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ABSTRACT

This dissertation aims to address the problem of bloat in operating system (OS) kernels.

It explores the problem by postulating that modern operating systems have multiple sources

of bloat — from code to runtime overheads — that increases attack surfaces and negatively

affects performance: reduction of such bloat (”debloating”), in a practical way, can make

operating systems more robust and efficient. To validate this hypothesis, the work is divided

into the following three groups:

1. Evaluate the tradeoffs between kernel debloating and kernel redesign (e.g., unikernels)

2. Study kernel debloating techniques and validate their effectiveness

3. Develop a practical and effective kernel debloating framework

Previous work and this dissertation show that only a small part of a kernel is used by most

applications. The redundant parts introduce performance regression (e.g., prolonged boot

time and higher memory footprint) and enlarge attack surfaces (e.g., vulnerabilities due to

software bugs). A study on using kernel debloating to reduce attack surfaces is conducted

and shows that debloating is effective in reducing the redundancy as well as the kernel size

(e.g., more than 80% for most cloud applications). The study also identifies the limitations

that prevent the practical usage of a kernel debloating including the amount of manual

efforts and instability of produced kernels. This dissertation demonstrates the indispensable

benefits of commodity OS kernel debloating by studying other specialization techniques

(e.g., unikernels). Unlike unikernels that only runs a small subset of Linux applications,

the debloated Linux kernel not only runs every Linux application (full POSIX support)

but also outperforms unikernels in various dimensions (e.g., boot time, image size, memory

footprint and application performance). Motivated by the benefits of kernel debloating, this

dissertation explores debloating techniques by building a kernel orchestration framework

(MultiK) and kernel profiling tools (DKut and SKut). The experiment results confirm that

applications use only a small part of the kernel (e.g., 93% of the kernel can be reduced for

a web server). The results also show that aggressive and intrusive kernel debloating leads

instability and cause kernel crashes, therefore, hindering its practical adoption. Based on

the lessons learned, this dissertation further introduces an advanced and practical kernel

debloating framework (Cozart) which debloats kernels automatically and generates stable

kernels. I use Cozart as a vehicle to study how to make debloating more practical. I
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share these insights and my experiences to shed light on addressing the limitations of kernel

debloating in future research and development efforts. Finally, I go beyond the traditional

definition of debloating and present KFuse that optimizes kernel extensions and reduce

inefficiency.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

The complexity of general-purpose operating systems (OSes) has been increasing relent-

lessly. For example, the Linux kernel, Figure 1.1 shows the lines of code in the Linux kernel

for different versions. The initial release of Linux has only thousand of lines of code, and

Linux 4.19 already has more than 20 millions lines of code, and the number is still growing

rapidly.

The introduced complexity and code is to support a variety of users from individuals to

industries. Different software feature requests and hardware devices are emerging so the OS

kernels have to catch up with new software features (e.g., file systems, security mechanisms

and optimizations), hardware supports (e.g., peripheral device drivers) to various types of

hardware drivers.

Figure 1.1: Lines of code in the Linux kernel.

However, prior work [1, 2, 3] shows that applications only need a small subset of kernel

functionalities. For instance, often less than 100 system calls are used at a time by popular

applications such as Nginx and Apache HTTP servers. More than 90% of the kernel, from

the Ubuntu Linux distribution, size can be reduced, and a large part of the reduction comes
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from sound/, drivers/ and net/. As the web server does not play sounds, not require

special hardware devices and only use a small subset of network protocols (i.e., TCP/IP).

A large part of the kernel become unnecessary because applications only use a small subset

of kernel functionalities. The unnecessary parts, bloat, in the kernel create serious security

threats because the OS kernels are often considered to be a part of the trusted computing

base (TCB) and the bloat creates new attack surfaces. Today, there exist many known

exploits that take advantage of kernel vulnerabilities [4] to create significant losses of money

or privacy. In addition to security issues, kernel bloat also imposes overheads and reduces

system efficiency [5].

Research efforts that address OS kernel bloat include kernel rearchitecture and kernel

debloating. Kernel rearchitecture builds a new kernel from scratch, and the new kernel

is specialized for specific application workloads such as unikernels [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. Al-

though kernel rearchitecture can achieve a highly specialized kernel, building a kernel from

scratch often requires tremendous amount of engineering efforts, including porting existing

applications and building missing features (network stacks or file systems), which hinder the

practical usage of such approach. On the other hand, kernel debloating, sometimes referred

as kernel specialization1, aims to remove the redundancy from the existing kernel.

Kernel debloating [1, 2, 3, 12, 13, 14, 15] techniques can often been viewed as a two-

step process: (1) identify the necessary parts of kernel and (2) enforce the kernel to use

only the necessary parts. Due to the complexity and size of the kernel, kernel analysis on

identifying necessary code is often done by dynamic analysis such as tracing [3, 12, 14, 15].

A number of approaches are used to restrict the access to unnecessary kernel components

including removing them directly [3, 12, 13, 14], leveraging hypervisors to shadow the kernel

memory [2, 15] or applying control flow integrity (CFI) [16]. As shown by recent studies,

kernel debloating can effectively reduce the size of the kernel by 50%–85% [3], attack surface

by 50%–85% [3], and security vulnerabilities by 34%–74% [17].

This dissertation firstly evaluates kernel debloating techniques with unikernels (kernel

rearchitecture) and concludes that kernel debloating has its irreplaceable advantages such

as the support from the huge Linux kernel community, the ability to run legacy applications

and better application performance compared with unikernel systems. Motivated by the

first study, this dissertation explores kernel debloating techniques and strives to find the best

trade-off for a practical and effective kernel debloating framework. Finally, this dissertation

presents an advanced kernel debloating framework, Cozart, that is automatic and produces

stable kernels, and I use Cozart as a vehicle to conduct the existing limitations of kernel

1This dissertation uses these two words interchangeably.
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debloating and share these insights and experiences to shed light on future research and

development of kernel debloating.

1.1 RESEARCH GOAL AND CHALLENGES

The work in this dissertation starts off by making the following hypothesis:

There exists a practical kernel debloating technique that produces stable kernels, and such

technique is automatic and requires minimal human intervention.

The objectives of this dissertation are to explore debloating techniques and strive to find

the best tradeoffs among them to achieve the goal of a practical debloating framework. The

key questions I would like to answer are:

1. Is debloating commodity OS kernel still worth doing despite the existence of kernel

rearchitecture techniques (e.g., unikernels)?

2. What are the right tradeoffs when debloating a commodity kernel?

3. What are the existing limitations that hinder the practical adoption of kernel debloat-

ing?

The challenges to answering these questions reside in the complexity of commodity kernels,

for instance, the Linux kernel has more than 25 millions of lines of code. As discussed,

kernel debloating contains two steps (1) identify necessary parts and (2) enforce the kernel

to use only these necessary parts. For identifying necessary parts, ideally, program analysis

techniques can extract complete necessary parts from the kernel. However, the complexity

of the kernel makes it difficult to conduct program analysis techniques. For enforcing the

specialization, multiple approaches are proposed including binary rewriting [18], kernel con-

figuration options [3, 13, 14] and hypervisors [2]. Each approach has its pros and cons such

as the degree of reduction, the stability of debloated kernel and the required manual efforts.

Carefully weighing these tradeoffs is necessary to answer these research questions and build

a practical and effective debloating framework.

1.2 SUMMARY OF SOLUTIONS

Based on the aforementioned challenges, this dissertation is divided into three parts that

are introduced in Chapter 3, 4 and 5.
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This dissertation firstly studies the comparison between kernel rearchitecture and kernel

debloating techniques to understand the pros and cons of these two approaches. Specifically,

this dissertation proposes Lupine. Lupine is a Linux system that is specialized for appli-

cations via configuration to mimic unikernels and attempt to achieve unikernels benefits

including small image, fast boot time, security, low memory footprint and great application

performance. Lupine is evaluated against a variety of unikernel systems such as rumprun [6]

and OSv [19]. The result suggests that Lupine, a specialized (debloated) Linux system,

can perform as good as unikernels or even better and that Linux systems are irreplaceable

because of its community and abundant applications.

From the first study, I learn that Linux is irreplaceable and has the potential to be de-

bloated to be lightweight, secure and performant. I was motivated to continue to explore

commodity kernel (Linux) debloating. This dissertation then presents MultiK and DKut.

MultiK is a in-kernel framework to orchestrate multiple specialized kernels for different ap-

plications. DKut is a kernel profiling technique that can collect necessary kernel parts for

an application at the basic-block granularity. Combing MultiK and DKut achieves highly

debloated kernels i.e., at the basic-block granularity. My experiment result shows that an

application only uses a small subset of kernel code e.g., only 7% is used for a Web server. I

also observe kernel instability during experiments when aggressive debloating is conducted.

Finally I learn that aggressive and intrusive kernel debloating leads instability and cause

kernel crashes, therefore, hindering the practical adoption of kernel debloating. To build

a kernel debloating framework that produces stable kernels, I use kernel configuration as

the mechanism for debloating and build Cozart. Cozart is a practical framework because it

is effective (more than 80% kernel reduction), automatic (no human intervention required)

and generates stable kernels (the debloated kernels are validated to work as expected). I use

Cozart as a vehicle to study how to make debloating more practical. My studies lead to the

following findings and results:

• Existing kernel debloating techniques initialize in-kernel tracing methods (e.g., ftrace)

too late and cannot observe the boot phase, which is critical to producing a bootable

kernel.

• Kernel debloating can be done within tens of seconds if the configuration options of

target applications are known.

