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Abstract: Hash tables, as a type of data indexing structure that provides efficient data access based on key values, are widely used in
various computer applications, especially in system software, databases, and high performance that require high performance Computing
field. In network, cloud computing and IoT services, hash tables have become the core system components of cache systems. However,
with the large-scale increase in the amount of large-scale data, performance bottlenecks have gradually emerged in systems designed with
a multi-core CPU as the core of the hash table structure. There is an urgent need to further improve the high performance and scalability

of the hash table. With the increasing popularity of general-purpose graphics processing units (GPUs) and the substantial improvement of
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hardware computing capabilities and concurrency performance, various types of system software tasks with parallel computing as the core
have been optimized on the GPU and have achieved considerable performance promotion. Due to the sparseness and randomness, using
the existing parallel structure of the hash table directly on the GPU will inevitably bring high-frequency memory access and frequent bus
data transmission, which affects the performance of the hash table on the GPU. This study focuses on the analysis of memory access, hit
rate, and index overhead of hash table indexes in the cache system. A hybrid access cache index framework CCHT (cache cuckoo hash
table) adapted to GPU is proposed and provided. The cache strategy required by index and index overhead allows concurrent execution of
write and query operations, maximizing the use of the computing performance and concurrency characteristics of GPU hardware, reducing
memory access and bus transferring overhead. Through GPU hardware implementation and experimental verification, CCHT has better
performance than other cache indexing hash table while ensuring cache hit rate.
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ANHFAR A LRU (RS &1, 94 F 145 5 LRU (R F . 30 vh 5 8 (¥) LRU CHT 45 #4 A [R] 119 42 38 Jin FH 14/
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LRU i Bt ok 77 8 R 5 )5 22 77 VR FAT TR 11 3 e 4 A 8 0 o 1] B A 282, 12% ] 8K 25 ] - /Al o
LRU BAZ1 BA & 5.7 14 I 1) 388, b e kA4 P BLAT d3 - TN JT 38 (R I 1)

Hash value A

v
Lt~

Time-
stamp,

11,(x)

1
’

Time-
stamp,

Hy(x)
Ta

Time-

stamp,

Bucket

Fig.3 Double LRU CCHT structure
3 XUIE LRU ] CCHT 2247 R 5| 4t

fEMl 3 CCHT [a) W A7 22 A7 4l N BB key MME R value IR BRVE 1 o AR W AF D247 Hh A 25 IR 92 A7
#2138 1 B4 R E Hash(key) 75 210060 G EOE AR Hy KA Hy 68 2 RO Hh 2 75 7 205 R T SR A7 2 PR AR, DU
BB e N A, SR o P AR, FE R A B T 4R LRU BASI B RN P9 LRU BA B BA 27 5 4 SR80 245 bl A, D)5
I Hash,(key) th 5543 2 BCSIE Ho, Ko 70008 AR 0 4 75 47 245 R, 2 SRAT 25 PR R DB 4T _Eodof [R) B 2R Hy A
Hp 08 S (A #4895 A 20 PR RS, DU B8 timestaimip, 32 4938 AR 1) A5 /N R A1 2R Hy (R IR T BRAC /N, 10 I AU A H,
I PR AR T LRU BA R (RS AR S BCFIE Hy R R o LRU BAJRE PR B 2 380 48 U 3855 R SO Ho F N (1 A7 o
LRU B\ IR, L8R 500 B (1 A Bl 7642 )5 LRU BAZUS5A- N LRU BAF b kAT 85 L K A 40 N 1 B 1 Bl
N AZAE T JERZAE T4 R LRU BAFUAIAR A LRU BRI BN 1. G R4 N SR A B0 B, 9 A2 8 A D S I R AF
25 1) JU) 5 Sl 4 JR) LRU A S B 4 A 2 R 0T 17 10 B (B #0 s 55 LRU BAAUAE iR £
Wit CCHT Al ik 558 2.1 W iR 1@ ik CHT BEAT 2 v AL, an 800k 2 Jroms 70 0% [ 8 ) &5 SR 1) [R] B
U CCHT AL 5 i i 725 14 B4 B 2500 DO e 1 50 0 o I P R T30 B2 4 4 J) LRU BA #1 BA ¥ A4 A LRU BA A1 BA 75
W WHE LRU CCHT, ¥4 i A7 S (B HCHE 4 A\ e o 70 185 L 8 4 A 0 G A B 4, 5 B T iy - B e A
R P9 A U T CEURN 2 1) 2 DRUA (99 B ). X0 LRU- CCHIT Sl i 42 JR LRU BAFUAIAR P9 LRU BAF1 Ak 5743 F £ GiE
T NAFGEAF R G iy T 2 XA TR T LRU CHT A T HI T4 A LRU BAA BOFREF A7 Aiff = 0] TR 9. Pk, 3
42 H T LKL LRU CCHT, M AU LRU CCHT, 545 T 441 v A7 fih 2% [] 1) JF45.
B3% 1. W LRU CCHT 4 NSV,
BN B key, 23 value;
i AN 58 BOIR A
if Existfreespace()!=true//if there exist free space
Evictglobaltail()//evict global LRU tail unit
UpdateLRU(H,1)
end if
H,=Hash,(key)//compute the hash value of key with hash function 1
if i=Findfree(H;)//find a free space in the Bucket H;
Set(Hy,i,key,value)//insert key and value into free space
UpdateLRU(H,1)//update LRU queue
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return success

