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HE RFIBLRIUHEEAZRERELCXFTRELRNFTAEA, HEEFMR. G20 F IR M4 M
JRERERMERS BT Z B MR L T LA RKN. FaaS (BEHEVR 4) 1E 4 Serverless A H £
EEZH A, UREKEX N #ATREAFAT. AEZRZMEREF AT RZARERT ET
Serverless ZR A HY R A B H MR 5, XERF A FTFZARUREHH KX HE KRG, FREZTHERE
HATEAY 5. AT, EHEFARSBHE, BT Serverless RHHLRASFU, EEELFHARS
BEXR/EF, FETEH R Serverless F EE XA RALKBEH T E R ER. Hb, AXEHT —H
ETHRSMEST FHLEF RSB TR AT B RS XFaaS, LI T I HEH RS HKE T A
FE B A, SR K, B XA XFaaS RAHEBARAB RN TR, TUBRKARESHK
EGEEEINEER, ARG 2 HEULNBHERATLE.

XA MHFBLRUE, BHERS, ARSBH, BF21E, 28

1 318

TR G R RI IR 95 (infrastructure-as-a-service, laaS) #1522 WIS AT (iR 5% 5 RS2 fit
FREE MRS ASAT. SR, X Pl A% e B 455 2 5 B b o0 W2 R F 3R AR, TR T B B RO A 71
BAAEL RSN S, BT8R R IER LN 10%. TR R =S IEAR RS, X
ot B 7 RO AR SR A 2 5 I B, XA 1) R A 1 1 65 A BRI 5 I o5 AR X R e, DA 12
Xof B i BEURA A A S TSR I 77 SR, FEIR S5 48 oA TH 5L (Serverless computing) IHEH,
IS AT 23 9 R A (B3R ) BRI 55 ), 3B R 2 B IR 55 (function-as-a-service, FaaS) %Y, AHHK
4 Lambda a3t B~31 HA5 5 i AR F R ¥ R & 0 B AR FPARRS 4 5, 1 T8 75 J3E Ji5 i R 55 2%
igd . HEMY RETTH. HT Serverless HLHH: T 52 brAb LI N FH 1 SR BEAT TF 9%, 2433 3K 1313
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I, sl AT ACFRIEYJE, QU B 2 A S R K, AR TaaS 56 70 HC BEUR S
BTV 3. SXAEAT S RENS Iy T R & 4R Ak B (S RIC 1A ) IR 55 g Je s 2 1461

SRT, A Serverless ZEAEFFANE — Mt F A THER Y, 3l 3 W BEAL PR — L SRR T SRR N, 4n
HTTP K B AL BB A SE . X T — LA RS R R, EATH B8 4e i A RS ER R
Fr BRI A AF o, BRERT DLOE 8 A Ik B PR AR B OF LR B R SN T U5 . DA Serverless KE
DOIEA SRR LA RS R /5 3R, Ferb e B ZEHIBRHI /2 Serverless 7 Y B HH R & A FT -4k 1.
BRI B SR A AT AR AR A AT IS 20 B e S T LA — A [ 5 AN R AR 2 AR bk SR 1R 5E HY
g, ATFRZ A Serverless FIFRA ] Fhb4:. SR, 7E Serverless A SZEL AR 0] 114 I IR 199 BR 1.
TG, MBI, AP RS AR AN ER, TSR 2 SBOE N R T R E A A PR
G, XA R BTG AN EOE R D) AR ek, 6 R R T e AN T AR B s . IR,
RIS 7 FH ) 7 37 SR SRR DA S 25 AR B/K P9, I HANIE BN 2R B IS5 HiLhiE, Serverless FA PR T 55
W ATS S 7725 i 2 PRI 1 30 el SO UL, B9 T 0 P R 95 St bk A S7. ) e . X R R A 458 YK R
R RN, A2 ) A AR 2 70 BOBT AR S5 ik, A5 7 B BOE i R fe ki SR [ s - ik
Hidik. FR AR BR b, 5 R TR . K Serverless HH R R 2500 TR JZ 25 Al 152 it 2 Tk
KIE, 2o B RS 2 AR 219 5 B BE IR 28 S5 Fi b i R 3l R B B die 1538 HO D B0 A

DA Serverless 1 & FR AL — L8 H] T My AR LT B AR o 7 58 70 iR Hoh—Fh5 5402
FIFAIRA Serverless TAEVR (stateful Serverless workflow) SKAJEEA IRENF (41 AWS step functions®)
F1 Azure durable functions?). #RIM, X 77 Z IR K/NREHIA 256 kB, 55 Lambda X o ZC A FK
/INBRUHAH [, TG 3k R VF 22 52 B N F ook iR 00 R 8 A P 5 5K AR R 1 B e T 3 70 LA R AMY
SN R A RRA, 1 B 275 step functions PH TCP &8 75 FHLGIAE LK CPU AIM
2GR ITEY. 7E B AT R Serverless “F & Frgs th B AESEE B A S | AL RSS) | SCA kb
HH6) 5 1 ARV o R B0 A S B B i TR T Bk 256 kB BRI, TSR T 8 — R &,
BV 3E i Sz A A7 A U7 I S RS Bl SR> e B0 SR 7R R At B A% 3 B 5 S B B SR B
i e BOE K, 7 R AR SR AR S s A D (B0, SRR ), SRS R SR SR R TR
FUINAR BN A A7 P10 ORT, HH T X 2 A5 i A R0 2, iR 55 P o o o 3 o I S 5 . R O R R PR
WA R FAE T IRVEM T Serverless WA T FHHEPE. DRI, HHE (A7 BUAE L b ) A B B
RIS ) (R A A, Toi b B mT SE IR f00f Rl eg, AT TGV A2 SEBm B FH (R 75 K. AR, dn SR FRAT
REASLE A7 B NN, DRAIEZS 45 BEUR 10 B 30 48 AN 52 000 R BO8CHE 0 A2 B2 AT, 30 PT LA BILAE N 25 A7
TSI B R RT AR b i — A [ s HAS W] AR bk e A AT U . AT TR AR Serverless
DEESTIES BiIRES

AL EAERE T3] T A R s L, Bt ) A RS B R T B IR 95 BT SR R
4, LML Serverless ZRAGNS TR B FH A G IR . ik e 3k H AR, Bl F 20— 4> S BEp LA

1) AWS step functions: assemble functions into business-critical applications. https://aws.amazon.com/
step-functions/.

2) Azure durable functions. https://docs.microsoft.com/en-us/azure/azure-functions/durable/.

3) Google cloud functions — detect and blur offensive images. https://cloud.google.com/functions/docs/tutorials/
imagemagick.

4) Google cloud functions — optical character recognition (OCR). https://cloud.google.com/functions/docs/tutorials/
ocr.

5) Alibaba function compute — process audio and video files using ffmpeg. https://www.alibabacloud.com/help/
doc-detail /146712.htm?spm=a2c63.128256.b99.313.5¢293c94dPLJ V1.

6) Serverless reference architecture for real-time file processing. https://github.com/aws-samples/
lambda-refarch-fileprocessing.
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FERGTT 22 TE (sticky Session M), JHILTE Serverless H 5| AN Ak 2 & LA, AT ARG LK H [l — Session
1) BRI B0 SR 6 2 Bl % ph 30 [R]— AN A B i AT, I BT DLIE I 2 2 ek M — A 2R A B &% P s A
RE. SR, Bl Bad Bbr, fFE ik 3 ANOCEEBRAR: (1) Serverless ¥ F K2 /MM &4, CPU
B[] 0PN A7 B2 2 B FE R4 (U 0.1 #% A 128 MB). 45 S0V Serverless 75 #% 1B R I A&, MiE R
fRyme 2N S 22 KA 4 CPU B S, B A4 W AAH AT 1E F 30 OOM (out-of-memory).
[K G Serverless 25 #4538 %5 AN Fo VR B SR DA 22 G2 75 20O AT D247 20 o 50T s v 9 1 SR
BT A AR BRI B R AN K B ALE], AR EEAS Session NI I 1 KA REMIEWIHAT .
(2) Session PNk Z 08 A IR B #EAT 2 MG R S HEAERIHLR], & EZAEBTH EARBEARE
HHE 0005 1) 4 VR A5 R, PRUEEE U In) 58— S gs — B FR ok, RN, BT RIREINT
Session N I¥JHEELY RN Session [AIIZKF4 &, FE 4 AF 0 BINL I 75 B4 20 Bt Ui IMb [R5 TF 4.
(3) FTEALITFET Session ) Serverless i EEALHI, LAE PE Session 25 a8 1 P A IR A K 1 AF A Jo 3.
X EAER A IFFHESE 1 5] N Session JEEN IS 28 MR W BERE /1, LRIl RGLH R 1A v 28 v
FHTE.