• Using instruction-level tracing (instead of ftrace) can address kernel configuration

options that control intra-function features.
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• An essential limitation of using dynamic-tracing based techniques for kernel debloating

(which are the de facto approach) is the imperfect test suites and benchmarks.

• Domain-specific information can be used to further debloat the kernel by removing the

kernel modules that were executed in the baseline kernel but are not needed by the

actual deployment.

• Application-oriented kernel debloating can lead to further kernel code reduction for

microkernels (e.g., L4) and extensively customized kernels (e.g., the Firecracker kernel).

In addition to validation of my research hypervisor, I expand the traditional definition

of kernel debloating. Besides removing redundant code from kernels, restricting access of

redundant code and reducing inefficiency can also be a mean of debloating. I present KFuse,

which reduces the inefficiency of existing kernel components (BPF).

I make the observation that extensions can be collectively optimized after they are verified

individually and loaded into the shared kernel.

5



CHAPTER 2: BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK

I discuss and compare different kernel debloating approaches. They can be broadly classi-

fied into (1) feature-based debloating, (2) compiler-based debloating, (3) binary debloating

or (4) kernel rearchitecture.

Feature-based Debloating The Linux kernel provides the KConfig mechanism for con-

figuring the kernel. However, the complexity of KConfig makes it hard to tailor a kernel con-

figuration for a given application. Kurmus et al. [3] tried to automate KConfig based kernel

customization by obtaining a runtime kernel trace for a target application, then mapping the

trace back to the source lines and using source lines along with configuration dependencies

for arriving at an optimal configuration. While they were able to achieve 50-80% reduction in

kernel size, their approach still requires some manual effort for creating predefined blacklists

and whitelists of configurations [20]. Further, when multiple applications need to be run,

their approach creates a customized kernel for all of the applications together thereby limiting

the effectiveness of the attack surface reduction achieved [18]. More recently, LightVM [21]

tries to address bloat in the kernel by implementing a tool called TinyX that starts from

Linux’s tinyconfig and iteratively adds options from a bigger set of configuration options.

This involves maintaining a manually produced white-list or black-list.

Compiler-based Debloating Modern compilers are much better at code optimization

than humans are. A series of LWN.net articles [22, 23, 24, 25] discusses various cutting

edge efforts in compiler and link-time techniques that are being developed in the Linux

community that can eliminate significant amount of dead code and perform various other

code optimizations. Most of the work in this area is experimental and does not produce a

working kernel yet. They exist as out-of-tree patches [26]. The main challenge in applying

these techniques to the Linux kernel arises out of the complexities in the kernel itself. Hand-

written assembly, non-contiguous layout of functions, etc. do not make the kernel a good

candidate for compiler-based optimization/specialization as is. It requires manually going

through pieces of code and making careful changes without causing unexpected side effects.

The LLVM community in recent years has produced a suite of advanced compiler tools [27].

The Linux community hasn’t been able to take advantage of these due to its tight coupling

with the gcc toolchain, making it hard to use other compilers like clang [28] from the LLVM

tool chain to build the kernel. These are being fixed one patch at a time [29].
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Binary Debloating Binary debloating techniques do not require reconfiguring or rebuild-

ing the kernel. They work on the final kernel binary as is. KASR [2] specializes the kernel

binary using a VM-based approach wherein they trace all the pages in the memory that are

used by an application – for a few iterations until the trace doesn’t change. This data is used

to mark the unused pages in the extended page tables as non-executable, thus making the

memory region unavailable to the application. Face-Change [18], shadow kernels [30] create

specialized kernel text areas for each of the target applications and switch between them

using a hypervisor to support multiple applications running together. Their performance

is limited by the performance of the hypervisor. Face-Change reported performance over-

heads ≈ 40% for I/O benchmarks and doesn’t support multithreading. KASR customizes

the kernel at a page level granularity.

Kernel Rearchitecture An orthogonal direction to specializing general purposes kernels

for attack surface reduction is to use unikernels or microkernels that define a completely new

architecture. Unikernels [10] get rid of protection rings and have the application code and

the kernel in a single ring to reduce performance overhead arising from context switches. But

this leaves kernel code that is required for the entire system including boot and termination

available to the application. Microkernels such as Mach [31] design the kernel in a very

modular manner such that the kernel TCB is minimal. This comes at the cost of performance

overhead from context switching. Moreover both these approaches require the application

to be re-built for the respective architectures. NOOKS [32] redesigns the kernel to isolate

device drives from the kernel core – to protect from vulnerable device drivers. It still leaves

active a major part of the kernel (for boot, shutdown and other OS tasks).
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CHAPTER 3: DEBLOATED KERNELS AND UNIKERNELS

3.1 OVERVIEW

A unikernel is a specialized system stack constructed by library operating systems [10].

Unikernels are known for their promised performance characteristics such as small image

size, fast boot time, low memory footprint and application performance.

In this chapter, I intend to study the unikernels and debloated commodity OS kernels (e.g.,

Linux) to understand the advantage of debloating a commodity kernel against rebuilding a

specialized kernel from scratch. I present Lupine, in which I apply two-well known unikernel-

like techniques to Linux: configuration specialization and the elimination of system call

overhead. Lupine can achieve all benefits that unikernels enjoys including small image size,

fast boot time, low memory footprint and application performance.

I conduct evaluation for Lupine and various unikernel systems and conclude that debloated

commodity OS kernels can perform as good as unikernels. More importantly, Lupine exploits

Linux to eliminate the application compatibility issues of other unikernels; it can run any

application using Linux’s highly-optimized implementation, including those that do not fit

in the unikernel domain.

3.2 INTRODUCTION

Since the inception of cloud computing, the virtual machine (VM) abstraction has dom-

inated infrastructure-as-a-service systems. However, it has recently been challenged, as

both users and cloud providers seek more lightweight offerings. For example, alternatives

such as OS-level containers have begun to attract attention due (in part) to their relatively

lightweight characteristics in dimensions such as image size, boot time, memory footprint

and overall performance.

In response, the virtualization stack has been evolving to become more lightweight in

two main ways. First, modern virtual machine monitor designs, like lightVM [21] and

AWS Firecracker [33] (or in a more extreme case unikernel monitors [8]), have reduced the

complexity and improved the performance of the monitor. Second, alternatives to large,

general-purpose guest operating systems have begun to emerge—whether it is a change in

the userspace (e.g., from Ubuntu-based to Alpine-based), a change in the configuration of

the guest kernel (e.g., TinyX [21]) or in the case of unikernels [10], a specialized library OS.

Specializing the guest VM to the extent of running a library OS tailored to an application
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Figure 3.1: Overview

is a compelling prospect, especially when the application domain is limited. Language-based

unikernels, such as MirageOS [10] (in which the library OS and application are entirely

written in OCaml), have demonstrated a combination of security and lightweight properties.

In an effort to expand the applicability of unikernel ideas, however, several unikernel/library

OS projects, including HermiTux [34], Rumprun [6], Graphene [35] and OSv [19], have

attempted to become more general and POSIX-like; some even going so far as claiming Linux

binary compatibility [34]. Approaching some level of POSIX-like generality typically requires

either a great implementation effort or a clever way to reuse existing POSIX-compatible

kernel implementations (usually NetBSD [6, 19]). However, these approaches still fall short of

true compatibility because of arbitrary restrictions (e.g., not supporting fork) and suffer by

being unable to leverage the robustness, performance or, most importantly, the community

of Linux.

In this paper, I make the observation that Linux is already highly configurable and seek

to determine exactly how close it is to achieving the sought-after properties of unikernels. I

describe Lupine Linux (Figure 3.1), in which I apply two well-known unikernel-like techniques

to Linux: specialization and the elimination of system call overhead. Though I do not

propose a general solution for specialization, I specialize Lupine through the kernel’s Kconfig

mechanisms by (1) eliminating functionality from the kernel that is not necessary for the

unikernel domain (e.g., support for hardware devices or multiprocessing) and (2) tailoring

the kernel as much as possible to the particular application. Lupine eliminates system call

overhead by running the application in the same privilege domain as the kernel via the

existing (but not upstream) Kernel Mode Linux (KML) [36] patch.

When evaluating Lupine against a state-of-the-art lightweight VM (AWS Firecracker’s

microVM) and three POSIX-like unikernels, I find that Lupine outperforms microVM and

at least one of the reference unikernels in all of the following dimensions: image size (4 MB),

boot time (23 ms), memory footprint (21 MB), system call latency (20 µs), and application

performance (up to 33% higher throughput than microVM). While both unikernel techniques
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played a role in improving performance, specialization had the largest effect: despite up to

40% reduction in system call latency due to KML on microbenchmarks, I found it improved

application performance on macrobenchmarks by only 4%.

Regarding specialization via configuration, I attempted to determine the most practical

degree of specialization for Lupine. To this end, I examined the effects of specialization in

Lupine by heuristically creating specialized configurations for the top 20 cloud applications—

that account for 83% of all downloads—as determined by popularity on Docker Hub. I

categorize 550 configuration options from the microVM kernel and find only 19 of them are

required to run all 20 applications, suggesting a tiny, application-agnostic kernel configura-

tion that achieves unikernel-like performance without the complications of per-application

specialization.

Lupine exploits Linux to eliminate the generality issues of other POSIX-like unikernels;

it can run any application using Linux’s highly-optimized implementation, including those

that do not fit in the unikernel domain. In this context, I examine how unikernel prop-

erties degrade in the face of generality and find a graceful degradation property. Where

other unikernels may crash on fork, Lupine continues to run. Moreover, I find virtually no

overhead for supporting multiple address spaces and at worst an 8% overhead to support

multiple processors, concluding that many unikernel restrictions are avoided unnecessarily

for POSIX-like unikernels.