end if

H,=Hash,(key)// //compute the hash value of key with hash function 2

if i=Findfree(H,)

Set(H,,1,key,value)
UpdateLRU(H, i)
return success

end if

H=Comparetimestamp(H;,H,)//find a hash value through comparing the timestamps of H; and H,

i=EvictBucketTail(H)//evict the tail unit of bucket H LRU queue

Set(H,i,key,value)

updateLRU(H,i)

return success

Procedure UpdateLRU(H,i):

UpdateBucketLRU(H,i)//update bucket internal LRU queue

UpdateGlobalLRU(H,i)//update global LRU queue

Bk 2. W LRU CCHT A i 5 ik,

BN A key;

iy A value.

H=hash,(key)

for i=0;i<BucketInternalMax;i++ do

if CompareKey(Bucket[H][i]—>key,key)//compare the value of key
UpdateLRU(H,1)
return Bucket[H][i]—>value

end if

end for

H=Hash,(key)

for i=0;i<BucketInternalMax;i++ do

if CompareKey(Bucket[H][i]—>key,key)
UpdateLRU(H,i)
return Bucket[H][i]—>value

end if

end for

return NULL
3.3 FEKIELRU CCHT# %

AT 148 CCHT il o HIAOA7 6t 25 0], 3R AT T4t 7MDK B2 LRU CCHT J5ik, i 4 Fios AR W LRU
CCHT %5145k, 01 17 R T-42J5 LRU BAAU KRS EE AN T3 T4 LRU BAS e AE R AN 6 23 A P A
FE BT M T 4E P HDRL B2 (1) LRU BA .

2438 1 UKL LRU CCHT J7 VA BEAT $7fi N A58 AP0 2 180 Jle Dy J K %0 2 AT JBCES 34 LRU B, %00 IR 2R 5 | 50
JECE THI A LRU BAE 2440 N I N A7 D2 A7 71 o 245 R 92 A7 2 1), I 26 %A LRU BA B v (67 T BA R 1RO A, 1B 95
A2 AT o A Y LRU BA B A 2 PR 20047 52 0 B0 1) 85 Y 5 R T

FHRLE LRU CCHT J7 VA8 i A LRU SVEHUR T XE LRU CCHT J5vk& 5 LRU CHT Jrv&H (4 5y LRU %
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ST WE LRU CCHT, 98> T 2xmx(s—1)/MEF5 4l by L, 2L 73,m 25 CCHT AR I~ 5,s A B A A HR R i A
¥, CCHT ¥4 T R5I 12 T Y.

