 55 fR A e B AR 1, 2
By HE AR Ay o, AR R R RE. U, BT
N G I T G 52 0 205 182 8 1 Ak B RE 0 RS K R 1Y

A& 3 55 R Gerh i B BRAE, 0 28 AR R RN
CPU {5 #&. A7 4 43 3 T ] 45 72 58 e ML 1Y Exis™ 1
SwitchTx"" R 45, DL K 3 T4 GBI K 19 Xenic™ R4

AR R S AR R T B TR R HE R Y o A U 55
F 4t Eris™, 3 14 75 1) ik 2 A 48 3 T g A A8
e HL A, g TCAK #3545 (independent transactions) ™ 45
FE T I d, AN 1 ORI 4538 { R AT 58 Bl T K g g
%, B 8 3 D 1 g3 A 5 55 B UM R B 7E Erds
RGh, BAR W BE 2B X, BB X
H 2 6 17t B B A 00 77 it I 55 e 20 . )7 5 ] 1
HR 1A RS X0 B 1B 2 XL 18] 5 SRR T Eris &
4t b IO R 55 B B AT IR

\ 7

AR L N T o
41X 1 4\&\\\: /W///é/ T R
A X2 /77 — Bk

/-
4 Xn N/ T RILR

Fig. 5 Transaction commit process of Eris

{5 Eris (55 S5 12

E Eris & G0 1, % 7 v b 3 55 1 oK Kk 2% 45 7T S
TR AL, 7T G 72 28 e UUAR 48 = 55 95 S 9 25040 43 IX
R F A T i, R R SR TR = A
K B 0 e 43 X B 3 X o 1 £ 7 i i 55 2 4 BT
S AT I K. S B AR LY S T R S T A
F 55 T — A Lk A B BT, T AN T A
R 00 2 IR . S S AR T g 55 (L s 5 AR R ),
Eris 4 FL 03 ity 24~ TOMRM 55 . Eris fE7E 6§ SR PE
% FRAY [R) 8 Y 3R Ge ALY I bt A6 Y P 5 1) =
A LA 2 IR T RO, PR RGeSt i

AR E W T R AE W A R 5 RS
SwitchTx"", K 73 #ii =X 2 45 Hp i o B2 4 42 o 2k “ Ui
B R BAE A A, I X Se B AR R B AR R Y
LA g A ML AT Eris & 45, SwitchTx 3
G 3RE T 5 S ) L ] 6 JB R T SwitchTx & 48
() LA A o A B = 55 b 3 R

SwitchTx R Gt 4 N . DK F i Ik 55 2%,
T R A 5501 58 R 55 AT Q68 IR 55 2%, 1%
5 A7 1 75 DRAM H JF 4 47 50l 19 A FgiAs 8
Q#8r Me 55 2, FE08 B 10 25 1 L4 R G 25 4 g
J1; @W] i A S 3L, 7 U 55 4 28 o AR 2 A A7 it IR
55t FNE A0y Mz 55 4 Z TR B4 B 4
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Fig. 6 Transaction processing workflow of SwitchTx

Kl 6 SwitchTx A5 55 Ab B L

SwitchTx % G0Hf A W & 42 i Dp i ™" 0 2 7%
173 Bl A DR SL A% AT 55 G 28 2 S e L. SwitchTx Y
FoF PRI Loy 5 4B B, B4 ST B B SR BB
B WA K A B B, 42 58 MCRIAS B Be A K 4 52 3 il
AW B X L B B UCHEAT 1Y, R B P R AT 55
[l 6k H AT B 2 5 8 AR, IR 55 A
T /BBt SwitchTx i it 72 s e b e it “ e e -73
KGR SE P RAT 55, RIGE L Wi P RGeS T
BrBeRISAAT AR, B o kT AR IR 55 A — By
B LM TR B 31 R AS A6z £ B B 14 P 98 A 55 S 481,
HLHAERTA S 2 5E TR FEE
(L, BRI B B35 5 3 R A K £ A 5K

SwitchTx K “ WAl -7 5" JFE Y Ji& B 224> 52 e bl
XA 4 T SwitchTx H1 i B 2 2 Ao AL i, RIEAS ()