3.3 UNIKERNELS

Unikernels [6, 7, 10, 19, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41] have garnered widespread interest by

providing a lightweight, simple, secure and high-performance alternative to the complex,

conventional, general-purpose compute stacks that have evolved over many years. In this

section, I give a brief background and classification of unikernel projects and their benefits,

describing some of the techniques that they have used to achieve these benefits and identify

some common limitations.

3.3.1 Background

Unikernels are the most recent incarnation of library OS [35, 42, 43, 44] designs. They

are typically associated with cloud environments and consist of a single application linked

with a library that provides enough functionality to run directly on a virtual-hardware-like

interface. I organize unikernels into two categories: language-based and POSIX-like.
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Language-based. Language-based unikernels are library OS environments that are tied

to a specific programming language runtime and libraries, for example, MirageOS [10] for

OCaml, IncludeOS [37] for C++, Clive [38] for Go, HalVM [39] for Haskell, runtime.js [7]

for JavaScript, Ling [40] for Erlang, and ClickOS [41] for Click router rules [45]. Language-

based unikernels typically do not need to implement or adhere to POSIX functionality,

which can lead to small images, suitability for compiler-based analyses and optimizations,

and reliability or security from the use of language features. For example, 39 out of 40 of all

bugs found in Linux drivers in 2017 were due to memory safety issues [46] that could have

been avoided by a high-level language. However, the requirement for applications to adhere

to a particular language and interface limits adoption.

POSIX-like. POSIX-like unikernels are library OS environments that use a single address

space and a single privilege level but attempt to provide some amount of compatibility with

existing applications. OSv [19] and HermiTux [34] are two unikernels that boast binary

compatibility with Linux applications but reimplement kernel functionality from scratch,

losing the opportunity to benefit from the maturity, stability, performance and community

of Linux. Unlike language-based unikernels and Rumprun [6], a POSIX-like unikernel that

leverages NetBSD to avoid reimplementation, OSv and HermiTux do not require the ap-

plication to be linked with the library OS which (mostly) eliminates the need to modify

application builds1 and eases deployment at the cost of losing specialization opportunities.

3.3.2 Benefits and Techniques

Unikernels achieve benefits like low boot times, security, isolation, small image sizes, low

memory footprint and performance through a combination of optimizing the monitor [8, 21]

and construction of the unikernel itself.2

Lightweight monitors. Traditional virtual machine monitors like QEMU are general

and complex, with 1.8 million lines of C code and the ability to emulate devices and even

different CPU architectures. Recently, unikernel monitors [8] have shown that a unikernel’s

reduced requirement for faithful hardware emulation can result in a dramatically simpler,

more isolated and higher performing monitor (which may not even require virtualization

hardware [9]). As a result, unikernels have been shown to boot in as little as 5-10 ms, as

1These systems typically maintain a curated application list. While modifications to the applications on
the list are relatively minor, this approach severely limits what can run in practice, as I will see in Section 3.5.

2Some unikernels, especially language-based unikernels, use other techniques, discussed further in Sec-
tion 3.7.
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opposed to hundreds of milliseconds for containers or minutes for VMs [8, 47], which is

important for new compute models like serverless computing [48, 49]. At the same time,

general-purpose monitors have also been reducing generality (such as forgoing some device

emulation) for performance: for example, AWS Firecracker [33] and LightVM [21] optimize

for boot time by eliminating PCI enumeration. Firecracker also improves the security posture

of monitors by using a memory-safe language (Rust).

Specialization. Unikernels embody a minimalist philosophy, where they only require those

code modules that are needed for a particular application to run on virtual hardware.

This leads to smaller image sizes, lower memory footprint, and smaller attack surfaces.

In language-based unikernels, like MirageOS, the relatively tight integration between the

language, package manager and build process implements this philosophy well. POSIX-like

unikernels, like Rumprun, OSv or HermiTux, balance how much they specialize with com-

patibility and reuse of legacy code, but typically attempt to provide at least coarse-grained

specialization.

System Call Overhead Elimination. Unikernels contain, by definition, a single appli-

cation. Therefore, logically, the library OS and the application exist in the same security and

availability domain. As a result, unikernels typically run all code in the same CPU privilege

domain and in the same address space in order to improve performance over traditional

systems. There is no need to switch context between application and kernel functions.

3.3.3 The Ideal Unikernel

Unfortunately, existing unikernels face challenges in terms of generality; applications may

need to be written from scratch, potentially in an unfamiliar language (e.g., language-based

unikernels). Those that do try to address generality (e.g., POSIX-like unikernels) find them-

selves in the unenviable position of trying to reimplement Linux, at least in part.

The ideal unikernel would enjoy all of the benefits that they are known for while also being

able to support Linux applications and share its community.

3.4 LUPINE LINUX

I make Linux behave like a unikernel by specialization and system call overhead elimina-

tion. I specialize Lupine according to both applications and the unikernel constraints such as

the single-process nature or expected deployment environments (Section 3.4.1). I eliminate
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Figure 3.2: Specialization and system call overhead elimination in Lupine.

the system call overheads by applying KML patches to Linux that allow applications to run

in kernel mode (Section 3.4.2).

Like some POSIX-like unikernels (e.g., HermiTux [34] and OSv [19]), but unlike others

(e.g., Rumprun [6]), Lupine is not a single, statically-linked binary. Instead, a Lupine

unikernel consists of a kernel binary that dynamically loads the application code from a root

filesystem (rootfs) as in other Linux-based systems. Figure 3.2 shows the specifics of the

generation of Lupine kernel binary and root filesystem. Lupine kernel binary is configured to

be a small, special-purpose Linux kernel image, obtained via the specialization highlighted

in orange in Figure 3.2. Also, the kernel is enhanced with Kernel Mode Linux (KML) so

that Lupine runs the target application as a kernel-mode process, thereby avoiding context

switches. An application manifest informs the application-specific kernel configuration.

I leverage Docker container images to obtain minimal root filesystems with applications

and all their dependencies such as dynamically-linked libraries (e.g., libc, libm, etc.)3. As

the root filesystem is specialized, Lupine does not employ a general-purpose init system.

Instead, Lupine creates an application-specific startup script based on container metadata.

For example, the entrypoint describes the parameters with which to invoke the application,

and the env variables describe how to set up the environment. Like the kernel image, the

script is informed by the application manifest; for example, it may initialize the network

device, mount loopback devices or the proc filesystem, generate entropy, set ulimits, set en-

vironment variables, or create directories before executing the application. Finally, I convert

the container images that include the application binary, a KML-enabled libc (described in

Section 3.4.2) and the application-specific startup script into an ext2 image that the spe-

3Tools such as Docker Slim [50] help ensure a minimal dependency set.
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Figure 3.3: Linux kernel configuration options (log scale)

cialized Lupine kernel will use as its root filesystem. At runtime, a standard virtual machine

monitor (e.g., Firecracker) launches the Lupine kernel and rootfs.

The concrete details of the application manifest are out of scope for this paper. At its

simplest, an application manifest could be a developer-supplied kernel configuration and

startup script.

3.4.1 Specialization

The Linux kernel contains considerable facilities for specialization through its Kconfig

configuration mechanism. In total, there are 15,953 configuration options for Linux 4.0.

Configuration options determine whether features should be included in the kernel by com-

piling the source code for the feature and either linking it into the kernel image or into a

module that can be dynamically loaded into a running kernel. Kernel configuration options

empower users to select or enable (for example) support for a variety of hardware (e.g.,

device drivers), a variety of services to applications (e.g., filesystems, network protocols)

and algorithms governing management of the most basic compute resources (e.g., memory

management, scheduling).

Figure 3.3 shows the total number of available configuration options (by directory) in

the Linux source tree. Unsurprisingly, almost half of the configuration options are found in

drivers to support the wide range of devices that Linux runs on. Figure 3.3 also shows the

breakdown of configuration options selected by AWS Firecracker’s microVM configuration.

This is a Linux configuration that allows a general-purpose workload to specifically run on

the Firecracker monitor on the x86 64 architecture. This configuration can safely omit a

vast majority of configurable functionality because of the known constraints of Firecracker,

as shown in Figure 3.4. For example, the vast majority of the driver and architecture-specific

options are not necessary since the virtual I/O devices and architecture are pre-determined.

Even more configurable functionality can be safely omitted for Lupine because of the

14



Figure 3.4: Breakdown of kernel configuration options down to unnecessary ones by unikernel
property.

known constraints of the unikernel domain. As depicted in Figure 3.4, starting from Fire-

cracker’s microVM configuration, I manually removed approximately 550 (66%) of the se-

lected options that I deemed potentially unnecessary for the unikernel domain as further

described below. I refer to the remaining 283 (34%) configuration options as lupine-base.

I further manually classified the 550 removed options into categories based on features

or design properties of unikernels and not based on the Linux kernel’s structure as in Fig-

ure 3.3. Application-specific options are only necessary for certain applications and may be

reintroduced on top of lupine-base to create an application-specific configuration. Others are

not necessary for any unikernel application, either because of the single-process nature of

unikernels or the predictable runtime environment of virtual machines in the cloud. I now

describe these categories (Figure 3.4) and provide examples.

3.4.1.1 Application-specific options.

Unikernels are driven by a minimalist philosophy where they only contain functionality

that the application needs. While compatibility with Linux often implies some compromises,

an application-centric approach can be applied towards Linux kernel configuration. To this

end, I categorize certain configuration options as application-specific, which may or may not

appear in any Lupine unikernel’s kernel configuration. I also discuss various granularities at

which an application manifest could inform kernel configuration, but leave the generation of

such a manifest (which could utilize static or dynamic analysis [3, 51, 52]) to future work.