Hash value PN
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Time-

¥ stamp,
H(x) 7 o

A Time-
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"
-

Hy(x) )

\
] Time-
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Fig.4 Coarse LRU CCHT structure
Kl 4 HIKLEE LRU CCHT A7 % 51454

4 CCHT % E CPUGPU SH3R5E ERYSLH

WA 5 3 15 CCHT I VER &, AT F A2 7 CCHT 7E CPUGPU S M PR35 B dEAT 1 5B H 50 4.1
TR T CPUGPU S A7l T K 2 R Aa R 5 450,58 4.2 W45 T R MPRET T CCHT (¥ #2 1 pR 4L,
95 4.3 1R T CCHT (s BL4n 5,55 4.4 545 T CCHT 18 S8 I #e i LAk
41 BREGFHTHSRZFSIBIREEY

FEBLSE N Y Vs« RS e S AR A o (B dhs ) R0 A 0 Ak 22 8] DT 4 K. LA GPU A0
HU R MR B BT SRR 2 B T R 48 PCT A Zetr i Fl GPU N A7 K/ 1 B G FRA R T RS TAME T R
el )7 KBtk 7 2 R 51 5l 45 b AL AR S RIWTUR AL I A2 CPU A A7 Hh 23 0 4 2 IR A 22 18] A2 X GPU B
PN AT BAF I 0 CPU L R GG Bt e I 1 28 5 1P S HEAT 2o 982> T GPU A A7 22 8] 14 5 I S PCI-E 17 5
ST 4.

CPU i GPU HAEEEAE CPU M1 GPU WIS INIEE 5 Fios.

ol 7 i W NS KV O V) A7 2 CPU N A7
L k2 [ ELEALA7 B X 6 ELRR R ID D 0 BEECHE K, 157% 3]

N |- : — {0 ID {1 0,08 i 3R 56 ML H 41 % GPU P41 JF 4
I e B | R RS R R L A KV
. o Ky 33 5 45 26 (68 GPU Y 7 o 5 25 155 U,

1M Retum2 A Jof R I A B AR WL ID A 2.3 B 4
CPUGPU S HIMHE 51 454, 4 k> 7 GPU H A

! HE1 7 PR SR 96 4 42 GPU P o g 20

. § IR B A 5 500 1 5 B S0, L B

Fig.5 The CCHT data structure under CPUGPU Snfa R D 7 AR GPU SR N A7 1) i I AR IR
lg[ 5 CPUGPU Tn/] CCHT ;ﬁ%gﬁm Ab B HTJ%)\'Q%@ H’Jfﬂiﬂliﬂ%ﬁﬁiﬁéﬂ%iﬁi
GPU A7, A3 2038 G 1 DRI K0 o K0 ke 1 A 25
7 B8 o DL REAAE.
42 RHIMETCCHTMMREOELY
CCHT S B IR) 7512 2 B35 BN I R 50, B0 A7 fik DX ) 4 1 R 50 12 330 A HU B3R 19 GPU kermel (£%) b5 4.



IR H—APiE L GPU 69 RAi7 ME AR TER 3047

IR FH B CUDA 9.1 WA 1) GPU 4B HELL ARTIAT HOIL V1 1 385 4T, 3 o8 N\ 2 bR 5505 00 A7k IX ST U 1k oA
¥4 324 47,GPU kernel B A 953 47, Hx h 38 X e AR BRG],

ST S Th A A WLFR 1 FIR 2.38 1 4511 148 CPU sl it ok 3, 5 05 T -1 344 CPU #2538
HAT BB I NEE 3. CPU Y5 GPU f24ifi X 3R 51 5 N B AT IR A I B 148 16 s 2, LU &% 1) GPU kernel
BR E AR A AT 55 5 B J50H () BR .CPU b 1) R 0 B ) AR e S 4IE T B s AR 4 L6 GPUL (W
kernel B ¥CHEAT T B3 SEEL T JLA L H IR X GPU 45 (0B WML % 2 440 T GPU _E1# kernel %3
FAE T GPU H TR S T CPU $2 48 S B VE AT 4 A AL TR 1) global BAEL. #F R EMEN device BEL.
2247 BAF 5 344 1 device B3.GPU L 92HLIN kernel B 3UH T-7E GPU £7 4 X 3 b ¥ 3 2% b A B 46T R 1)
EEERAE TN