BATH S T XFaaS R4, BTEN Serverless R G —ANH A RS KBTI KRG LM, LU
WAL ST Serverless ZEA4 rhufE DL A FEAAIRZS HOHs AR A BB 10 ) R, JF 82 N2 U7 1) 8008 PP AT 2503
XFaaS RGKHAREMENZS T FHEHT Session HLHi R B B0 K 2 (B FPIRES, I R VFXS Session &
AT AP EEY R, CLEMNA R AT R, /£ XFaaS 244, FANREFINA — % HT R
WESS, HTEHERENEEIITE Session Ba, IR IE R H I Session HE/R1EE (Session hint) ¥
15 R B BIAH R Session 28 HHAT. M= HH KIER VI Session 2% H FI A IREHHERS, Session
BAATLLAT R EY R, MRS AL B BHERS BB, XFaaS RGUESE A 7 ANTEAL I B
I DA TA S5 AR, DR OR 2215 3RO [R] — Hals R A I — 21k, Session AREHBERE (Session
proxy) X FFEE 2 A BREU R TS 5%, 7E[R]— Session HREATHAE. 1EAL, FET Session hint [ pRZ
JE SRS AT LR B BB RA I RTHE R, SEBL T Session B0 BRAZE SRAR IR FIIA B A SCH) = E DTk e
ZEy.

o 7£ Serverless 1 XU NN Session & #s it 7 # B4 FEALHI. FIH WebAssembly (f&FX wasm) 1
N A R B AN B I Oy B B B A BT, 7R 5 2% A SO VRIE SROT R AT

o TERET XA (KPAIEE ) BIPAERLIY NN Session P U5 WA RS EHE 51N 7 X B 1) — 85k
fRIUE. XFaa$S [f 7 FH P gttt e 74— U580, HRati sS4, Seal AR 2 47 X

o TR FHEMEME T IH A RS R BN Serverless R4t XFaaS, LAABLE NI T Session
hint & #5PK & « Bin-packing PR TR FIUCFT Session [A]38 HAL ).

XFaaS JH X ) G R I SCHF, SEIL 7 S % i B i 52, 9 P 8R4 1 078 5 [ A RS
PRI 2 R4 1, [RJ I R AR 5 1) — SO AT = ] F . s2a6 4k SRR, XFaaS H3ET Session M RS A
HHE BRI ZE U ) I EFRAIC 3 MR, EmIE R, MECTEAA EE T 1, Ui AIRES
EAR I G FEAC T3 2 £, IF BN AR A i SEd5dm 17 3 bl k.

2 HRMB

KA PE A Serverless HREATIRE N I TERE, JFIE LR 5 IR A WAF UG R O PEREZE 72, 48

7) AWS Lambda execution context. https://docs.aws.amazon.com/lambda/latest/dg/lambda-runtime-environment.
html.
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Read  ——¢-- Write @ 20 Read/write ®)
40+
g 5 60
B 30 =
g PS z
2 g 40
— <
3
20
-7 ¢ 20
_____ -
A4 0
1k 16k 32k 256k 512k M 1k 16k 32k 256k 512k 1M
Data size Data size

1 (MEMFEE) RRET 0SS MBERSEIRNEMEERET AMAENERTSEIEIERET L
Figure 1 (Color online) Comparison between traditional OSS-based and native memory-based stateful data access.
(a) OSS; (b) memory

IS Session AL AN HE BLH: &R AE 5 A RS B BIHAT BCR I 7).
2.1 IA Serverless BIRSMAIES M EE

BT AT Serverless 1 & Joik R A STRAATIRAS s B BT, SRz v 230 R A7 il AT RS Bl 2
22 RN — P LR fig R 7 58 AE XL T R R R, Serverless W 7 B A 18] #F ZRECAIRZS
i, WAL GERIATIRZS B0 BN W] DAELHE DT 17 W AFAR B AN B AE LR T rh (R T 58 (R i =
OSS) A& G AT IR R R B3 5 SRR PR RE DT T 10 22 5% . BAE AN RN BRI RN, iERiES
BAERPPIIEIR, PP EATRITERERIL. SEIRPA e B 4.1 /NP E.

W 1 FoR, BEEMNAT U ATIRGE SRR, N2 3000 ns e IR S HAE. 24
1, 383 245 A E OSS TR IRSE RIS, S IE 73 AIEINE] 10 ms LA b, SEMERETE T
4 NECESL. AN, BEE SRR INE 1 MB LAE, AT A ), G OSS WS A RS o 1
PERES R IR 23, Hcdia U V) IS S S 25 .

PRIk, i 0SS S rhal )7 vy A RS EIE I Serverless RN IFAEEAR. AUIEREW]
ST R, T HARRE B Eh A ARG, B U R I A 2 I R sl 1), R AR A DL R U AU 5K
SEBUATIRAS B 5 17, K Re 53 S b 34 17, i KALSR A RS R BRI AT RO 1M SR A STRr 7
AT CASR A B iy A PR RE ARG E 1, AT A2 SEI e ek (AT IR N AR 76 3K

2.2 Serverless B Session R %K AR EE

IS BEHSE Serverless AR B EUIN, {8 3z i B4 R A AT IR AS B 23717 K B B PRI [ e AR
FATATE Serverless F2 G RENS S A2 b S HF AR A A7 T AR S HEE AR, O 7 SElx — Bt 3K
AT A DR U7 1) R R A IR A HHE 80175 SR a6 24 itk eh B[R] — M s i, DAk 4 b T3 R B0 AN T Sk v
PRI E N RSEE Rk, AT AR B A B AR S B8 8 i 128 & BOME — sk E AT R 2R
XA K B H B AR R 231 (sticky Session).

N THEAUGIN Session FITERPATIERE, FATH R — BN BV A SR NAA . STERPU%
HI B A RS, T DAHEAT 18 5 1) A A7 B 4% DU SRR VR i il Gt 25 e 452 017 SR I 4380
i SR SR R B IR AR, 2N RN R — 03 B8 B T R AR AT DAFE A de h B3R 4T, AR
Hh A7 Vs ) A RS SR A5 . A T VPAS BN Session 7EARFRIE RIS 1M RE, RATICR T IELK A
ANA) G R BIR BB Session I FIEHE U7 RIS 4E. ZR10, T Serverless 2% #5185 A RUVF R 28 N H K
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Workers=1 Workers=4
[ I Workers=2 =~ N\YY Workers=8

| E
| M : |

N \ \
.M 11

5 10 20 30 40 50
Number of parallel requests

2 (MEIFE) Session AFRRIEEHAXET (worker H2) MIBEARRERH=HIRTIESTEL

Figure 2 (Color online) Parallel requests processing efficiency when there are more workers in one single session

Latency (s)
[\S}

(=}

PAT, BRIIETE B Session HIF A K A BEAE 28 1 SR AT AT, 3 BCRL R 00 2w SE. PRk, 3RATTIE
BRI T FEFAAS Session H13CHF 2 I R VT R HITERE (RIS Session A AT QIEE ) TAR HERE SR KT 1
), ARFUAE Session AL o IR 5 B A RE AR 21

MG 2 SRR, 2 Session A& ARV E IR (R worker TAEHERZECN 1) I, FFRTER
FEEPAS Session H1ERAT (5 F A48 DU, S BUESRIN SE R JF A5 RECRE RO N 2 VB ka3, SR,
2 Session WHEEIFREITE (RN TAREREEONT 1) I, B3 Session PSZRFIUIFRALELBE TN, 1§
SR A 5 35 AR IX R WIEE T S WG (AT IS B A A A7 F 7 S8 5 2L Session W SCRFEEEIFR,
DA RS RR I A U ], AT S AR AR il e S

PRI, BATAFH S 1 A I, 54> Session PYHIFTATE R AT LA A —NE ST, LSBT A
Rt I ESLIRAE, (HERZ I AR SRR — AN E B IR SCHF. BT Serverless 7 av il # A
FEVF I IRE RIE R IAT, R BOS TFRE R BIAI, RSB ATHAT, FECEIE VT 17 I S5 Al
PERE T . AT MR AN 1), AT 75 EEAE BAA Session P 51 NTE BELIF R IV SCHE, JFSEBIE SR 2 8] (¥ 2%2
e CIpIb e YIS