Unikernels embody DevOps industry trends, in which system configuration and runtime

operations tasks are tightly integrated with application development. I identified approx-
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Option Enabled System Call(s)
ADVISE SYSCALLS madvise, fadvise64
AIO io setup, io destroy, io submit, io cancel, io getevents
BPF SYSCALL bpf
EPOLL epoll ctl, epoll create, epoll wait, epoll pwait
EVENTFD eventfd, eventfd2
FANOTIFY fanotify init, fanotify mark
FHANDLE open by handle at, name to handle at
FILE LOCKING flock
FUTEX futex, set robust list, get robust list
INOTIFY USER inotify init, inotify add watch, inotify rm watch
SIGNALFD signalfd, signalfd4
TIMERFD timerfd create, timerfd gettime, timerfd settime

Table 3.1: Linux configuration options that enable/disable system calls.

imately 100 network-related options, including a variety of less popular protocols and 35

filesystem-related configuration options that represent system configuration tradeoffs that

depend on the (single) application. At a finer granularity, if I assume the application or

container manifest details exactly which system calls an application will use,4 then I can

configure Linux to include some necessary system calls. For example, Table 3.1 lists config-

uration options that dictate whether one or more system calls (and their implementations)

are compiled into the kernel binary. As an example of application-specific configuration,

the redis key-value store requires EPOLL and FUTEX by default, whereas the nginx web

server additionally requires AIO and EVENTFD. A Lupine kernel compiled for redis does

not contain the AIO or EVENTFD-related system calls.

In addition to the above, some applications expect other services from the kernel, for in-

stance, the /proc filesystem or sysctl functionality. Moreover, the Linux kernel maintains

a substantial library that resides in the kernel because of its traditional position as a more

privileged security domain. Unikernels do not maintain the traditional privilege separation

but may make use of this functionality directly or indirectly by using a protocol or service

that needs it (e.g., cryptographic routines for IPsec). I marked 20 compression-related and

55 crypto-related options from the microVM configuration as application-specific. Finally,

Linux contains significant facilities for debugging; a Lupine unikernel can select up to 65

debugging and information-related kernel configuration options from microVM’s configura-

tion.

In total, I classified approximately 311 configuration options as application-specific as

shown in Figure 3.4. In Section 3.5, I will evaluate the degree of application specialization via

4While generating the manifest is, in general, an open problem, several products and projects like
DockerSlim[50] and Twistlock[53] rely on similar system-call information.
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Linux kernel configuration (and its effects) achieved in Lupine for common cloud applications.

3.4.1.2 Unnecessary options.

Some options in microVM’s configuration will, by definition, never be needed by any

Lupine unikernel so they can be safely eliminated. I categorize these options into two

groups: (1) those that stem from the single-process nature of unikernels and (2) those that

stem from the expected virtual hardware environment in the cloud.

Unikernels are not intended for multiple processes. The Linux kernel is intended to

run multiple processes, thus requiring configurable functionality for synchronization, schedul-

ing and resource accounting. For example, cgroups and namespaces are specific mechanisms

that limit, account for and isolate resource utilization between processes or groups of pro-

cesses. I classified about 20 configuration options related to cgroups and namespaces in

Firecracker’s microVM configuration.

Furthermore, the kernel is usually run in a separate, more privileged security domain

than the application. As such, the kernel contains enhanced access control systems such as

SELinux and functionality to guard the crossing from the application domain to the kernel

domain, such as seccomp filters, all of which are all unnecessary for unikernels. More impor-

tantly, security options with a severe impact on performance are also unnecessary for this

reason. For example, KPTI (kernel page table isolation [54]) forbids the mapping of kernel

pages into processes’ page table to mitigate the Meltdown [55] vulnerability. This dramat-

ically affects system call performance; when testing with KPTI on Linux 5.0 I measured a

10x slowdown in system call latency. In total, I eliminated 12 configuration options due to

the single security domain.

Linux is well equipped to run on multiple-processor systems. As a result, the kernel

contains various options to include and tune SMP and NUMA functionality. On the other

hand, since most unikernels do not support fork, the standard approach to take advantage

of multiple processors is to run multiple unikernels.

Finally, Linux contains facilities for dynamically loading functionality through modules.

A single application facilitates the creation of a kernel that contains all functionality it needs

at build time.

Overall, I attribute the removal of 89 configuration options to the single-process—“uni”—

characteristics of unikernels as shown in Figure 3.4 (under ”Multiple Processes”). In Sec-

tion 3.6, I examine the relaxation of this property.
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Unikernels are not intended for general hardware. default configurations for Linux

are intended to result in a general-purpose system. Such a system is intimately involved in

managing hardware with configurable functionality to perform tasks, including power man-

agement, hotplug and driving and interfacing with devices. Unikernels, which are typically

intended to run as virtual machines in the cloud, can leave many physical hardware manage-

ment tasks to the underlying host or hypervisor. Firecracker’s microVM kernel configuration

demonstrates the first step by eliminating many unnecessary drivers and architecture-specific

configuration options (as shown in Figure 3.3). Lupine’s configuration goes further by clas-

sifying 150 configuration options—including 24 options for power management that can be

left to the underlying host—as unnecessary for Lupine unikernels as shown in Figure 3.4.

3.4.2 Eliminating System Call Overhead

Kernel Mode Linux [36] is an existing patch to Linux that enables normal user processes

to run in kernel mode, and call kernel routines directly without any expensive privilege

transitions or context switches during system calls. Yet they are processes that, unlike kernel

modules, do not require any change to the programming model and can take advantage of

all system services for normal processes such as paging or scheduling.

While KML was designed for multiple applications to run, some as kernel-mode processes

(identified by the path to the executable rooted at /trusted) and some as normal user-mode

processes, the goal for Lupine is to mimic a unikernel that, by definition, only contains a

single—privileged—application. As a result, I modify KML for Lupine so that all processes

(of which there should be one) will execute in kernel mode. Note that, despite running

the application with an elevated privilege level via KML, no kernel bypass occurs. Kernel

execution paths enumerated due to system calls by an application remain identical regardless

of whether KML is in use or not.

For the implementation of KML in Lupine, I applied the modified KML patch to the

Linux kernel. I also patched musl libc, the libc implementation used by Alpine, for the

distribution of Linux that I chose for the container images that form the basis of Lupine

unikernel images. The patch is minimal: it replaces the syscall instruction used to issue

a system call at each call site with a normal, same-privilege call instruction. The address

of the called function is exported by the patched KML kernel using the vsyscall5. For

5The original KML design took advantage of the 32-bit kernel and dynamic behavior in glibc to entirely
avoid modifications to glibc. In 32-bit mode, some versions of glibc would dynamically select whether to
do the newer, faster sysenter x86 instruction to enter the kernel on a system call or use the older, slower
int 0x80 mechanism. The decision was made based on information exported by the kernel via the vsyscall
mechanism (a kernel page exported to user space). KML introduced a third option, call
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Name monitor kernel
ver

kernel conf userspace

MicroVM Firecracker 4.0 microVM Alpine 3.10
Lupine Firecracker 4.0 lupine-base Alpine 3.10

Table 3.2: Systems used to evaluate the Lupine unikernel.

most binaries that are dynamically linked, the patched libc can simply be loaded without

requiring the recompilation of the binary. Statically linked binaries running on Lupine must

be recompiled to link against the patched libc. Note that this is far less invasive than the

changes required by many unikernels including not only recompilation but often a modified

build.

3.5 EVALUATION

The purpose of this evaluation is to show that Lupine can achieve most benefits of uniker-

nels: small image size, fast boot time, small memory footprint, no system call overheads, and

application performance. I compare several unikernel and non-unikernel systems as summa-

rized in Table 3.2. MicroVM is a baseline, representing a state-of-the-art VM-based approach

to running a Linux application on the cloud. OSv, HermiTux and Rump are unikernels that

(partially) recreate Linux functionality inside their library OS. They provide comparison

targets to define unikernel-like functionality for the purposes of the evaluation. All systems

use the Firecracker monitor, except for HermiTux and Rump that use specialized unikernel

monitors [8].6

I use the same Linux kernel version for all cases. I use Linux 4.0 with KML patches

applied.7 MicroVM uses AWS Firecracker’s microVM configuration adapted to Linux 4.0.

Lupine uses an application-specific configuration atop the microVM-derived lupine-base con-

figuration, as described in Section 3.4.1, with 2 variants:

• -nokml is used to highlight the contribution of eliminating context switches versus

specialization. Lupine-nokml differs from lupine in two ways: (1) it uses a kernel that

does not have the KML patch applied, and (2) contains CONFIG PARAVIRT, as also

present in microVM, which unfortunately conflicts with KML despite being important

for performance (as I will see).

• -tiny indicates Lupine is optimized for size over performance. Lupine-tiny differs from

lupine in that it (1) is compiled to optimize for space with -Os rather than for perfor-

6Both uhyve and solo5-hvt are descendants of ukvm.
7Linux 4.0 is the most recent available version for KML.
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mance with -O2 and (2) has 9 modified configuration options that state clear space/per-

formance tradeoffs in Kconfig (e.g., CONFIG BASE FULL).8

A third variant is not application-specific:

• -general is a Lupine kernel with a configuration derived from the union of all application-

specific configurations from the most popular 20 applications as described in Table 3.3

in Section 3.5.1.

All experiments were run on a single server with an 8 core Intel Xeon CPU (E3-1270 v6) at

3.80GHz and 16 GB of memory. For a fair comparison, the unikernel (or guest) was limited

to 1 VCPU (pinned to a physical core) as most unikernels are single-threaded and 512 MB

of memory (except the experiment for memory footprint). This was done for all performance

tests. The VM monitor could also make use of 3 additional CPUs and the benchmark client

used the remaining 4 physical CPUs if a client was needed.