Table 1 Interface and implemented methods on CPU
%1 CPU N 59l

ik Dhie ik
set o N AR A
get A V) B i 2
del T 3% e 1 B
CCHT _init YIUs L CPU $Udl: 454 5 GPU 12 R 51 X 15k
flush_ops i) GPU $2 A8 AE 2% 1 X Hp A5 AT 10 35 48 5 B A 0000, P A9 AN 2540 2 1 SRR VE SR AR b IR

Table 2 Kernel method on GPU
2 GPUKEH

ik Dhedliik
CCHT _process global PR % H T CPU [0 GPU $AZ B {E Ab BEAT: 55 M M AT 45 B AT Y. device BRI %L
CCHT _set device BRI T 5 B4 4 N LA &
CCHT _get device BREL T 70 1 HEREUHF L b 1) H AR BE(E i
CCHT_del device BRI T B 51 2 o 1 H bR B0
CCHT _evict device BT H BV R 8 A7 A A1) b R R I B0
hash1,hash2 device BT vF 5B Bl BV

CCHT 7E GPU L #J#4E {13 CCHT set. CCHT get. CCHT del 1 CCHT evict iX 4 AN/ 32 4% ok B
YE,754 GPU LABATE A % 2 4 (single instruction multiple thread, fii#k SIMT)JE R4 4T .CCHT 7 CPUGPU F:#J¥1
BE T AT 0] LASRAS S AF (5 k1 e
43 KIAT

TE B ATt X 3] 4G A6 2R ] malloc 5 cudaMalloc 73 FE T it 47 i X k. 20 A8 776 CPU L0 AT 28 A7 4
1E 5 B E B MAAE X 3. GPU $AT 45 IR Bl W A7 % X 307 GPU _E 332 PUAT 5 4F 5 Bl (8 20008 1) A7 i X 33
DA Sk 507G 1) H5051) 2 B R 000 A DR 8o A b TR A DX 3 B 581 R 5 A AT 485 SR TR A i X 38 7 56 18 40 TS
J& 381 memset 5 cudaMemset 523 304 17 i X 8% (1K 4T 46 1.

TE CPU b # 1FBE (B KM 110 R 50 AR P ) FH A 3 1 () B s 55 454, 2 22 CPU AR M B s 5
AE 25 BRI BA B T T 7 5 A S B 80 140 o 53k ) TR — 55080 5 4T 45 G2 b A A, VAT S5 20 A T L B 2 AN B 4
YEFI Z AN BRHAE. 2R B /) GPU $-ACATE S5 ZU B (A I, WU A flush_ops B 4%,38 5 global B4 CCHT process [1]
GPU A& Hc s B AH B B3 AE R IR 2 1 GPU $&AC A 55 AT 58 1T K 45 SRR 1R B 45 58 A7 4 X 3. 7E CPU |
AT W TR 0t 4 Rt — 20 R 8, n A W s 4 /R 2 w8 B T I 48 A7 25 () K/ A%,

TE GPU AT A% BR B 55 4% bR B 2 B2 AT R — (1 55 B (i £ Hs 45 4 il GPU Z6FE 4R id b7 4R
5E,CCHT _process #5245 1563 N GPU PN A7 I S A S0t AT 55 BHis T AR AI A 55 Hicdlt iR b VR EAT A A, AR B 45
YE2EAY R [E) (0 L8 R 4 F i B ] CCHT set. CCHT get Y, CCHT del, 58 1% J5 K &5 iR D &£ 5 7€ 1K) GPU
WA AR DX 38 2 A 2 A 25 (8] 2 I, CPU A% 386 1Y) 5 454 IR A 45 £ 0 & B e B4 5 5 48:4E,GPU 721 H
CCHT _evict $h47T 5 th #4F /5, #H I | CCHT _set BEAT 5 #4F.
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4.4 i@

