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Abstract—Paper presents and evaluates various mechanisms
for remote access to memory in distributed systems based on
two distinct HPC clusters. We are comparing solutions based
on the shared storage and MPI (over Infiniband and Slingshot)
to the local memory access. This paper also mentions medical
use-cases that would mostly benefit from the described solution.
We have found out that results for remote access esp. backed by
MPI are similar to local memory access.

Index Terms—HPC, Clusters, distributed memory, MPI

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we present novel solutions for accessing
memory between multiple nodes in the cluster. We aim to
address multi-tenant environments such as those offered by
HPC centers. Our research was prompted by various biomed-
ical use-cases such as the Spliced Transcripts Alignment to
a Reference (STAR) [I]. In this case only around 20% of
the genome index data structure needs to be cached [2].
This minimizes data transfer overheads over the network with
higher latency than local DRAM [3]. The goal of this paper
is to test various solutions for remote memory access.

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROBLEM

While HPC and Cloud infrastructures offer huge computa-
tional resources it is not always sufficient as shown further
in this paper. As mentioned in Section [I] it is common for
applications to require access to the same portion of data on
multiple nodes (see Fig.[T| A and B), e.g. the genome index in
STAR. As shown in this diagram we may reduce total memory
usage (A) by distributing portion of duplicated memory to
multiple nodes (B). On the other hand there are applications
that would not fit into single node or make computations cost-
prohibitive due to the need to run big instances (Fig. [TC).
Especially some genomics applications may require up to 1 TB
of RAM. We may solve this solution by distributing chunks
of duplicated data (Fig. [ID).

III. RELATED WORK

We have found some existing solutions for the problem
simmilar to ours. For example rmmap and “remote re-
gions” [5] which both rely on custom-made kernel module
or modifications. There are also solutions like LegoOS [6]
which are complete operating system designed for distributed
processing. None of those solutions may be used without
root-level privileges and as such are not applicable to HPC
environments. In the course of our work we have also checked
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Fig. 1. Sharing duplicated data (green) between nodes to conserve resources
for other jobs (A, B) or to enable running bigger jobs memory-wise (C,D).

available libraries for inter-node communication such as the
Message Passing Interface (MPI) and its implementations
as well as shared storage file-systems such as Lustre [8]. We
also analyzed low-level protocols for those solutions such as
Infiniband and 02ib based on RDMA, Slingshot and Kernel
Fabric Interface (KFI) as well as LNet used by Lustre.

IV. SOLUTION OF THE PROBLEM

Our first solution uses the LD_PRELOAD mechanism to
replace local memory access with the distributed one, keeping
built-in memory allocation functions. We cannot use kernel
customizations due to the lack of root-level access, so we have
developed a custom library based on mmap(). It tracks memory
allocations and is backed by custom-developed virtual file-
system (VFS) stored on on Lustre. We have also developed a
solution based on MPI which features one-way communication
based purely on RDMA mechanism. We hypothesize that an
MPI based solution would provide better performance than
VES. However it cannot be used with proprietary software
due to the need of application code instrumentation. Those
architectures are shown in Fig. [2] which also compares them
with local non-distributed memory access (A) as baseline for
the evaluation of our solutions.
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Fig. 2. Proposed architectures for memory access - a baseline and two

distributed.

V. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

We have performed tests on two distinct supercomputers
provided by the ACC CYFRONET AGH. Ares that provides
3.5 PFlops and Helios that is the fastest supercomputer in
Poland reaching over 30 PFlops. For each test we have
collected 10 measurements for 10 batches of data between
100 MB and 1000 MB - every 100 MB. For local memory
and VFS we have created a piece of software in C dynamically
allocating memory with malloc() function copying data with
a memcpy() function. For MPI we have performed one-way
data read that reflects the memory access pattern like the one
used by STAR application.

VI. DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

We are presenting results in Fig. |3] As expected the local
access is faster than any remote mechanism. The VFS is prone
to severe performance degradation as seen in the plot. We
expect that this can be improved with faster shared storage
or interconnect. On the other hand we have also found out
that MPI-based memory access is comparable to local access
based on memcpy() which makes it best suited for our goal.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

We have built a solution for distributed memory access
based both on VFS and the MPI. We run benchmarks on
two HPC clusters. They confirmed our hypothesis that MPI-
based solution provides comparable performance with the non-
distributed memory access. We have also found out that VFS
may be too slow for pessimistic use-case but still can be used
for moderately short jobs requiring huge amount of memory
— quite common for example in genomics. To better address
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Fig. 3. Local memory access vs VFS vs MPI RDMA on: (A) Ares
(Infiniband), (B) Helios (Slingshot).

closed-source applications we are planning to create a custom
solution based on File System in Userspace (FUSE) and MPL
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