I present three main conclusions from the evaluation. First, I confirm that kernel spe-

cialization is important: Lupine achieves up to 73% smaller image size, 59% faster boot

time, 28% lower memory footprint and 33% higher throughput than the state-of-the-art

VM. However, I find that specialization on an application-level granularity may not be im-

portant: only 19 application-specific options cover the 20 most popular applications (83%

of all downloads) and I find at most 4% reduction in performance by using a common con-

figuration. Second, I find that, while running the application in the same privilege domain

improves performance up to 40% on microbenchmarks, it only has a 4% improvement in

macrobenchmarks, indicating that system call overhead should not be a primary concern

for unikernel developers. Finally, I show that Lupine avoids major pitfalls of POSIX-like

unikernels that stem from not being Linux-based, including both the lack of support for

unmodified applications and performance from highly-optimized code.

3.5.1 Configuration Diversity

Lupine attempts to mimic the only-what-you-need approach of unikernels in order to

achieve some of their performance and security characteristics. In this subsection, I evaluate

how much specialization of the Linux kernel occurs in practice when considering the most

popular cloud applications. My primary finding is that many of the same configuration

options are required by the most popular applications, and they are relatively few (19 options

for the 20 most popular applications).

8Determining exactly which options should be selected for a tiny kernel is difficult, but studies have shown
that tinyconfig is a good starting point [56].
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Name Downloads Description

# Options
atop

lupine-
base

nginx 1.7 Web server 13
postgres 1.6 Database 10
httpd 1.4 Web server 13
node 1.2 Language runtime 5
redis 1.2 Key-value store 10
mongo 1.2 NOSQL database 11
mysql 1.2 Database 9
traefik 1.1 Edge router 8
memcached 0.9 Key-value store 10
hello-world 0.9 C program “hello” 0
mariadb 0.8 Database 13
golang 0.6 Language runtime 0
python 0.5 Language runtime 0
openjdk 0.5 Language runtime 0
rabbitmq 0.5 Message broker 12
php 0.4 Language runtime 0
wordpress 0.4 PHP/mysql blog tool 9
haproxy 0.4 Load balancer 8
influxdb 0.3 Time series database 11
elasticsearch 0.3 Search engine 12

Table 3.3: Top twenty most popular applications on Docker Hub (by billions of downloads)
and the number of additional configuration options each requires beyond the lupine-base
kernel configuration. 9

Unlike other unikernel approaches, Lupine poses no restrictions on applications and re-

quires no application modifications, alternate build processes, or curated package lists. As

a result, I were able to directly run the most popular cloud applications on Lupine uniker-

nels. To determine popularity, I used the 20 most downloaded container images from Docker

Hub [57]. I find that popularity follows a power-law distribution: 20 applications account

for 83% of all downloads. Table 3.3 lists the applications.

For each application, in place of an application manifest, I carried out the following process

to determine the minimal viable configuration. First I ran the application as a standard

container to determine success criteria for the application. While success criteria could

include sophisticated test suites or achieving performance targets, I limited ourselves to

9I exclude the Docker daemon in this table because Linux 4.0 does not support layered file systems, a
prerequisite for Docker.
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the following tests. Language runtimes like golang, openjdk or python were tested by

compiling (when applicable) a hello world application and testing that the message was

correctly printed. Servers like elasticsearch or nginx were tested with simple queries or

health status queries. haproxy and traefik were tested by checking the logs indicating

that they were ready to accept traffic. I discuss the potential pitfalls of this approach in

Section 3.7.

Once I had determined success criteria, I attempted to run the application on a Linux

kernel built with the lupine-base configuration as described in Section 3.4.1. Recall that

the base configuration is derived from microVM but lacks about 550 configuration options

that I classified as hardware management, multiprocessing and application-specific. Some

applications require no further configuration options to be enabled beyond lupine-base. For

others, I added new options one by one while testing the application at each step. I expected

all new options to be from the set classified as application-specific.

The process was manual: application output guided which configuration options to try.

For example, an error message like “the futex facility returned an unexpected error code”

indicated that I should add CONFIG FUTEX, “epoll create1 failed: function not implemented”

suggested I try CONFIG EPOLL and “can’t create UNIX socket” indicated CONFIG UNIX. Some

error messages were less helpful and required some trial and error. Finally, some messages

indicated that the application was likely not well-suited to be a unikernel. For example,

postgres in Linux is made up of five processes (background writers, checkpointer, and

replicator). It required CONFIG SYSVIPC, an option I had classified as multi-process related

and therefore not appropriate for a unikernel. Lupine can run such an application despite

its obvious non-unikernel character, which is an advantage over other unikernel-based ap-

proaches. I will discuss the implications of relaxing unikernel restrictions in Section 3.6.

I conservatively estimate the time spent per application for a knowledgeable researcher

or graduate student as 1 to 3 hours. However, I found knowledge of kernel options and

experience accelerated the process. For example, I no longer need to perform trial and

error for certain options, as I have learned that CONFIG FUTEX is needed by glibc-based

applications, and CONFIG EPOLL is used by applications that utilize event polling.

Table 3.3 shows the number of configuration options (beyond lupine-base) deemed nec-

essary to reach the success criteria for each application. Figure 3.5 depicts overlapping

options thus showing how the union of the necessary configuration options grows as more

applications are considered. The union of all configuration options is 19; in other words, a

kernel (lupine-general) with only 19 configuration options added on top of the lupine-base

configuration is sufficient to run all 20 of the most popular applications. The flattening of

the growth curve provides evidence that a relatively small set of configuration options may
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Figure 3.5: Growth of unique kernel configuration options to support more applications.

 0
 2
 4
 6
 8

 10
 12
 14
 16

microVM
lupine

lupine-general

hermitux
osv rump

M
e

g
a

b
y
te

s

Figure 3.6: Image size for hello world.

be sufficient to support a large number of popular applications.

As I show later in the evaluation, a kernel containing all of these common options, lupine-

general, performs similarly to a manually configured kernel, an observation that matches

recent results from building a systematic kernel debloating framework [13]. As a result,

general users will likely not need to perform the manual process described in this section

and can use lupine-general directly. It is an open question, however, to provide a guarantee

that lupine-general is sufficient for a given workload.

3.5.2 Image Size

Most unikernels achieve small image sizes by eschewing generality. Similarly, Lupine uses

the Linux kernel’s configuration facilities for specialization. Figure 3.6 compares the kernel

image size of Lupine to microVM and several unikernels—all configured to run a simple

hello world application in order to measure the minimal possible kernel image size. The

lupine-base image (sufficient for the hello world) is only 27% of the microVM image, which

is already a slim kernel image for general cloud applications. When configuring Lupine to

optimize for size over performance (-tiny), the Lupine image shrinks by a further 6%.

Figure 3.6 shows Lupine to be comparable to my reference unikernel images. All config-

urations except Rump utilize dynamic loading, so I report only the size of the kernel. To

avoid unfairly penalizing unikernels like Rump, that statically link large libraries (like libc,
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Figure 3.7: Boot time for hello world.

which consists of 24M), I configure them to run a trivial hello world application without

libc.

I also examined the effect on application-specific configuration on the Lupine kernel image

size. I found that the image size of lupine kernels varied from 27−33% of microVM’s baseline.

Compared to lupine-base, this corresponds to an increase of up to 19 percent. Even with the

largest Lupine kernel configuration (lupine-general, that is capable of running all of the top

20 applications) the resulting image size remains smaller than the corresponding OSv and

Rump image sizes. I note that lupine-general is an upper bound for kernel image size for

the kernels associated with any application in Table 3.3, including redis, nginx, etc.

3.5.3 Boot Time

Figure 3.7 shows the boot time to run a hello-world application for each configuration.

Firecracker logs the boot time of all Linux variants and OSv based on an I/O port write from

the guest. I modified the unikernel monitors solo5-hvt and uhyve respectively to similarly

measure boot time via an I/O port write from the guest.

As shown in Figure 3.7, use of a unikernel monitor does not guarantee fast boot time.

Instead, unikernel implementation choices dominate the boot time. The OSv measurements

show how dramatic the effects of unikernel implementation can be: when I first measured it

using zfs (the standard r/w filesystem for OSv), boot time was 10x slower than the numbers

I had seen reported elsewhere. After investigation, I found that a reduction in unikernel

complexity to use a read-only filesystem resulted in the 10x improvement, thus underscoring

the importance of implementation.

Lupine’s configuration shows significant improvement over microVM and comparable boot

time to the reference unikernels. In Figure 3.7, I present the boot time without KML (lupine-

nokml). A primary enabler of fast boot time in Linux comes from the CONFIG PARAVIRT con-

figuration option which is active in microVM and lupine-nokml, but currently incompatible

with KML. Without this option boot time jumps to 71 ms for Lupine. I believe that the
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Figure 3.8: Memory footprint.

incompatibilities with KML are not fundamental and could be overcome with engineering

effort and would result in similar boot times to lupine-nokml. I do not find an improvement

in Lupine’s boot time when employing space-saving techniques (-tiny) with or without KML.

In other words, the 6% reduction in image size described in Section 3.5.2 does not affect boot

time thus implying that boot time is more about reducing the complexity of the boot process

than the image size. For lupine-general, I measured an additional boot time of 2 ms. Note

that this is still faster than HermiTux and OSv (with zfs). I note that, similar to image

size, lupine-general conveys an upper bound in kernel boot time for the kernels associated

with any application in Table 3.3, including redis, nginx, etc.