CCHT R HIME45 b A B4 AE 75 5K AE LA R 35 8 FH 482 N 2 0 B30I 65 % N ) P 000 6 ke B ) 45 4 A2 ) 38
B H S5 4R AR R G2 X, 2 0K B 410 A B 42 58 1 AT 55 250 B (L I B (A AR $R A &2 GPU i% R 5,1 GPU
LR PR LR T id I 3o A 7 50 A A B A7 0 i 1 A7 A B3 3 AT 45 b A BER AT A 7 5Lk /b T CPU 5 GPU Rl Y
A7 (07 ) 55 A& SRR, 982> T PCL-E & 2k 177 ), R I RE 68 78 40 R A GPU 2 Z6 12 11 R 1k 32 T+ 97 6 AT 55 11
A ¥ VE e

i GPU PATYEE S HUE & I — warp THAT —FF8 4 75 CCHT 384 XL T & &2 g 1T
global & %{ CCHT process Jii, 77 EAR 3 HU 81 R LA R AL A AN F 1 device BEL IR K IF— warp TR G £
PR N S warp divergence B RI[F— warp HHIAN [F] 51 2 B A 28 OB 03 AT Bl 1o ik B e ) —
warp PUAT 5L — 26 T SEILBE o i 4 40 S 1) [F) 20 S5 A5r . B AR R] — warp HRAX AT B — 2R FE 2 T GPU [ JF R 1%
fe (R T warp RLEE I 9F RAT B8 IA BR GF (A L RUR 1K — fL 7R )G SCHIEE 5.5 W 3 31 T 56 0F.

TEREEE ST G AF K LI BB TIRA S & R 7 200G S s B 5 AF 45 3L — ANk sk
18 22 o DX A 2 ] 5 SRS H e 3% (0] 2 S A8 AT 25 1) s 22 e DX P X MR & B I SE 77 kb T CPU 5
GPU N A 1128 [A) T8, B 5 T T 22 W9 A2 25 1) FH -1 B S50 1R A2 i Tm) IF R 0T 22 BB A IX ) e vh JE 210 N A7 U
i B AR Ll A3 K ek 2D T IR kg B A7 T 22 B G4 IR 336 T P A7 ).

BT CUDA J5ZE ¥ 5 7 B AE BILIE] 78 CCHT h A& IR R E A BB Ed 54 LRU BABI (¥ £ 4%,
T ZEN RGN LRU BAFHEAT 52 5 B e v B 75 B2 52 KF 2 A 2R 12 () WF 458 A B0ai T DA SRAS T8 & 1) I P R B
1B A A 3 SO AN R FRAT 55 iR i KL FRATTFE GPU WA I8 T B IR B0 BRI 8 0.0 T 54 4E 2R H
TR atomicMax()J7 5 52 B, 3 [0 I A F5 PR 2504, I K bR YR T8 D0 B bR IR £ 5 BN B 1 05 R 1.
TEENBARAE A 1 FEGLT 2R [AME Y 0 1,28 W8I 2% PR, 56 i i atomicExch() & 0 @81 4k [RI{E A N
0 N, 3¢ WA H Al 152 05 2 72 0F 78 U el s 6k TSR AE AR T atomicAdd() I J7 VR REAT 52 L3R [ A AR UL
i, B s AR s TR 0 I A TR 5 BN B 2 R R [BIERE 2 ANk 0 I 3R B B 4 FR IE 78 U il 4L
s 2R B 2 25 504 0 1,36 B JE HoAth 5 S R Uy 1) 54l e o o FH B 0T 58 i 45 )5 il 3 atomicSub() 77 VAR
T AT e e R LB IR Oy VSR T A (R — B ) B — 5 R B 2 A A R i 34T BT CUDA
BRI SR T R EBONLHIACE T CUDA A% 4 J5U T B8l #5845 AR 7 25, 3T T X CUDA P bR 550 1) B 1 4
i K/ E B R 7 CCHT 1) GPU i Ak 33T 45 15 SR i #2 v B RE [R) — IS Z20450 AT e 35 IBCEA Al 1 4, A 25 A
R 2 AN B B IR ) I T 0 R

5 XRWHERSHMN

S FE CPU+GPU 544 IR 45 2% _E#E47, 3L ,CPU i Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-6700K,VU#% 4.00Ghz 4, P 15
DDR4 32GB,GPU 4 NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1080Ti, &17 11GB.