2.3 Session WIEXKH & BIEBITE—EHE

FH T RS BR 08 B MO T BN SO, X R v R AE 2 DA RITE R P . B2 AN
R SR RIS [R] — A B 34T 5 NBRAE I, w2t BB vh 2 1R AR 126170 g, — /N SR s UG
HEET BT I, AR B S T, 73— MG SRR AT 7B XSO T, R4 R
Al RE RN IR, B T A R AT 454

T SR SR P 1) BR B TR R — B ORI, B SR BE A E B A R — U, A IR SRR
IR EAR I — 8. 9 T R AN el @, o R 7 SR B NELFBE. BB AT DU ORAE (7] — I [A)
R — MR — B X et i B i 3047 5 N B BUEAE, HAbId SR 75 Z A BB MU A REPAT
AR, @ BB, nT CAORUE R B AR I B, AT S B A — B R AL SR, T AN
o — B AR E SR, B R 55 R R — B SRR A SR, o LUR A AR S . fEIX A G OL R, X T
[F]— 1 HR M S ERAEA TR E SN RIS, R 55 Z A F 55 R AR B E R N I — RIS
SRR T, IR X AR S AT DA IR B A TR A A AT i Th, B A AR, MR
FEA RS ER A B U0 SR I 2 A5 5 A = R — 2y (281,

&AL G T HE Serverless AUIRARE, mIERIE RS FE Serverless - H KT RENE
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a5 DUFAT AL BRAE SR, IX AT RS EA B Uy o] ) 5Bk 2 N8 . FEIX RIS D0 N, NI RN D 7 A
BRI R P A R8I A TR R BV B, SR T X A 7 AN AT G b 51O\ T BE 2 RO R D T, AR
b2 &, fE2ET Session MTERIEEH IR A FRATREBAE BLA Session H4ES ME— AL HR 81, T
PASEAR A T4 77 20 BEAS [F) 355 SR TA) BB R0 AR, R DRt — B 1] L.

R, RATAIEE 2 A WEE, EFS Session P SEILIE K IE B IR, 7525 AR ) i) — Sk
BT 2 NG RAE[F — AR IRAT, B 7] W] B2 HAH TR EE 550 77 IR E 45 R, & S 83Uk =
G — B RE DUR A, FRA T EAEIE AT I A H B A RS EAR  4 — U5 ) 8 DA T S Hh AR,
It BAEA FIEARE — B EOR T (SRAME — i A 55 R — Sk SIS IR SR I AR,

2.4 ET Session HLZLIPE

TEH Session Gl T iE KM EIHF K ML MGG, ATHEFE T Session WA 1H R I H# — i
A B, PR 1 A Session 7% [H] N 1E SRPAT FIELHE B AE 10 IERAME. JRTM, Serverless 1 & 4 si/2 R H
FERN D3 A T5 275 A R H5ORE B2 2 0 (1) S ARV, Serverless i B2 % 23 M 41 48032 A sh 45 1) 1 B2
BT, A Te BN E [BAE R4 LA PTG 2. BRI, LA Serverless RGEIA 17 R FH I KN
RIRMEIZIR Session MITERITBLG 82 11, FRATIE I — AN FE T Session 1) R G2 W EEATL SIS Pk
o e OB ) 1) R A AT 75 AR B B BR AL PE AT 42 N, I8 SKENIN Session FR1H, HARHE Session {7 &
SEIRAENAS I SR % .

i A% 5577 AN Session ID B, Session 15 EARFELE Serverless 1~ & Bk S5 4 im, HiXAME B
AR 55 28 i il 2% . A RN T Be AN A BEAE SR BT Session FA 70 2RI IS 1] Serverless i /& 28 285, AN
N FHAR Y Session 3R] BEAL t HHAH S P 4R, X 26 FH P 48 - 5 I UK B AL E B, A,
MR RN AR HRME B HAFRE N APT RCHNER A (B0 HTTP &K F13LE6), KA
W20 I FH B 22 2 A A J g . M0t 2 vl DA NSRS N FEAE 5 B 1Y Session WA, IR Session 1
AR AR, FEON A TAERAPATIIT K42, 1eah, Bt FIiEnT LLIAFFE Session Ki%& K& H,
T8 7 AT A R 25 5 = B B R I P AR R B K B (R, AR AT FR R 1Y Session # AT BEY
KIS BT TR, AT S B BEA I FH AR 110 56 B 12k

PRI, FRATTHISE 3 SRR, 7E Serverless “F- &, A T L&, TR N G #s EONFE RIS N
EHE Session AR A S, FIRS N T ARAE S H B I BE A, Serverless “F & N1 K A Session [FA5
PURME AT HL AT ELRAIEE ATE RIR IR Session {5 2L BECA ] Serverless ~F & 2 #& AT $2
T, SEI Session BV 3K 22 4 B AN U5 1.

3 XFaaS EZEi%t

XFaaS J: T3] Gk Session W it, W SEHUE RS W= &0im. wiE 3 fis. Ko
BB — BB 2R B IL N BRI FT A Session 25 8%, BRI B FE 3% T LARRIE % SR #5519 Session
hint 15 SUBH1E SR IH B 2 5% B 1Y Session 2% #% H AT

£ Session 1 H £ Session Z¥[1] (Session namespace), F T F& 25 B8 £ N AN F] Session HIIE1TH
53, FLEm] LB — /N3 Session 248 (primary Session container) 12~ M Session 2¥#% (secondary
Session container). f£7F Session 2, 47—/~ Session proxy SFH AR A" Session state ZHRETH),
MAEAKEY R Session 2545 1 AL E Session state. Session proxy 1 5146 K15 K H- 1 E wasm i
FRALFR ) [E]I B PR Session 228 ) Session state I 4514
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Requests ¢ ¢ Requests

| Gateway I
{Function:FnA} {Function:FnB}
T T T T T A T
: | Function FnA scheduler ‘
I {Session namespace: Al} P‘
I T e I e T LR e
1 .
i | Session Al scheduler ‘ ‘ Session A2 ‘

! ,
! ", ]
1 1 1 1 1
i
o g -
! ' [ 1 g
! . ot . g ! . 1
! Session proxy Vot Session proxy T Session proxy :
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
o o P 0
1 ' oot 1 g
. wasm L wasm 'R wasm Vo
P g ! 1 g
[ [ 1 1oy
] 1

1 1 1
! | Session state I = ‘ Session state ‘ ]
"

- '
i ] Primary e et '

3 (MEMRE) XFaaS HEARH
Figure 3 (Color online) System design of XFaaS

M ANE SR EIEIT, 0 SG2 H U R B S R B0 FE A b G SRIENBRBOR BESS 5, - e )
hook PRELT] LAFEHEIE SR ARSI Session 2 [H] RIS 5¢ R, FF 171117 3K O FH A4 & #57E N\ Session hint {5
B BREURFE 23R4 Session hint K 1% >R 1 FE BIF NP Session A 25 . Session 1 %5 K H bin-pack
TEWE, e 1 SR BE R 32 Session 2848 H1. Session proxy £ MEUTIE R IFIERE T INET wasm HEFEK 4L
FRIE R, IR Session %% XA LR wasm FEFERALFEIE K, Session proxy BB — AN wasm
HFE I FH NN T Session B2 wasm HEHL . fEF Session B 28, AT E ) wasm BFEES AT LLIE
1 Proxy V17 Session state Hf 45 f4 v (A RS H 4.

W F Session 2 as H IIERIA R T 8B IR FEN) _ERR, Session proxy £3[1] Session i FE #5185k 7K
YR AN Session 2545, FRM Session 25 8%, FKH1E K F L B G MM Session 25451
HEAT AL, M\ Session 257 H 1] wasm HEFE R EE 1] Session state B, M Session proxy £ifil RPC
(remote procedure call) 77 xC F] 32 Session 28 &% HH OB U 10 777, JFEE45 1 FH IR [0 5 PR 48080 i
ZE NN wasm BERE. — H. wasm BFRESEROE R IHAT, 25 MK IGR 125 Session proxy FliE K1) &
.