1 = 55 b LU fdE A [R] 1) 28 4 LR SR AT “ Wi e -0 A7

eAE. HAAHL, SwitchTx 2 554> 55 L8 — 4 5c # AL
HPAT “WER -5 7 BRAE, 2 S AL TN R 55 i 14 B
RTE G0 S5, b d5e i 2 A e Lo AR, R
SEHRHIL Ry v AL R, AR IR 5 A L A 00 IR 55 A A
Ui R -5 L AE MR AP R AR AR AS R ML T
R (ML E R 55 % ) OB T B, 1R 45 2R ik 3
HACTT A SR S L A B R B H I R
B, DU TR G AUAT o0 7 A0 R, RICKE 18 K ) 48 25 % vy 3+
B2 558 AR kAR, TR R A Y
MAR Y i 2 F 3 i -7 A5

SwitchTx H 7 7 A s 72 28 # H1L rp by B4~ e £ -
O3 RBRAE LI — AT g g, BT AR AR A A IS R
AR D R AR B I I 2% 0 B, BRI X A2
BUAFfitt 25 TR1 A o FH /0. >4 AT 2 A A8 46 AL 42 ig 1) 1) 5%
AL, R A Sk TR AR 0 Y 35 55 G S BBCHE 6 N AT
B, BT ECE B I 4 f A Y IR AF R
X E. # TEECER B /N T A, 3SR bl 2 55 X 4% 45

AR 5 T R, SR PLIT G < o &7 AP BR, JF
HE RS, o LR 55 S o R BT
AR

WEAR, SRR R AE AR T 53 4 20 55 R 48 Xenic™,
FI FH%F ARM CPU 19 on-path % fig (W - #E 47 2 J7 i
(12 =R 55 PR RAT 55 DL B OF k& 51 Bk,
Xenic 7E % F 3 9 R A7-Aitt 3 55 1 G IR 2, o8 i 5%
P JRAT 55, 0 /0 D 8 3 A b 19 3 5 B ZE . Xenic 1Y Al
55 i ) = R 0 R 9 A A7 i 3R RN D OB S
T 1% 178 P B4R 17 7] B9 PCle T4 5[] i ) FH 8 BE 0 <
) ARM CPU b3 42 Z2 %548 15 [, LAY 2D IR 55 %y CPU
FE4. Xenic BT T8 BEM R WA S EALN A PRE Y
Robin hood W 75 2% 5 | 45 #4 1, Ui /0> oAb 24 576 5 500 9
5 7] 375 3K B 9 DMA OB 3555 PA T3 7 Hp i) A 45
FEARL 58 4 i R AT, X ik — 2P BRI T F4L CPU
MITHAE. BR 1 3555 R0, — 2600 A S0 R Ge ks ml
AR B R B R AN LineFS™ 4 4 45 %5 4
RIAR W) SR GG & B AEEN R ZE LT ARM CPU 1)
off-path & it W %, H ML BE 0% 7 0 i CPU %¢ U, Uik
DI RGE S RAT S Z RT3, % 6 Xt ik e
A5 RGEIEAT T AEERT .

Table 6 Comparison of In-Network Transaction Systems

xo6 ENEHZFRGEILL

EX [BE g E-s PRt i IR PR
Eris N i i B AT

SwitchTx AL [ = SRR A

Xenic ERS = = SRMIE KA

33 ENMHBEAERS

a3 AT A RS IR 55 S BB OR W ks m, B &
G IR iy CPU O B H 7R RS20 KL X 26
PRET 2 N 8 2 CPU B0 I & A HE R
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25 7= A BRI g8 5 IS5 #R B CPU %0 Z (B A7 7E T
A KA. AE R IR B 2R G R T G R SE 4 L RN
S I N I R IV o v N € o S Wi i+ € 13 i
7] 3 K A B2, 1 AR U D 2 A0 R Y B R S A T Y
o R IE A 55 25 LA S CPU #2%.0s 22 [8) (14 £ 38 24 iy . Ay
B A BE N 2 IF KB AINICo RG ™, DL K &
X i 3R A Y R2P2 R4