S T SR Y CSBY O AR e B 5 B2 00 AT W0 3R, i AR A 4 B D 24, 2578 100B, i A\ B4 4 (1 HUBE Ay
3x10° N ICE B RS KA 3 T i TR ) AR 4148, Zipf . latesty uniform. H o Zipf T AE 61 2850 A0 i Bk
0.99,latest "4 5 48 g 5 300 A FH 19 B0 37 K uniform 1A/ 47 8 25 400 1A B0l ML A R) AN DA i skoh 5
PR A N5 7 R A B, 20 ) g A 0 75 W A LA B 7 W1 B 50%. M40 P9 77 22 47 S R84 T IR AR R
0 AT IR (0] 2R 5 HEAT 3 N 3R AE AE 5250 0 Bt vy e AT B0 4 0 48 5 28 A7 TR A AR 5 T IEAT A Sk
T SRR

i T % CCHT R VE RS HEAT 30 0E, AT SEI0 T LU CCHT WL M A B4 R GRS T 5 LB s T 5
Ah 3 FhEEAE R 181 LRU CHT. LRU FF# %13 (LRU open hash). Bi#l CHT(random CHT), 1 ,LRU CHT 4
BEHL CHT 7 CPUGPU S#4F & FHEATXF LIS UE.LRU JFH5) % t T 3h & 20 i B 25 8] (045 vk A 1 1
CPUGPU 5 H4°F & MBI U AL [ 5 A7 i 25 (8], B ATTAE CPU P & 8T 7 SEIL 55 LU IE. % CCHT 5 CHT [#%
FIME KBy 28 A ST B AR AL 4 AR G126k B0 .CHT (85 H B3 4E LR2Y 5 000 ¥X.CCHT #t4k
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PRI I BEA 2 000. 551 22 B 4% i 28 A7 2 1R) K/ 5 1001 e e KR 5 1 B 1) bU A SR R
51 B{AFHHFE

ANV R AT B e ik 5 5 - |
A7 AR LB o Y- U3 B 7 VL. < Double LRU cCiT |
A LH latest zipfs uniform T AE 53 T 5 4 ;E{;?_?;;;ELS?HT
OB B 1A 5 55 0 AL I, S 6 4 S 4 1 6 -+ Random CHT
I A DN (€ E 3 E N b
60% I, X = LRU CCHT 5#ikif LRU
CCHT %2 A% T H A 5% B A7 % () K
NGB RKANAE R 80%I, W HE LRU
CCHT 5L ki B LRU CCHT P35 77 7k 3 o
XF b LRU CHT 4K T 30.39%. 24 22 1775 1) 0
KAAEHEINERNAER 90%I,XE LRU
CCHT 54181 B LRU CCHT (957449 15 177 3 Average memor}‘/‘access)per iEsert wyith Hash table size
#FLL LRU CHT #[441% T 94.63%. 4B CCHT 6 AT S B AP S I AN A
(11 ol 5 10 i B A 2 el > P A7 U e R, 24 G A7 23 ) K/ 5 1091 2 K/ BB 55 5 iE,CCHT X B CHT 256 T
55t 5 R g A, R P b kD> T OB 2 6 U il B TR D T AU T TR