3.1 IB{THIFBESFN Session K

TET X Session WIE K IF & HITE OLE, XFaaS TIEAIEE 1 NHEEZE WA RIE Session P IR IE K
HESATI BB ES. A7 RO XA PR, 7FZAERA T AT IRUE. B, BAUAIRIE Session WHAT TG
SRAE Host F ML HA 224, DABT (RS E G RAT EHLRGIE AR E. Nk, F5ZAE Session N H ST
&Y B2 e, JER IR TR M RR B GO PR UE. FLIR, TR EMALR Session PN K 1 BT 5RE 25, DLk G AE
mIERIE R ET BT RIS S EERE T X ERE MG RTE Session N HER N 1% 3R 1G4 57
I BEUR 7 C, LAEE G0 A0 st TR 4.
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User code .
Session
Wasm bytecode
_— container
& —— Untrusted ——
i = N e
Wasm runtime
Hypervisor -
Trusted - < .
Session
A
Session
Host OS
Host OS - Session state

4 (MEMFE) XFaaS HRLIEE
Figure 4 (Color online) Security model for XFaaS

N T RZAERRES A, XFaaS 5IN T — M8 WK 4 B, 8 T #ORAEIR] — Session P IE KR
B A SRR B A 2 2, AT MERE T HIE Guest OS 1, FHRH|HXT Host OS HHI RS
. 8 IX R T, Guest OS B ARG KRG RS EIRAE Session W I 2241, TP & =I5 K
XENRGIE I E. ST AR Session 0], FFAFAAERIG B ML TF R, B E AT PALE Host
OS L BE. JHid Guest OS HIBRE T, B> Session PIARAF A R EHn &R 5E 08 15 2 n] {5 (& 2, #
PRECAR () e 2 1t 22 A

SRT, NEENE R — MDA RE Guest OS SEHLS T EEH, XTI T Session WIHKIE KT
e ) Y A7 BRI A R 1 kernel SCHF o5 A, A4S SEBR B P ST SR B3 F (9 Bz i /N T L F i
(. thah, SREERPRGIFEAES Host WEIHFAT S IS, BT AR NS Z 8 B 1, 5ok
TRERIEREIFE, FEOF RIS R RS T AT B, 7525 Session Wl ST AL,
DL 2 M RE AN T YRR A 7ok, Bk, 75 22590 2 DL R EK:

o TE[F]— Session W HITE KA 5] N—ABEWE LRIUEGRRE B A1 2 BV R B YOS TN A5, DLk
T it 22 b 5 N AE BT

o AN[A] Session Z [AAX 7 EEREFEH HIRG S, @I b Btk 2= (A 1) 77 2, S RIS ERE A 25
Session AT FHIH AL,

XFaaS KH wasm 1E ARG EH PG RIS TR SR, HAAH A ZHENAE Session Z (A AR
HmREEs. i ki G AL, FRATRREAEAIAENE R A SRR FH S LR, M — DR R
PATIREE, FEA01S RS ae s B A s 2 1 e A BS IR A 75 3R P B ARS8 S b 2 1% il — Fh 52 R UL IR
PRI ETE 2 (wasm), %5280 LUl WASI (wasm system interface) £ A [F]5 45242
RIS b DEIR JEAPERRIZAT. 1E XFaaS H1, B/MEREBLE wasm 1817 B BT RS 25817, B4
T REA B O wasm IE47 M SXF]. 4RI R K SRS, Session 754 N AT BBV A 208 11725 TN
wasm FEFERACERIE K. SR IXFRE S, Session proxy £filk M EHA JEERAE, AN Session A AFHITE
Ji. Cgroup J& Linux A% H ) — Fh/g B RE BEURf8T FH BOMLAR], & mT DARRHIEREAE I CPUL NAFSE
ZYR. XFaaS FIH cgroup HLHIRE LA/ BCRES wasm EFESE Session A28 Al HF CPU MAN1F
BEUR. [ — Session WHIAN[E] wasm HEFE 18] 0] LS HTE K (8] i B R R B, 8 o fE i IF K08 SR i e
S5 ISR AS ot ST S G s Al N

[F}, XFaaS i & #5E AANIA Session 2 [H] A RS ZIE BB HLE. 7E[F]—1 Session Z¥%sH,
i wasm BEFE AL AR HAE AT socket BEFEHEAT M40, JFORAFAEXS BRI Session state 1. #EA>
Session #A7 H T Proxy B, ReBg7 I B B & A RS EIE 1S, A2 Al Session HFEMT. 2
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Figure 5 (Color online) Memory overhead of wasm runtime and MicroVM when isolating different requests. The blue

dashed line represents the memory cost of MicroVM, while the red dashed line indicates the memory cost of initiating wasm
in MicroVM

Al — AR EB) 3 2 DN ASFIH Session B, BN Session [N 4EH H B i Session state, A RESE I R 5
HT Session HF5E, FH LT 5 HAN Session FEATHAR A2, BIMELER —/> ek 26N A A R] Session W1,
TR wasm HEFEAEARIRAT HAR Session HIFZALZ AT, 15 Host 4 R4 B AR V7 M ACRR, PAF ]
XTAIRASEAR U5 0], B DR B8 1R B AL P R 22 A k.

Bl 5 g 73T wasm BT H R E AL TR EHUEMNL (MicroVM) BN AEFFEERTEE. BE T 5865
EPEFT R, MicroVM HIRGES /7 Nk F 722K S SOTA 1) RunD ZER2R21TH, M H IR Qemu
B # FireCracker 2% VMM [& A ALK AN A4S, P82 20 MB WAZH4S. 12 RunD Al
FireCrakcer 552E T MicroVM FIRR B 77 RAKIRAS SO VR B0 N1 SR I, DRI A A7 T8 Bl A ) 282 1Y) S
BIECEL I N 26 PERE . XFaaS R T wasm @47 B BE S 105 %, AHLE TR LB AR 5, B
AN A S AR 8 MB, X ELEVA R4 MicroVM 1 B S48 [ 25 7 =0 N A2 TF 8 BRAIR T4 60%.

3.2 Session KEY RABEFE—H 14

XFaaS $2fit 7 — 3T Session ) Z¢ 4= F@ & M ELY EHLH, 71— Session P, wasm #EFEA] LA
L ME— HL[H 2 1 Session state Ui 0GR HE, MIANE Session 8] (R IRAEHE U [ 4488 T~ 2%
H # Session state. 24 Session W )3 B H K L &, 253 Session proxy M N1% Session 7¥ a4 HE
SRR RN, FF H 2B oE IR B e IR, K = P B HiAD Serverless 2545 [ I 1] -3 fin 5%
RIS, [N 75 5 S BB A (A 1) 57 3 AN 3 4.

N T FRPOX L ] R XFaaS AT Session A BN E T — MNiemi AL, DT 1% Re AT f1 4k
I, 2 Session 248 WY wasm & IR E] FREY, XFaaS &k /KP4 R, 762477 Session &5
[B] R 7K R B Session &A#s. fEXFIHMN T, WG N Session a5 FR A% Session %% (8] [
F Session 2%, M JES/KFH & H 1 Session 745 WFK A M Session 7525

Bl 5 HEFERTT T R M Session &G NAAITES. 9 7 7SS, FATTHE Session H I HE
Btk BRI 4. W AR R Nf & T M Session R #84 RERF W AAHT4S. T80 4 MU
wasm P§ 2 SEBILE T Session H, EE 5 MNMEH wasm FE 2 SL6 75 BAEREE M Session AN, it
TRAEREE K2 10 MB 24 I NAETTES. DR, RISl & 7 M\ Session 4R, Fo N AF T4 [RIFEAIC T2
F MicroVM W77 £.
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# 1 XFaaS EFAFPREMRESED
Table 1 System interfaces provided by XFaaS to users

User interface Interface description
Read_input (int argIndex, unsigned char* buffer, int bufferLen) Read input data received by a proxy
Set_output (unsigned char* buffer, int bufferLen) Save execution results of a function
Read_state(char* key, unsigned charx buffer, int bufferLen, int mode) Read stateful data of a Session
Write_state(char* key, unsigned char* buffer, int bufferLen, int mode) Modify stateful data of a Session

N T EGAE [F]— Session 73 [ H ) 3 M\ Session Z 8] 5] NGRS ELHE (185 DURIEZE 4, M Session
LT L5 Session B3 H FTIX . M Session 25 WHBAN KB Session state. M Session proxy
K& T #:52 Session B 258 101 R HOoK FLHE R RIEZE B wasm BEFEHAT AN, AN E S T Session
state HEATAZ H.. M Session 2525 I wasm HEFETEEL7 7] Session state I, M Session proxy 2@ it
RPC J5 20U 3 Session 25 #% A FIELHE V5 0] vk, FRAEEE45 1R FH IR [0] J5 8 B A d% 25 %0 B ) wasm 1E
T2, FE[A— Session Z¥[A] W BIEE ) wasm BEREH, XATIRSEHE U7 R B H T 1 R ElL
el O, XRERT A ORAE XFaaS HANGINEEE B AS 1) 22 S5, ANTTTEE G 1 A7 RS Htls A7 B 40
AN E T

XFaaS J#id 5] A\ Session %¥ %%« Session state Al wasm FFERIHALH T A IREH] Serverless B
#. H17T Session state RAIRAH, BB A TEE A — 0 Bda i, v a8 H 30 AN — i i 2.
B, WEAE—" Session ZF[AIA, I wasm HEAEFRINXS 2 = 0 PAT G BEAE (2 = 2 + 1), AT
EAEFETRE-BHNER (e=1,2=2), MALE - BHNER (c=1,2=1).