3.5.4 Memory Footprint

Unikernels achieve low memory footprint by using small runtime images that include

only what is needed to run a particular application. I define the memory footprint for an

application as the minimum amount of memory required by the unikernel to successfully run

that application as defined by success criteria described in Section 3.5.1. I determine the

memory footprint by repeatedly testing the unikernel with a decreasing memory parameter

passed to the monitor. My choice of applications was severely limited by what the (non-

Lupine) unikernels could run without modification; I only present the memory footprint for

three applications as shown in Figure 3.8. Unfortunately, HermiTux cannot run nginx, so I

omit that bar.

Figure 3.8 shows the memory footprint for each application. In both application-specific

and general cases, Lupine achieves a comparable memory footprint that is even smaller than

unikernel approaches for redis. This is due in part to lazy allocation. While each of the

unikernels shows variation in memory footprint, the Linux-based approaches (microVM and

Lupine) do not.10 There is no variation because the Linux kernel binary (the first binary to

10OSv is similar to Linux in this case in that it loads the application dynamically, which is why nginx

and hello exhibit the same memory footprint; I believe redis exhibits a larger memory footprint because
of how the OSv memory allocator works.

25



 0

 0.02

 0.04

 0.06

 0.08

 0.1

microvm

lupine-nokml

lupine
lupine-general

hermitux

osv
rump

.19.17

L
a
te

n
cy

 (
μ

s)

null
read
write

Figure 3.9: System call latency via lmbench.

be loaded) is more or less the same size across applications. The binary size of the application

is irrelevant if much of it is loaded lazily and even a large application-level allocation like

the one made by redis may not be populated until later. However, an argument can be

made in favor of eliminating laziness and upfront knowledge of whether sufficient resources

will be available for an application. I further discuss this issue in the context of immutable

infrastructure in Section 3.7.

3.5.5 System call latency microbenchmark

Unikernels claim low system call latency due to the fact that the application is directly

linked with the library OS. Using Lupine, a Linux system, can achieve similar system call

latency as other POSIX-like unikernel approaches. Figure 3.9 shows the lmbench system call

latency benchmark for the various systems. 11 The results show that Lupine is competitive

with unikernel approaches for the null (getppid), read and write tests in lmbench. OSv

shows the effects of implementation choices as getppid (issued by the null system call test)

is hardcoded to always return 0 without any indirection. Read of /dev/zero is unsupported

and write to /dev/null is almost as expensive as the microVM case.

Experimentation with lupine-nokml shows that both specialization and system call over-

head elimination play a role. Specialization contributes up to 56% improvement (achieved

during the write test) over microVM. However, I found no differences in system call latency

between the application-specific and general variants (lupine-general) of Lupine. KML pro-

vides Lupine an additional 40% (achieved during the null test) improvement in system call

latency over lupine-nokml.

11I only use the system call latency benchmark in lmbench due to lack of support in some unikernels for
more complex benchmarks.
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Figure 3.10: Relationship of KML syscall latency improvement to busying-waiting iterations
(the more busy-waiting iterations the less frequent of user-kernel mode switching).

To better understand the potential performance improvements of KML on Lupine, I de-

signed a microbenchmark in which I issued the null (getppid) system call latency test in a

loop, while inserting a configurable amount of CPU work via another tight loop to control

the frequency of the switching between user and kernel mode: the frequency of switching

decreases as the number of iterations increases.

In an extreme case where the application calls the system call without doing anything else

(0 iterations) KML provides a 40% performance improvement. However, Figure 3.10 shows

how quickly the KML benefits are amortized away: with only 160 iterations between the

issued system calls the original 40% improvement in latency drops below 5%. I find similarly

low KML benefits for real-world applications in Section 3.5.6.

3.5.6 Application performance

Name redis-get redis-set nginx-conn nginx-sess
microVM 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
lupine-general 1.19 1.20 1.29 1.15
lupine 1.21 1.22 1.33 1.14
lupine-tiny 1.15 1.16 1.23 1.11
lupine-nokml 1.20 1.21 1.29 1.16
lupine-nokml-tiny 1.13 1.13 1.21 1.12
hermitux .66 .67
osv .87 .53
rump .99 .99 1.25 .53

Table 3.4: Application performance normalized to MicroVM (Note: higher value is better).

Unikernels boast good application performance due to lack of bloat and the elimination of

system call latency. Table 3.4 shows the throughput of two popular Web applications: the

nginx web server and the redis key-value store, normalized to microVM performance. As
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in the memory footprint experiment in Section 3.5.4, I were severely limited in the choice of

applications by what the various unikernels could run without modification.

For clients, I used redis-benchmark to benchmark two common redis commands, get

and set, measuring requests per second. For nginx, I used ab to measure requests per second.

Under the connection-based scenario (nginx-conn), one connection sends only one HTTP

request. Under the session-based scenario (nginx-sess), one connection sends one hundred

HTTP requests.12 I ran the clients on the same physical machine to avoid uncontrolled

network effects.

As shown in Table 3.4, Lupine outperforms the baseline and all the unikernels. A gen-

eral kernel (lupine-general) that supports 20 applications in Section 3.3 does not sacrifice

application performance. I note that, as a unikernel-like system with a single trust domain,

Lupine does not require the use of many recent security enhancements that have been shown

to incur significant slowdowns, oftentimes more than 100% [5]. I attribute much of Lupine’s

20% (or greater) application performance improvement (when compared to baseline) to dis-

abling these enhancements. The poor performance of the unikernels is most likely due to

the fact that the implementation of kernel functionality in Linux has been highly optimized

over many years thanks to the large Linux community, beyond what other implementations

can achieve. I would like to have more data points, but the inability to run applications on

the unikernels is a significant challenge: even with these two extremely popular applications,

OSv drops connections for redis and nginx has not been curated for HermiTux.

Within the Lupine variants, optimizing for space (e.g., -tiny) can cost up to 10 percentage

points (for nginx-conn), while KML adds at most 4 percentage points (also for nginx-conn).

As in the other experiments, KML and optimizing for size affects performance only a small

amount relative to specialization via configuration.

3.6 BEYOND UNIKERNELS

Unikernel applications (and their developers) are typically restricted from using multiple

processes, processors, security rings and users. These restrictions are often promoted as a

feature (e.g., a single address space saves TLB flushes and improves context-switch perfor-

mance [19, 34]) and justified or downplayed in certain contexts (e.g., many microservices do

not utilize multi-processing [9]). Unfortunately, there is no room for bending the rules: as a

unikernel, an application that issues fork will often crash or enter into an unexpected state

by a stubbed-out fork implementation (e.g., continuing as a child where there is no parent).

12I use the --keepalive option in ab.
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Such rigidity leads to serious issues for compatibility: as I encountered in my evaluation, it

is unlikely that an existing application will run unmodified on a unikernel, even if the library

OS is more-or-less binary compatible. Furthermore, there are situations where relaxing the

unikernel restrictions is imperative. As a trivial example, building the Linux kernel with a

single processor takes almost twice as long as with two processors.

Lupine is, at its core, a Linux system, and relaxing its unikernel properties is as simple

as re-enabling the relevant configuration options. This results in a graceful degradation of

unikernel-like performance properties. For example, rather than crashing on fork, Lupine

can continue to execute correctly even if it begins to experience context switch overheads.

Next, I investigate what the cost would be for Lupine to support applications that use mul-

tiprocessing features and whether including this support would adversely affect applications

that do not.

I first consider the use of multiple address spaces and experiment with two different scenar-

ios. First, I consider auxiliary processes that spend most of their time waiting either waking

up or running in a frequency that does not interfere or create contention on resources with

the application. I refer to such processes as control processes, i.e., processes that are respon-
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sible for monitoring the application for multiple purposes (e.g., shells, environment setup,

recovery and analysis, etc.). In practice, it is extremely common, for example, to find a script

that forks an application from a shell after setting up some environment variables. Lack of

support for this case from existing POSIX-compliant unikernel implementations severely

limits their generality. I design an experiment to show that such uses of multiple address

spaces are not harmful to unikernel-like performance. Specifically, I measure the system call

latencies after launching 2i (i = 0, 1, . . . , 10) control processes, using sleep as the control

process. As shown in Figure 3.11, in all cases, there is no latency increase; all measurements

(averaged over 30 runs) are within one standard deviation.

Second, I consider co-existing processes that contend resources with each other and may ex-

perience context switch overheads. To quantify these overheads, I compare the context switch

overheads for threads that do not switch address spaces (to approximate unikernel behav-

ior) versus processes. I use the messaging benchmark in perf [58] where 2i (i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4)

groups (10 senders and 10 receivers per group) of threads or processes message each other

via UNIX sockets. The benchmark implements threads with pthread and processes with

fork. For each configuration, I average the results of 30 runs. As shown in Figure 3.12, sur-

prisingly, in all numbers of groups, switching processes is not slower than switching threads

as the maximum time increase is 3% (in the KML case) when there is 1 group. In some

cases, I even see process switching outperforming thread switching by 0− 4%. This finding

matches prior work [59]. Since no performance is lost, I conclude that the adherence to a

single address space is unfounded from a performance perspective

Next, I investigate the effects of Linux’s symmetric multiprocessing (SMP) support as

configured by the CONFIG SMP kernel configuration option. I devised three experiments,

sem posix, futex and make -j, to show the worst-case scenario for supporting SMP: a system

with one processor running applications that frequently context switch. I expect to see an

overhead from a kernel that supports SMP versus a more unikernel-like kernel that does

not. sem posix and futex spawn up to 512 workers that rapidly exercise futex and POSIX

semaphore wait and post operations. Each worker starts 4 processes sharing a futex or

semaphore. make -j builds the Linux kernel using up to 512 concurrent processes. I found

sem posix incurs up to 3%, futex incurs up to 8%, and make incurs up to 3% overhead over

a kernel without SMP support. In most cases, where there would be fewer context switches,

I would expect even less overhead, so the choice to use SMP—rejected by unikernels—will

almost always outweigh the alternative.
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3.7 DISCUSSION

The evaluation in Section 3.5 and the opportunity to gracefully degrade for non-unikernel

workloads described in Section 3.6 make a compelling case for Lupine over other general-

purpose unikernel approaches. Here I discuss the robustness of my analysis of Lupine and

some benefits that unikernels achieve that Lupine does not.