1) &5t 243 K 07 VB T R 40

TESRHLNAE S S5 A R G, RGOk A M
RS RIFK EN IR TAELRE. T35
TSR AL X 22 03 BOHE 1Y 35 B, AR AR Al
FHOT & 42 i D SR AT = 55, LA DRE 35 55 1 B 5 1k
B, YAETE MR 2 A 55 I R PUATHT, 3555 1
ok E B ZE . ok 2 S 30 5 E i, BHZE T R S gk
FHZEHE LR 55, hb AR 2E 2 2 S B R G M RE T B
PRI 35 45 2R 0 o B i e B ) 9 EE A ks g Y 2K
55 VR BE B A TR ) TAEZ AR, K /MEIE & 5 2 1)
(1 Wi € B 3 T 0 10 R BT B ik 4 2 0 R
O3 RS TR 4, A 00 Sl 43 T Ak 3 Bl 3 £ 2
177 35 50 4 4 07 3 T 5 o 4 SR AMCHE Ak B, R RR 48
KA RIG AL B, 5] ARSI LER .

TR 3 T 7E M 3 55 15 5K B & 48 AINiCo,

P8 e R 5 555 B R B T, R R AR R AR
FE R M PR I B AR O O SR L AR AR A7
270 B T A R A . R 7 B UR T AINiCo [ & R 48
= % o 3 1o 99 445 5 32 3 A 45 o 1 R R R O &
LIS R B BE MR LY FPGA 1T B vk ke %
G E W TAE LRy K oK TARR B A AT 55 18
SR R e 3 B B0E R, T R O R
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Fig. 7 Architecture of AINiCo
K7 AINiCo 44y

AINiCo #1815 B3 3 R AL 1) R (E B,
BRIV 3 SR U7 [ B 80 O B 4 5 1) 057 XGRS )5 2)
TARLRRRAE S, A TARLR BIETE AT 8t 2
AT B 55 5 3) A R RS AR B, A4 Bt B0 25 T AR

TR AFAE. AINiCo Z G0 31X 3 Pl B 15 B 40 A5 A 1)
i, R R R R R, DUOR 74 R
MK I FPGA it ns g Jy. Bk M, AINiCo R4t
FHARRAE 1) 1 R 8 35 R A5 B, Il & b B SRR AR R —
AR 43 X2 75 B U 100 0 A A k35 1) (3275 ) 5 T4
AR B R LR L AR PRATAHE BN 5 55 1) R AIE 1)
(445 48 227 5 AINICo 4 5045 #4158 208y FR Ak 1)
PR RRIE A . 3T LRGeS 7 i, AINiCo 1%
THT PR 2 IEHT Y I8 B 1, R FPGA & 350 L B
45 (R IE 1) 5 T AR R AR A R 1] 2 22 1] 0 R D AR
JEE i AR DL A R R 3 o gt ), b 3 45 e 6 e T
RB 7 AE M ) TAE L.

AINiCo 7F Mellanox Innova-2 P £ ™ | Sz 81 T i
A B AT A A2 1 72 8 HH (remote procedure call,
RPC)HE 42 . Innova-2 f& — 3 4 T FPGA 1Y off-path
AE M K. AINiCo [ RPC HE LAY AT LA ] T 55 Bl 5 55
T RO R, TR AT LR T A 3 T Rk P 2
FER N 5. K 8 JB/R T AINiCo R 4t RPC HEHL.

SRS 2 it
| o] @] Wkasic ® s MMIO
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RPC G HE X ;
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Fig. 8 RPC framework of AINiCo
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1ZAHEHE 38 14 RDMA SE B 45 i 5 % 7 i =22 [ A
WA, LI KGE 3 DMA Al MMIO 52 B FPGA 5 FHLZ
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FPGA I )8 B B P 4 8 e 5080 92 vh X, DURR S B i
KBNS, Z 05 I A S AT R S s A
A 2R BE. AE Al B e SR 0, A R R Bl i
DMA $#1 [m] T 4 26 8 19 422 00 8 i A 51 (CQ) ¥R il 2%
H (), o i8 %ol vk 52 1) TAELFE. CQ iy £ H AL
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T RDMA 5V J& R UE T /9, PR Y TR Ze it s
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BB CQ 2% H (@) &, AT LA M RPC % HE 2% il IX.
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TIOR3 SR B R A R AR B LA AR I AE R
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Fig. 9 Architecture of R2P2
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FH T AT 2 R 58 e ML A 3 7K £ B 12 4 A 8 B T
R2P2 it T 246 i 7 N3k i i i BA A1) ELR b, 7E
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