N T RPIEAN A, XFaaS 51N TR TSRS, TR Session IRARIZ M. A
T, A SCRREL, w] DA JE 40 o 55 i 5Ok 48 8 IR e B2 IR 1Y), B S5 R Ta
FH AR U7 170 422 T ) mode S8R €. MR —EUEM &, [ A RSEAR T, SHME— A RESEER
FIHEAE ] AR N read Ml write, H 7 ZAH H mode = 1 HIEE %, Bl read_state(..., mode = 1)
Al write_state(..., mode = 1), LUE R TS SRS RO i JR TS 550 AR 138 SR b — % UL
1] read Ml write EEVEZ [BAL NG FIX (critical section). XF 55— MM 5, A7 EiE R —XFULHC A
read fll write ¥AE, FEMMAYEL/ BHEAE T HEIRAS. TR LRI E T35 8038 & it/ 5k, K
H & Session H#] wasm BEFEIELHE U5 A1 F25C 22 & Session proxy ALEE. H T M Session 24 N A
B Session state, K H1E RAEK P4 & H B M Session 25 #3577 M A RS EHE 75 Zalid M Session proxy
1] F Session proxy K i RPC #/E.

F Session HRHL T HOOBTBTRE BT A B/ SHRAE, JRRHE T ARUBUNIE WA LA 4 E Ak
BN HF 2 BT 2 5. B ARSIV 2T X read Fl write & X MR
%%, NIl Session proxy fE#EAE Session state B EL%EHE1% Session FF A H OIS, B RIERAEE NG 42
FETBCBH, I S IX A 1) S Ath i 5 4% B R ) 52 ) S R E TE VR U R BRI B 1 U 14X
FEFRFEHETHE read Fl write Tﬁ‘?%ﬁ;, I Session proxy WT%@E%ES*EQHET%lﬁ, > JEENERE
RIS BRI T HE T H BA% 7 34T, 723/ 5 i B P RRIRAS I, 8 fo Hh (IR ES w0

L IR 5T 55 58 SRR R, PT LA ORTE [R]— Session 7% 8] P IR ECHE U 10 42 AR F7IX R AT AT
WA 2 SURTACSE SR, BRI wasm BEFE AT DAFFATHAT, FHEE AL SR — MR
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{RequestID:8c6be3} ! Session namespace
"""""""""""" (session ID: 9cb27a)

Session
Hook() Session namespace

Jmmmmmmmmmemme oo . sion ID: 2ab45
{RequestID:8c6be3, : Hint fression ol

session:9cb27a}
""""""""""" Session namespace

Session scheduler (session ID: 82e4a2)

6 (MEFE) XFaaS #TF Session hint BIEKEEHLH

Figure 6 (Color online) Hint-based scheduling mechanism for sessions in XFaaS

3.3 E T Session hint L EERHIFE

R TR R RS FARN 2 4%, XFaaS KH 72T Session $#&7 (Session hint) [P =K B 5 RE, 1
Bl 6 Fras. X PR BE % O AR K Session 70 LA Session 51H 3K ML ¢ R RN, A1 KI
Session FRIAAZH Serverless “F & AT, TELE LT, Session W 2SFEML T — NI YRFERT Session hook
BREL, FER N IR Session FHE R Z [AIBRITSC 2R (B Session hint 15 5) HEATAIN . MIFR . R 5IA
ENEEAE, T Session i & w4 X ELAA B 6 12 45 A4S v] 0.

TER PSR 2)IK Session 1 2% 2 BT, hook BRI 1Z IR 3R BT X B[P Session hint f1 % J5 i A 2
Hif A, Flan HTTP fittk 25 Rk 4. Session i B #% 2 AR 4 24 A7 A4 & 2% & & 1) Session
hint BEATIE R, PLSZILXT Session 25 4 A B0 Y5 1 FE AN AR i Jo 3097 1L

Session REEMEFNLBEN. 44— N Session Z ) 7E KB P HEME, BHEL G SAH—
XTI Session 1 i #5 R RS HFHATH R R BUE K. 4 Session AL ERAEFE A HT R EKR
B — A% N Session hint FIE KB 2 2481 Session ZNAIN, #1 & FZ T M7 A ULEL ) Session 2% [A]
ID B, gt 75 EEHEAT 2 [ A A K. Session 2588 IV BB AIIK K. Session i L 2% 22 7 HA A BT fih
R BAAEVLAC ) Session ¥ [AFG 7 fUPIE. WIERAFAE, Session i FE#% 22 FAG 7 s PR R HL 22 4 1)
PRAT S A H AP RS E U K & Session 25 [8] A I 43 1 Session state HH A RZSELHE, DA 4 S:
AEPHZ Session [ JG£E1E K. U1 F A H VLA e 2 sl PR, W6 1% Session 2% [AIE 4 Hi BB £ &
WRIEME. BERT, Session 1B 28 264 1% Session 25 [H] F:¥4 5 8 — 251 Session & 2%, FKH 5 X W 1)
Session Z¥[H] ID 4 5€.

Session & #5H) Bin-packing fE. 7£ 3.2 /N HIEE] T Session A HEINEE | s EEH
FEATEE BB, M1 IR, FFEAE 1% Session A NHEATKFEH &, T M Session a8 HBA
Session state, KM Session 2545 AT A G wasm BEFEXT A IRASEIE 10U 7 #0575 ZE L M Session
proxy B RPC HEH. X2 FEN Session 25 H ) wasm BEFEIREUA RS EHE B RCR BAR T 1
Session Z%%. Session i 8Lt e E R E £ 3 Session A28 F, Ul KIZEHIR & RSGF X,
HAE 2T Session By CiAP T EIFRERS, Session HE 284 ¥ 1E R AE £ W M Session &
28R SR H Bin-packing M9 f i FE SE0E v] AR 7 Session 25 8] WA IR ZS B U5 [ 20K, /> RPC
FAREL. RIS, %58 10 B % 8 S B T B H O R B Session 2548 1 S B IBSMTES, WTLA
R B = RGN A A RE.

27 Session 8% XTiE KK Bin-packing &, Session 2% 8] N [FIFEXT Session %% KA Bin-
packing WRE. 24 Session ZF[A] W3 Session & #% 2L H Ik EIRIS, SLJefEE Session Ba8FT1E
PR SO ZEE M Session 2%, LIS Session 25 [A) N 20 A1 T A FEIW)EE ST 5510 Session 2528 K ACH4H
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B RS A fE RPC A, XFH FaaSFlow 29, Nightcore 18] 2555 Fi TAE DL U ki B, AT
75 4% S LA Bin-packing 77 sUHEEAE [F] — NS R 772X, LB Session 1E 9 i B2 AL EE I R
SE25 5 HR 0 [R]— K U 1) FY) Session 28 &% SEILERT f A7 T AN 7] B B R B0 B AN A Session
73 18], BR SR B 2% )16 4% Spread A FE SR BT B 1Y) Session 7% 8] 1 B2 28 — AN BEEUH] F A B AR 1 ) 2R
9 DL A B 1