3.7.1 Threats to validity

The conclusions drawn from my evaluation of Lupine rely on the correctness of my method-

ology, mainly in how the Linux kernel configuration—a notoriously messy part of Linux—is

treated. The main risk is that Lupine has underestimated the necessary kernel configuration

options for each application.

First, when determining the lupine-base configuration in Section 3.4, I may have misclas-

sified certain kernel options as unnecessary rather than application specific. Moreover, the

minimum set of configuration options that make up lupine-base may not be unique espe-

cially when considering options that provide similar functionality with different performance

or space tradeoffs such as different compiler flags: -O2 and -Os. Even if I were to find a

different, more minimal lupine-base, the conclusions would hold.

Deriving an application-specific kernel configuration is more concerning. While not a focus

of this paper—I assume its existence in the form of an application manifest—the evaluation

of Lupine depends on an accurate application-specific kernel configuration. I determined

configurations for the top 20 applications on Docker Hub based on a manual process based on

simple success criteria and benchmarks that allowed us to quickly evaluate the configurations

for many applications. When considering applications that do one thing and do it well (e.g.,

microservices), it may be more feasible to have a complete test suite to ensure that all

configuration options are accounted for. In general, the problem is difficult: a large body

of ongoing work attempts to derive kernel configuration from an application [3, 51, 52].

However, I believe the risk to be low: I noticed that many applications perform a series

of checks when they start up, reducing the importance of complex success criteria. In my

experience, in all cases, a weaker success criteria based on console output matched the

configurations derived based on benchmark success.

Finally, I note that language-based unikernels, such as MirageOS [10], while unable to

run existing POSIX applications, can use language-level analyses and package management

techniques to determine application dependencies on OS functionality (e.g., networking),

essentially removing the need for a manifest as needed by Lupine.
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3.7.2 Unachieved unikernel benefits

Two of the unikernels I evaluated Lupine against (HermiTux [34] and Rump [60]) run

on unikernel monitors [8] that are slim and optimized for unikernel workloads. Beyond

boot times, unikernel monitors have been demonstrated to require such a small amount

of host functionality that they can be implemented even as processes, thereby increasing

performance while maintaining isolation [9, 61]. Linux does not currently run on a unikernel

monitor, but it may possibly in the future given the fact that Linux can run in a variety of

limited hardware environments (e.g., even with no MMU) or in environments that are not

hardware like (e.g., User Mode Linux [62]).

The concept of immutable infrastructure has been associated with unikernels—especially

language-based unikernels—in part because they push tasks that are traditionally done at

deploy-time or later (like application configuration) to build time. As a result, the unikernel

is specialized not just for an application but for a particular deployment of an application.

However, general-purpose systems and applications often have dynamic or lazy properties—

such as those seen when measuring the memory footprint in Section 3.5.4—that limit how

immutable deployments can be. For example, interpreted code like JavaScript has become

popular in the cloud but is dynamically loaded and interpreted. Dynamic behavior—which

is pervasive in existing cloud applications and programming models—and immutability will

continue to participate in a fundamental tussle as the cloud landscape evolves.

Another benefit of language-based unikernels that Lupine does not enjoy is the ability to

perform language-based analyses or compiler optimizations that span both the application

and kernel domain. For instance, MirageOS can employ whole-system optimization tech-

niques on the OCaml code—from application to device drivers. POSIX-like unikernels tend

to have less opportunity for this type of compiler optimization due to practical deployment

and compatibility concerns when attempting to support legacy applications without com-

pletely changing their build processes. In the case of Linux, while link-time-optimization

(LTO) exists for the kernel, it does not include the application in the analyses. Special-

izing the kernel via configuration, as shown for Lupine, may improve the results of LTO,

but kernel routines or system calls cannot be inlined into the application without modifying

both the kernel and application build processes. While some interesting new approaches are

attempting this in the context of Linux [63], simultaneously maintaining full generality, or

the ability to run any application (as Lupine can), remains a challenge.
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3.8 CONCLUSION

While unikernels and library OS designs seem like a reasonable, lightweight alternative to

more traditional virtual machines, the desire to increase the generality of unikernels along

with an underestimation of the versatility of Linux has led us to stray too far from the

potential benefits of unikernels. I show that Lupine, a pure Linux system, can outperform

such unikernels in all categories including image size, boot time, memory footprint and

application performance while maintaining vital properties, e.g., the community and engi-

neering effort in the past three decades. Future research efforts should focus on making

Linux specialization more effective and accessible.
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CHAPTER 4: KERNEL SPECIALIZATION ENFORCEMENT WITH
TRADEOFFS

4.1 OVERVIEW

In this chapter, I intend to explore specialization techniques by developing DKut and

SKut– two methods to profile and eliminate unwanted kernel code at different granularities.

In order to support multiple specialized copies of kernel to run in the same operating system,

I present MultiK. MultiK is a Linux-based framework that orchestrates multiple kernels that

are specialized for individual applications in a transparent manner.

I evaluate the framework against benchmarks (STREAM [64] and perf [58]) and applica-

tions (Apache httpd [65]). The results reveal that MultiK incurs virtually zero performance

overheads. When the kernel the specialized aggressively (e.g., basic-block granularity), the

amount of kernel code reduction in size is as high as 93% for httpd when the baseline is

the ubuntu vanilla kernel. With a such aggressive kernel reduction, the produced kernel

is highly unstable and likely to crash because necessary code is not captured during the

profiling phase such as error-handling code. When reducing the kernel more inclusively at

system call granularity, the amount of reduction drops 82%. The produced kernel is more

stable than the one debloated at basic-block granularity although it still crashes sometimes.

In the next section, I introduce my study methodology including the framework, MultiK,

that orchestrates specialized kernels and two kernel profiling techniques (DKut and SKut).

General-purpose operating systems (OSes) have, over time, bloated in size. While this

is necessitated by the need to support a diverse set of applications and usage scenarios,

a significant amount of the kernel code is typically not required for any given application.

For example, Linux supports more than 300 system calls and contains code for supporting

different filesystems, network protocols, hardware drivers, etc. all of which may not be

needed for every application or deployment. While a minimal off-the-shelf install of Ubuntu

16.04 (running kernel 4.4.1) produces a kernel binary with an 8MB text section, many of

the applications that I profiled (refer to Section 4.6 for more details) only use about 800KB

of it.

In addition to performance issues, unused kernel code (when mapped into an application’s

process memory) represents an attack surface – especially if vulnerabilities exist in the unused

parts of the kernel code. Such vulnerabilities, while less common than those in applications,

are still found with regular frequency.1 Since OS kernels are often considered to be a part of

1Over 2500 vulnerabilities have been found in the Linux Kernel since 2010 (https://nvd.nist.gov/).
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the trusted computing base (TCB) for many systems, this attack surface poses a significant

risk. Today, there exist many known exploits that take advantage of kernel vulnerabilities

(e.g., CVE-2017-169952).

Researchers have explored different techniques to reduce kernel code (e.g., [2, 3, 10, 18, 66]).

For example, (1) building application specific unikernels [10], (2) tailoring kernels through

build configuration editing [3, 66], (3) providing specialized kernel views for each applica-

tion [2, 18] among others. These approaches, either need application level changes [10], or

need expert knowledge about (and manual intervention in) the selection of configurations

– they also sacrifice the amount of kernel reduction achieved to support multiple applica-

tions [3, 66], or incur significant performance overheads [18] or can only specialize the kernels

at a coarse page level granularity [2]. Note: “granularity”, in this context, refers to sizes of

code chunks that are considered for elimination; some techniques eliminate kernel code at

the page level [2] while others may choose to do it at a basic block level [18]. I show that my

framework can evaluate systems with different levels of code reduction granularity (with the

obvious result that with a finer granularity of code reductions, a greater amount of kernel

code can be eliminated (Section 4.6.1)).

 Application
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 S-Kut

Pick one (or more)
profiling methods

MultiK

Kernel
profile

 Vanilla 
Kernel

Stage 1

Application

 Custom 
Kernel

 Base Kernel 
(Kernel0)
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Figure 4.1: High level architecture of MultiK. Stage 1: an application is profiled to identify
necessary kernel code using techniques chosen by developers (this paper presents two such
possible techniques: DKut and SKut). Stage 2: MultiK reads the information for code
reduction (based on the kernel profile) generated in Stage 1. Stage 3: MultiK creates the
customized kernel (based on kernel profile from in Stage 2) when the application is launched.