52 2BFEHiHE

AR VI VAT R FRAE T AT G380 TR I L v - B 05 ] LA B P 7 8038 T AE 6 AN R AR 8K
N5 FRGAT R G IR 4 SR T K U5 ) A A7 U 2 A7 2 ) K/ e A AR A ) S 4 2R
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2 query 5 ol 50%I, X E LRU CCHT 5407 % LRU CCHT HIRE X Ee LRU CHT ¥ i B B s> T °F3%)
Ui 7] N AEIRELAE latest,query 50%- zipf,query 50%- uniform,query 50% ] 70%. 80%-. 90%, % # LRU CCHT
TPHEIBER T 10.59%- 32.86%- 97.25% HIKLE LRU CCHT V- ¥JF#K T 9.50%. 32.91%- 97.29%.Ji & {E query
i G 50%I AR £ 38 A KB 14 AN A B R A7 AR MW S I, LRU CHT FIBEAL CHT Jy iR EHH 2 (Wi
R B A USRS 2 IR 1) 2R 51 4% TR), S B30T DR 1 N A7 7 )T A LRU CCHT FHAE K B LRU CCHT BiAE 22 4%
23 () R B0, A0 V7 ) B 2 (MR 5 | 7
53 fpE

i R AR AT AR SR R A N R A T R R A A OB LU AL ] 8 R T AE 6 AR AR
R TAE S R ,5 PR R 5 L0 i T R AE zipf 1 uniform 23 A 1) 4 FF T/E 428+ X E LRU CCHT FI
Fir i LRU CCHT 5 LRU CHT [ iy Hh 2 2 IUAH ], iy Hh 50 2y B 25 G2 A 225 [R) 1 38 g 184 0. 36 vh XU LRU CCHT
5 LRU CHT b3 2 Hi KA 0.12% M8k 5 LRU CCHT 5 LRU CHT HdrHh#2 {H i KA B
0.22%.7E latest 2347 (¥ Ff T4 618 &, LRU CCHT 5 LRU CHT [y o 2 it KAGELRL 0.18%, HUkL
LRU CCHT 5 LRU CHT iy h R Z {5 KASEIL 0.56%.CCHT " 5| N\ T 48 B AT P 5 25 R A I3 1 AR Y
LRU 59K 85 A A T4 N /E.CCHT AHXt LRU CHT I LRU JFERAR G I T A7 85 IR B, S8 T b & 01
7 TR, B TSR A T 5T LRU BAAI K85 tH S, fRAE T CCHT )i Hh 3 AHXS CHT i 72 22/
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Fig.8 Cache hit radio with hash table size
B8 i 25 A7 A3 () /D I AR L

54 EI|FHESH

R ITAY A8 AEFE R b, M 82 17 25 1) C I LRU BAZ R A R 51354 W3 H .CCHT E# % CHT &
FAEM RIS, BINT HF LRU BAZI S HRE R 512 AIJFA. AN SE56 081 7 W E LRU CCHT SHIkIE LRU
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H LRU CCHT 745, Jit P52 HUKLZ LRU f— 36 23 251 TF RIS T B R B RS B A 2 Tl R 51 A B2z
A7 225 0] RN R AR A T AR A 4 2 A 2 T 089 DK, 8 T PO R 8% 22 R 5 O 8 2 R U Rl ) 00 B 22 28 5 1y Lo
LRU CCHT )4 & LRU BAF (¥ 2% 5 | JF 45 K TAURLE LRU CCHT M FF4, S 20T WiRh CCHT 531 JF 4 L (i
BTN,
Table 3 The point count with different cache size for CCHT
%3 CCHT fEANFZE A7 K/AME LT I EH 2R 514

Cache space size/hash table size (%) Double LRU CCHT pointer count (K)  Coarse LRU CCHT pointer count (K)

10 235.92 314.57
20 340.78 367.00
30 445.63 419.42
40 550.49 471.85
50 655.35 524.28
60 760.21 576.71
70 865.06 629.14
80 969.91 681.56
90 1074.77 733.99
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Fig.9 Performance on workloads with 80% cache space size/hash table size
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Table 4 CPUGPU data transfer delay
% 4 CPUGPU ¥4 1L Hy s It

Hash table type Delay (us)
Double LRU CCHT 40
Coarse LRU CCHT 40

LRU CHT 13
Random CHT 12
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Fig.10 Latency on workloads with 80% cache space size/hash table size
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