Session FaF[EUL. FRIE RN (keep-alive) /& Serverless [fJ—/MZ O IR, WIRZFESTE keep-alive
IS [8] VA B B O AL B SR, P &l L BIOFR IR, AT, X T XFaaS IXFERIA RS
Serverless V&M &, PRIE Session 225 H ) Session state HHE7E FEIR [N AN & F 008 2 o H H .
XFaaS L [, 1R KN Session 7% 7] A 25 4 A 0 PR I 1) i o 608 B BRMEL, 1 & e il fE — 1
RIS 20 ARSI 1% Session 2 [B] K 2 i R IR P 5B Y Session state B RF AL B RIELH,
IREA 22 SOR A 45 TFRETBCEE IR, X AEHIE A 2 s PRI T S 22 1) Session A #e ik L int ke, dlid
XA 7720, BIE Session Z8as#% 1, R Session state ZUHEAIIR T ARFEEIREH, JF HAE T R it fisf
HFIR A, BRI 1 SE B IR 4R A

Session [B)EIZEIEIEBIN. £ LG HMEIBIT Serverless B A, 141 Serverless TAEiL (Serverless
workflow), AN [ bR HCT 552 [8) AT BEAFAE B AR OC &R (22122 XFaaS SR 1 pull B AE Session 2 [H]
FEAT B AR @ . TR AR B R B [N, Session 15 2% 214 IR Session 3 B ] Session Hhdik
RATHU, SEORUT Bel 5 R b P B, R BB @ S AR R, AR ORBDAS T S, 38T pub/sub
WL A B 25 AT FhEME R BT, XFaaS AU R R 7E #h FMEK B Serverless B2 A1 Session 2 [A] 1%k #i5
B IERE S, X — I RIE T XFaaS G855 Session &2 A RSEHIE EHRE, FRiEEIRS
Serverless W FH AT AT SE P AT — S0

4 SKE

AR LE XFaaS SHUVA AR BT & K SCBLEET P RE LU, B8RV RIPERE . R BT
i B3 N AE . R GEAEARAT IR AR AR - R GEAL PRSI T B A RS E 1

4.1 SEIECE

FRATT308 B L T3 33 B A A Y AR AE 9 XFaaS 1 Session HLI A ELEON R 78 3 T3 it e s
PERISEIL A, AT wasm HEFRREATIE SRALIE, H5—IHH 0SS AT A IRESHEE U710 (Edh Bl
PRI OSS). i 3R H U il B K FH [R5 0 77 20, 97 1R B0 1 il 38 4 5 3500 — B0k 1) 8. 7R 5 T A
WAESEEL AR, U )45 IR S B 1) 7 s B 2E AR FE b B ) Serverless 524t FaaSFlow 20 F1 SONIC [23]
(177 20, 1 F A Y A7 Bk 5 N FEEOE B Redis Vi I AR ASEIE (BE B ARIC N Redis).

BATEBTE 2 ECS R4 #3E T XFaaS RGIFHATHLSLL. G 3.3 /NI Session
(R0 BE AL AR, XFaaS 755256 X B 203K A Bin-packing W FE 772X, BI 54N B 200 2 1) BT S
%l (XFaaS H1Xf N Session #5#%) Rz /ML /MBS f b, BI04 benchmark #EAT 1 fE
WAL BT gl A Bk 3 MRESHFBLE G ECS IkS#4, HiM4& T 3.5 GHz
Intel Xeon (Ice Lake) Platinum ZbFEZE, G7 8 #% 0 A1 16 G NAE, 200 GB K/ 3000 IOPS [ [E 25
T F T AP AR A . e BRP) BE A I 2 e (R R 25 P b 2 20 ) — Bk 5 SR A 13 5 75 5K, B — 30k
Wi H Read Only (RO), 59— 8P 55 M Read Modify Write (RMW), #1152 J5 5 M FH
Read-Modify_Write_Linear (RMW _Linear). T RN H X 78 5555 —BUER K, Fr DAATE Z9PA R
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Sessionread OO0 OSS read Redis write
Session Redis 5554 0SS Redis read Session write OSS write
(b)
10° -
— & 104 %%
g 3 te)
> Z Q %
2 5 10'] Be o0
3 3 8% X
10° E:Eg )
10 ‘ RN B :§
1 5 10 20 30
Number of close-loop clients Number of close-loop clients

7 (MEMFE) (a) RiEM (b) S5—BMIRESKRAEREN EBIEER T B B A 5 3807 5 R T
XfEE

Figure 7 (Color online) Comparison of latency of (a) RO and (b) RMW under different access data modes for different
closed-loop loads

— R IR A (RO Linear).

Session HIZAT BRI ELE R[] wasm FEFEEIE R4 = 5 R 1 CPU/ AT B RS, RIBEAS wasm
BEFEE A cgroup BRI 0.1 A1 128 MB K/ AR, T Session P IIEEAAY) CPU AP A48 I IR
HIHOR T HL N BT wasm J2ERE 95 U5 R ) 1) s A0

4.2 HIEIHICIEIE

EA/NTE SIS, HT AR RSV G A FE KB REEA AR, N 7 WRAER: € IF & B~ BAT
BARESHAE R FH R U5 R PERE, FATVEEFH FAERIAS DL 2 5 48 N A RS B A I R FE. fEAR 1A
MR, BN AR R b — O 45 R 5 SLZ0 R R — A, TN R AR, X R
RGN HSRPATH wasm HERE. BHF R Session 4% 1 LAEIE 10 > wasm HFE, Kb 10
PR P % N A T —A™ Session & #y, WL E 10 4~ wasm HEFE. 7R 8 JEAR T 3 RPN AT
0SS, Redis 1 Session Uj 7] A KA ELHE 11 F5 ) 4E.

WE 7 frs, WSSk R R R, IR T 0SS A Redis BT, 2T Session KA IRZS
R TR RS 73 HA R 3 MRS 2 NEE P ERR . BT Session proxy, Session state £
wasm BEFEEAEAE [F] — AN ds b, HATRESEIE 1907 n) v] B @ 7 T A7 . BRI 2 % 7 o £
HIRK, Ak M Session Z#sd FERS, Session /7 AT socket [ Redis FRE Lo A1 1 77 20
PR, 200 12 AR ERRIR . BEAE RN A N, A PRI R % P i A B 10 PR, M
Session & #sB1)%d, I Session 77 A A IR A EHE HO U5 M 3451 7 M Session proxy HJ RPC i H%E, “F
Pyt A B3 N, 7E S KI5 I, A Session [ RPC AHITAS S Redis 7 IR HCEHE B (10 45 ¢
*F, 1H Redis [ HRLEFEAETY SRR U i) R 8 SR AT AT, I HERAZEIR B K. 1M Session proxy %
RREHAT N AAEE DL, XL BRI A HE Redis w7 oK T3 2 A5 B E B

TR 8 s —ErE e 5 N, FET Session HIHLHIFT Redis A HIBUKEEMERE, (BRI RS
BeE LA 5 S AARIERESE T, X2 H T XFaaS H IR T 355 S A A B B BiE — T 46
B[R RA, RIS A AR e 7 ORI, X T — S e 5 N, BT ZEONIE S X N8,

8) Synchronous and asynchronous invocations in OpenFaaS. https://docs.openfaas.com/reference/async/.
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Figure 9 (Color online) End-to-end latency comparison of benchmarks with different access data modes for different
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PRAEEHE MBSO AT, HE T Session 75 2UF1 Redis 77 201 e 722 7 7E T IR BB RURE JBCB 1 280,
REE THER]— Session PAES HL— [ — L HHE B bb 22 2 2 [ 4E40 2 S RID BRI LR B8 A 2. BEE it
£ loop FEHEZ, X CPU MPEFILE BRI SE 2 @AW, FEUNHESE 0.

4.3

I B g B IE

TEA/NATSEG H FRATTAE BRI DA 55 R Guidb AT SRR TR T A HERA T 4. Rl E T
TAEFERIEE N 80, BRI OSS Al Redis 77 20H, A @ H A4 FIREEN 80, M/E XFaaS R4t
H, LUK A 8 /S Session 24y, MR LIEEIREH 10 4 wasm R

WGt T A E R I I an ] o Fon AR B, 3 AT B IRE T 3 PO RISEAL
F, AR FEARN B ARER T i R 1 2 A VU 3 B, AR AR AR, e AR AT 1R
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OSS --+-Redis Session OSS --+-Redis Session 60 0SS --+-Redis Session
(a) (b) (©)
1000 100
L1V RS i S SRt P S e 75 40
@ ‘/ Lok oEE SEPEESY L PSS D S URD S S
o 2 o
500 50 /
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E 10 (WEHRFE) 3 MHARNEBEFRANFGHE THEL (BREEET) Mtk
Figure 10 (Color online) Comparison of throughput of typical applications under different closed-loop loads. (a) RO;
(b) RMW; (¢) RMW _Linear

(ISP ME, HE e W A AR N BB U A AEAR A . AT AU BIFEHE T Session ML 1) XFaaS Hi, 3 Fi
RALI L AR SRAT T BARRIIS M S, B, 3+ RN RO, AHECTEH] 0SS M Redis #9773, %
T Session [P LI LEREAR 1 9.4 A1 1.19 %, ERIF AR T AER] T 3 DMECEIAN 1.1 Rt
SEREAR. B 7P3ME, ALK p99 R SESE HARFEAR B AR T OSS Al Redis J7 3. BEE RRAOEREL
QPS 380, RN B i % CPU Z247dn i, 25T Session A3 SR M NLZEB AT IR ORI AE BEAR I
KV PR EEE S (RMW) NI, Redis J5 200 HF AT R I PERE &2 1 [, I ERG ik 15 1%, 1M
BT Session HIHLHIREA RLORIE R IF A3 5 T E RN EHAT, IR PEREFRIRIZHICE 3 (ELAA. X2
HIFEBRE ERITE LT, RIFEILEFIER ARG HHEBL. Session J73UHH T BE0 S HBIRIUE
WRAEEE, AT R A BN SE TR, PR AR SE A HRARS SE AR, 110 Redis J7 N ZHRER S
HHERA, I AE ) SRR SR ECR G R ACTE R AR F R RN E. X KB FE T Session HINLHIFETE K
IR 5T RS AE DRAF LRI 8 14 [ I 4R A2 E PR REZK T

4.4 ARFEEEM

FEA/N g T, AR VP AEAR F BEUE 5 R, AR RS Re R pE p W (e At R IRATIAE
F PRI CAPRAIE TR R4 BA AR R ) TAESERR, @i 38 0 P S M 8 R A BB . AN
Pt B R GeH 1 AN PAT I wasm EFE, B Session & 4% A] LLEIEE 10 4~ wasm HEFE, Kb 526
HRE AR 10 NIRRT R 14 Session 25 4.

Kl 10 R TAEAFE FIRMER SRR L E T I Rt R, Session IR T &R
GCFFEME FRR. AT Redis A1 OSS W77 AL AR MR 2 - v Bk ) 10 838 20 WPt
KIBB| RGN FIR. XU T Session 77 AT LARRAIL I A& 1E 3K U5 8] A RS EE 1) 5T 8, 2353
FRARZRAR A&, MIEET Redis B3, Session A NIE 3 FN HFP AT T KRG KNG =
1.3 % 1.52 580 2.3 fi5. KT e A58 —E0k 525 B H & 9 K3 5%, Redis Ml Session /7 33k
BOHHR B R T R L, (H A FBRAAAE 22 e ) 2 A A2 Redis HYHLLEFEASIAY T ECEHRE V5 i) A Be
ITHAT, K RGN H B2 R T Redis BRI EFR. 11 Session 73U H Y Session proxy AJ PAFF:
ITAEFER B wasm BEFE AR E s N AEHE VUG KR, BHIRSUAEAE TEIR U7 R AL, m32fR T RS0
PIEENLEIR. RAEVEETM AR Tk E Tl 5 R 2 Ah, 152 s — 85tk 8 2 b 8 R 2D T4 2
M. Redis 77 AT LG Session 77 ACHR K 18 KIS 2> G 5 2 B 2%, KEA & E 8 ED & s K s
B, SFEEARTECH CPU B0 5y 5 U i 25 PR i) 7t

YA P AR I, REHE RS F A CPU Stk B AVRES, dE—2 1
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* 2 AERRBENANBRERSEE

Table 2 Comparison of latency of different cold startup methods

Startup in XFaaS Startup latency (ms) Startup description
— 262 Traditional Serverless containers cold startup scale out
Fork 1.98 Wasm instance scales within a Session container
CopySession 263 Session container scales within a Session namespace
ColdSession 268 Create session namespace for the first time

A S ARG HELE N AR, 248/ 0SS i, KRG A &2 T ML 10 2%, Likit—
BT MR Rt . X EWRE XFaaS i Session AL GEM% LA FH A HL Redis A RE
R R ATI, GR AR 22 A5 4 E AR TR B [F) 20 SR (A RS BE U7 M T4, [RIREXS EE 2T 0SS A IRASHL
V5 ), Session ML FE 8 A R5EE G K Y 2% 1O 113 B B 0.
4.5 RBENFEH

1E XFaaS H1, BMEE R STESA BTN wasm HEFEACEERT i 2 ¥ J5 3. XFaaS #RHE 2 HT Session
HPREIEFRARKA B3I R, DM BT, JRATEAR N -l XFaaS oA H LA
Ja BN 77 ISR LS B IE. AEA /N SeB H JRATTAE H TE R U B K A () Ak AT R, DAOR
UERFRIE SR AR IE i R XS R R B 75X, 3R 2 BIR T Session AL P AN [RYA J5 30 77 20 4E.

=% 2 iR, 548 Serverless RGURIL K T4 fE R AL B RIG 11 4%, T3 I8 &k 262 ms. JHoAp
RIEEIX N XFaaS RFEH 1 ColdSession 3 R ETE RG A Session 75 [AIAY, 75 ZE A AL 17 A
2 S AFE1% Session B4 checkpoint 3L, #AFTE, B 7 EE Bak Nt Session & 2% WAFH
Session state Z5 M) H . SEIG IR A RS EHE S KN N 1 MB, SEREIEHE N T BAIME DR 5 ms
e AT [R] Fr . SE6 I E —FE 522211 ColdSession B % 75 BLAL 2% (1 FIJIFESTE 268 ms. 1124 XFaaS il
i Fork 77 BN wasm SEFEFEYHFASTE 1.98 ms. R, 25 6 CEAE7E T Session A #5Hf, XFaaS
T Fork 77 ¥ R LG 07 N1 0.75%, ¥ R AGETAR T 3 T /KB IEY R IE S Serverless
ARGt £ Session AayWIAE] [ M EH I K E LR, ¥k CopySession fE1% Session 7% [H] P Il £ M
Session &%, “FEIIFHN 263 ms, 5ES Serverless /K4 FE 25 4% I [A] 5-F.

4.6 AR

3 Serverless S IE T A0 TAE Gk R 87 ¢, BRILIRATAE 1Z 550 H PPAh T XFaaS 1E
Session 15| NI ELIF R EERINLHIA R, AL AL 15 B % LA SE AR w82 N 8 b 3 R0 3 5. 25K
B, AT T PSS @ R RMW 1 RMW Linear 1E MR 5, {8 FHFFRIALER: QPS
N1, FHE— IS (5 s fF) SARBIIAR Gl (AR 1 AME RGNS &5 80 100 MER).
A4 XFaaS H Session 1) B I & FERR S (RIATAIEE K] wasm FEEE), it TAES AN EEIF K
e FASSREDTE R 8. ) 11 SRR T SR SR B L

Wkl 11 iR, 24 worker 504 1 B, XFaaS IBH LG Serverless PATHLAL: FEAZE2E H g
ATHAT L3R, A EE IR 17 oK 5 08 I /KPR RS OR RIE S8 — S0P, 4 worker £08 KT 1
(1, XFaa$ R Session LA, 5542 BT BIZE Session %48 P B worker SEBLTE £ 5.

H TS5BS S (RMW), B4 worler B, JFRIEREHESGLE Session 1371 Py
12 I RS BRI AE R AR LA SE A e . T ol — Bk J5 5 R (RMW Linear), BE#
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Figure 11 (Color online) Cumulative end-to-end delay distribution for typical applications with different vertical
concurrency for bursts. (a) RMW; (b) RMW _Linear

worker Z{ N, TG FDOMBII IR, HARIERERGH FATHAT, BB worker 20 & FANGE
B PR SR T K ) i B 5 1B IR . AR T, XFaaS 18T Session WA Fork 5 a\AEW T PR HLY™ R AT 75 1
worker BEFE, AN 17 3R M T 42 = P RE.

5 Session HlHIAYTTE

N T fEPRAE Serverless ZEHE T R HOE R IAN 0] F-hE 1, ARSCIHET Session MR 1 T M)A 4R
AR ) XFaaS R4, 1& XFaaS H, 2K H [A]— Session [ &% K 4H 245 B B B[R] — N2 48
HHAT, I AT DB 12 2 2 A il o — A R A B S B R MDIRAS . BARSEIR I 1 iz AL e g
R A RSB (1) U I P o AT RN R G R e, (H AR — 28 )= PR

5L, HREAES Session HhLIPE, [l E B AT AL Session Hihik AT FE R HHE 1) 22 42 144 BOX
B, Gn SR P B BGE  ARAR T e ok, FERRERREL UG 0 E R,k vT RE T I i i R BUOR S AL
B SUNS. Serverless z=F- & 75 2R UG 24 1) 22 A f itk i Ok R A 20 B FH P Bk 25 B % U7 1)
Session HH A EHE. HIK, Session v 4 Z¥ A A% J5, Session P HIEHE [ 5 4 ar B mgi . W%
Session PN A7 AE MR 2 1) L Ath R B (o7 - AR BT 550, T A6 Bk 2800 200 I 1% Session Mk Uy
) 25, AT RE2s SR LR BB ANPERE N [, X T 7 EAR BT A A A R 2, Serverless z=F- 6 77 22
VT 0 N FH A7 48 4 4 S e R de /NGB Vg o) BT B, BT BRI TR AS J SRS 40 ) Session
BRI Serverless 7o 6 75 22 5] N H & M A 58 PR 1 15 SR DLEE 95 B — Session iy 44 25 [A1E FH it %2 %%
Ui, B I FE O B Session 75 s BRI P2RAIG 1 A 1) B YR FH 6.

K T % Serverless 25 V- & He H I PR ER, 18 Session ML 0 75 B8 T & N AT 4l 15 11 24 R
251 Session hint 78R 5EHE. F & —FE ILET Session 6}3’3%5&, (B FAF AR AR i F P 1S
( AWS A1 Alibaba (3855 B, B0 VEERH P B IR BT AR R ), WRta SR/l 2
Session 3 8 HF A« Session PRI I I HE BN E ful ok, AT 51 Nk 22 BRIEIT4H. AR S840 1 DA
3 il Session 732 1 5 fE S B LLIRE A b fi]

e APLH. —MHE W Session 73 KITVERMMEH AR IRSAF (Bl P ID) K 4038 HH
BT, MHAREFSEIE A HH Session, HK 1% Session 51ZH 7 ID FHSREE. 4N AR = H
U, AN T o A B 5 ) Session, AT ATKGHARA AT N ECE RHAE ) P OGO — A
Session. T, — > FEL P [0 3t AT R o MR 40 FH P D) S By 5B BB 52 i S AN [R] X FH P R SR ). T
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PR T REML SR T /. FE T IS Session 73 8T ETT AN GRS % Hidsh ) 47 3 A DL BT, BA
B 123 1) Session 73 EAITT ) H WA, BOSHHHT Session 733 T HUHIIK B YA I 2.

o SLA RREN. X T — SR GURIEN A, HPAT I AR 5 HSm N 8 K. ZHHE G, &
G5 T L 18 N FH T A N B DR/ 43 A RS LY Session G 8 3 A 7 R g RIS (14 SR 4 L AN
Session [P FE 5T NAE L, AT SR 55 SR P (service level agreement, SLA) /K1) Session 15K
VHRE. N AT DRSS A E ) SLA 22K, AN [E] )15 3K 7B 2 AN E ) Session AT . 140, Fritk FH AT
DAME— S EIRIC B CPU AERET HATIE R, MALZ ™A S mrIaEiB. i 20H 7 i1 SR 22 iy A G
B CPU FMANAARS I EEHL /) Session, 552 B8 AH 4 Wi 5 f 4B 15 72 F) o 0

B 1 b3k 7 M, Session HLIE AT AR HE B AFAE B € CHAR AT 7> R HEmg, RN 2 A
Session 77 S S &5 A A1 LTS R St Ak S AR Z AR AL Session [ BER o5 I FIVE REFZ .

6 MExXI{E

284 Serverless EI{TRIFIA B 5. FireCracker 121 2 44X Serverless 38 XT3 HAE T4
VMM L3, A Linux WAZH KVM SRR SCRFILA Linux FAHLEAK Linux 1 OSv 2 P HLEI AL R
FUHL (MicroVM). RunD 4 J8 i 525 730 B 1) rootfs. AW guest WAZFN host Ui &L cgroup LI
T Serverless 5t F IR MircoVM, 7E4 bR ECHR (AT A4 k% 25 1) B At 2 b B35 FRAIK T i 97 R 8 3 i
CPU JF8 Ml e % FE AR IS N AETT Y. BT e R A BB AL R o 3 Bl ST IR K N AF, Cataly-
zer 251 Fl Replayable execution (261 B~ KA /b & SO RN P AFAEBERERT 46 A AR P e 4 P i — W
8, A K (on-demand restore) F 7 G I I AFIRS A R GRS, FAASM BT B 424 (7] — T4
I P R ESURCAE [F] — AR Rk 73 8] o, FH R A R DR B0 o B9 BT, FF 185 wasm WL RAR RAS
[F) R KR (R () A7 22 4%, XFaaS HERE A T wasm AL, (F R BRLEE N SE4H )15 KR40, I8 Fork
HUHI IR 1 35 K S v J5 s

BRESRERRRS. AIRERS A E R — MM, A F ISR 7 HE T8 | Session
Al Cookie MIARA R HMETT 5. T X R BVEHE R E . Serverless 2 1 IRAS 1] LA AL 58K
55 SCRP NS — S, BAE TP R MEAN I S 15 e J7 THIAEAE R 1] 116:28:290 R B Y A7 250408 2 Reids B
# Memcached® 55 A] DL 2 15 RS FIEIEAFAEAE W AF T, SRAL T & R U 1) B AN ST R Vs [ e 70, (AL 75
B PR R FE A A ML, BT MRS58t Session MRS STE T RETEMRS S E BRI P i
VRN 2205 7 BL— A token, FFAE 5 S8 K A8 B SRR 221510, XFaaS #T Session #)
B TR HT Serverless 5 A IRE T F, ML T Session hint & X LA FRBI &1, XFh R
T o HHBZ R4 %I, XFaaS KA T checkpoint £ ALE A LR WAE . 53 —Fh 5 U248
Cookie, R TR NEAE L Cookie HITERAFMAERS 3, HEFERFMER B BRIk 4. IS5 &

9) Memcached — a distributed memory object caching system. https://www.memcached.org/.

10) Authenticate with a backend server. https://developers.google.com/identity /sign-in/web/backend-auth.

11) AWS Security Token Service. The credentials consist of an access key ID, a secret access key, and a security token.
https://docs.aws.amazon.com/STS/latest/ APIReference/ API_GetSessionToken.html.
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T H A2 HHE, RFRIIE Cookie BRI X Fhig iy S 161 50 55 Fl, (H R EERRUIBER) Cookie
B S B 3 1 22 4 R 130:31
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RVEERTT. T Session R ML, XFaaS NHFEME T XA Y FE (Session 545 N HEEHY & wasm
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7 4B
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T wasm BT FE B H Session G | Session AN [FIBHE —0ME 2R T BE R I AL, DA HE
T+ Session hit [ FESRBE, i R U7 A)AH (R IR A B0 1 eR B0E SR AR 2440 2% th 2 AH [F] Y Session, il Id #2
o U S R P R v A RS R BN B 1 U 1) 80 SRR A5 IR AR B, XTFaaS & T Session AR
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Serverless computing based on dynamic-addressable session
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Abstract Serverless computing, as an emerging technology within the cloud-native paradigm, has gained
increasing popularity among developers due to its features such as on-demand payment, automatic resource
scaling, and offloaded management of underlying infrastructure. Function-as-a-service (FaaS) serves as the
primary implementation approach in Serverless architecture, enabling the decoupling and execution of applications
at the function level. Most cloud vendors also provide application development services based on Serverless
architecture, allowing developers to deploy fine-grained functions and automatically scale based on actual
workload. However, the management of stateful data within the Serverless architecture becomes complex when
deploying stateful functions. Existing solutions, such as remote or shared storage, usually fail to meet the
performance requirements for accessing stateful data in Serverless functions. This paper proposes a Serverless
computing system based on a stateful and dynamic-addressable session called XFaaS, which achieves low-cost data
access and higher throughput for stateful functions. Experimental results demonstrate that deploying stateful
functions through the XFaaS system can reduce the latency of accessing stateful data by three orders of magnitude
and increase the maximum throughput of functions by over 2X.

Keywords Serverless computing, function-as-a-service, stateful function, sticky Session, container
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