In this paper I introduce MultiK (Section 4.2), a flexible, automated, framework for (1)

orchestrating multiple kernels (full or specialized) at (2) user chosen code reduction granular-

ity and (3) near-zero runtime overheads – without the need for virtualization. In addition,

MultiK does not introduce additional overhead if a finer-grain granularity is chosen. To

2https://access.redhat.com/security/cve/cve-2017-16995
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demonstrate this, I evaluate MultiK on three levels of granularity using two specialization

tools (Section 4.4), (1) DKut, a run-time profiling-based tool that can tailor the Linux kernel

at different granularity (I perform basic block- and function/symbol-granularity tailoring in

this paper) and (2) SKut, a syscall-based tool that tailors the kernel based on the system

calls used by the application. MultiK is able to simultaneously run multiple applications

that either have their kernels specialized with any one of these tools or use the full, unmod-

ified, kernel. Note that, though the two approaches (DKut and SKut) are complementary –

they can either be used independently or in conjunction with other tools/frameworks3.

Figure 4.1 shows the high-level architecture of my MultiK framework. A vanilla kernel

is profiled (Stage 1) using the application that is supposed to run on it. Note that in

contrast to existing approaches, the system designer can choose the level of granularity

and code reduction techniques (Stage 2). At runtime (Stage 3), the MultiK framework

launches the application on its specialized kernel (one application per specialized kernel4).

The entire framework executes on a “base” (vanilla) kernel. The details of each of these

stages/components are explained in the rest of the paper.

MultiK imposes very small, almost negligible, runtime overheads (< 1%) regardless of the

granularity chosen (Section 4.6). User programs run unmodified and natively. In fact, the

entire framework is transparent to application developers. My framework can also easily

integrate with container-based systems such as Docker 5 – which are popular for deploying

applications.

In summary, this paper makes the following contributions:

1. Design and implement MultiK (Section 4.3), a flexible framework for dispatching mul-

tiple kernels (specialized, unmodified or a combination of both) on the same machine

without the need for virtualization.

2. Build DKut (Section 4.4.1) and SKut (Section 4.4.2), tools for specializing a kernel at

fine (instruction-level) and coarse (system-call level) granularity, respectively.

3. Presents an evaluation for attack surface reduction and performance overheads; the

proposed framework shows virtually no runtime overhead while significantly reducing

the attack surface both in terms of the amount of eliminated code and CVEs.

I also discuss limitations of MultiK and also how other techniques can be adapted to integrate

with it (including a comparative evaluation) in Section 4.6 and Section 4.7.

3In fact, MultiK is not beholden to these tools. System designers may use their favorite profiling meth-
ods/tools. The kernel profiles that are obtained can be easily integrated with the MultiK framework.

4Though this can be generalized as explained in Section 4.7.
5https://www.docker.com
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4.2 BACKGROUND AND DESIGN GOALS

Kernel specialization for attack surface reduction has been studied in multiple previous

works. Those prior works all aimed to identify unused parts of a bloated kernel and remove

the identified parts either statically or disable them at runtime. Debloating kernels in this

way removes software vulnerabilities present in unused kernel code, reducing its attacks

surface and thereby contributing to a system’s security. In the following, I address limitations

of existing kernel attack surface reduction approaches and then set my threat model and

design goals. At the end, I illustrate an overview of my approach in MultiK to achieve my

design goals.

4.2.1 Limitations of existing approaches

Complexity in handling Kconfig One of the prominent approaches to de-bloating Linux

kernel is to use the kernel build configuration system, kconfig. However, working with those

configurations is a complex job not only because there are over 300 feature groups and more

than 20,000 individual configuration options to choose from, but also because most of these

options have many dependencies that further contribute to the complexity of the system.

While approaches to automate kconfig to tailor the Linux kernel have been proposed [3, 66],

they often require (manual) maintenance of whitelist and blacklist configuration options —

these lists quickly become irrelevant as applications and kernel evolve.

Specializing a kernel for running many applications When running multiple ap-

plication on a system, those approaches [3, 66] tailor the kernel for the combined set of

applications. This negatively affects the attack surface reduction because the kernel will

need to contain code for serving requests from all such applications, and not just for serving

a single application. For instance, orthogonal applications (e.g., Apache and ImageMagick)

only share about 20% of the kernel code for their usage. Even similar applications (e.g.,

Apache and vsftpd) share about 83% of the kernel and often leave as much as 20% not

shared. Hence, there is a high likelihood that unused code stays in the final kernel.

Use of virtualization and specialization granularity To address some of these con-

cerns, the Face-Change system proposed the customization of kernels for each applica-

tion [18]. However, their system is implemented with a hypervisor component, and this

makes applications and their kernels run in a virtual machine (with associated performance

penalties). Further, due to the use of a VMI-based approach for determining the appropriate
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kernel ”view”, Face-Change incurs additional runtime overheads (about 40% for Apache and

around 5− 7% for Unixbench).

KASR system [2] eliminates the performance overhead (keeps it within 1%) but still re-

quires applications to run in virtual machines. Moreover, their kernel specialization is limited

to a coarse page-level granularity that can still allow unnecessary and potentially vulner-

able kernel code to remain in the system. With MultiK I aim to overcome some of these

limitations as I discuss in Section 4.2.3.

Application kernel profile completeness. A precondition of using any of these kernel

reduction systems is an accurate and complete profile of the kernel facilities that applications

depend on. If this profile is incomplete, then a benign, uncompromised application may try

to execute code in the kernel that is not part of the profile. Unfortunately, executing code

that is not in the customized kernel due to an incomplete profile is indistinguishable from a

compromised application trying to execute code that the original application cannot invoke.

The need for a complete profile is a limitation of all kernel reduction systems [2, 3, 18, 66],

including MultiK.

4.2.2 Threat Model

In MultiK, I assume the following for attackers:

• Local, user-level execution is given without physical access to the machine

I assume my attackers are limited to launching local/remote attacks on kernel from

user privilege (i.e., ring 3) without having any physical access to the machine.

• Firmware, BIOS and processor are trusted Attacks on the kernel originating

from components at levels lower than the kernel are out of scope for this paper.

• Hardware devices attached to the machine are trusted Similarly, DMA attacks

and other attacks from hardware devices are out of scope.

This threat model covers general kernel exploit scenarios, i.e., launching an attack from

user-level to interfere with kernel-level execution. For instance, the followings are examples

of valid attacks on MultiK:

• Privilege escalation attacks from user to kernel.

• Control-flow hijacking attacks (arbitrary code execution) in kernel.
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• Information leaks (arbitrary read) from kernel to user.

• Unauthorized kernel data overwriting (arbitrary write) originating from user.

4.2.3 Design Goals

The overarching goal of MultiK is to reduce the kernel attack surface of a system by

generating a minimal kernel for running a set of user applications. To achieve this goal,

I aim to build a system that can do this in an efficient (i.e., no runtime overhead) and

transparent (i.e., no application changes) manner. I elaborate on the design goals of MultiK

next.

Flexible and fine-grained attack surface reduction The first design goal of MultiK is

to only permit the kernel code identified as necessary in an application’s profile to run when

the application is running. Some prior work [3] customizes kernels at feature granularity, by

minimizing build-time configuration options required for supporting a specific application

(e.g., if access to USB mass storage is not required, CONFIG USB STORAGE can be disabled

to exclude code that deals with interfacing with USB devices). Sometimes such features

are big, and because the feature is its minimal granularity, it often contains more code

than required even if only parts of features are used by applications. Similarly, KASR [2]

customizes kernels at a page granularity by dynamically removing the executable permission

for specific kernel code pages if the code in those page are not being used by the application.

However, this approach overestimates required kernel code by including a whole page (4KB)

even if application requires only parts of it. In this regard, I aim to design MultiK to

support granularity down to the basic block level. I note that in theory, MultiK can even

support byte-level granularity, but in practice since it would not make sense on current

CPU architectures to permit a subset of instructions in a basic block to execute without

permitting all the instructions in the basic block to execute, I only evaluate MultiK down

to the basic block granularity. Further, prior works often could only customize at a specific

granularity (e.g., page level for KASR [2], feature level for Tailor [3]). My goal is to design

MultiK to be a framework that can orchestrate kernels specialized at different specialization

granularity.

Fine-grained security domain for customization Another design goal for MultiK is

to customize kernel at a fine-grained security domain level. A security domain can be a

single process or an instance of a container.
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Previous works customized the kernel for a whole system (i.e., all applications or an

application stack running on the machine) [3] or to run a whole virtual machine [2]. Such

customized kernels will include the union of kernel code required by every application running

on the machine. Customizing kernels for all applications together does not minimize the

attack surface as each application will have more kernel code mapped than is required [18]. As

a result, MultiK aims to support specialized kernels for each process so that every specialized

kernel has code only necessary for the process.

Efficiency MultiK should minimize the performance overhead. Specifically, I aim to have

near-zero (< 1%) as shown in Section 4.6.4 run-time performance overhead and not interfere

with the application execution.

Transparency MultiK should not require application source code, application code in-

strumentation or application changes. Further, customized kernels must be compatible with

the target application and should able to support regular use-cases or workload of the ap-

plication. To this end, I design MultiK to interact only with the kernel space to maximize

compatibility and to support user-level applications transparently.

Flexibility in sharing system resources Some applications work and interact with each

other closely (e.g., Apache + git for GitLab and Apache + ImageMagick for MediaWiki).

For such applications MultiK should allow applications to interact using system resources

(e.g., IPC, locks, etc.) to maximize the flexibility in application interactions. Employing

virtual machine based solutions and address space isolation techniques (SFI [67], XFI [68],

etc.), will reduce the flexibility and ease of such interactions. Ideally, MultiK should let

normal interactions among applications as if they are all running on a machine with a single

kernel. Running multiple applications in Docker containers on the same machine exemplifies

this goal. In other words, I would like my design to provide customized kernels for each

application (or docker container) to strike a balance between the isolation of attack surfaces

and the flexibility (i.e., to allow normal application interactions).

4.2.4 My Approach

MULTIK: Multi-Kernel Orchestration I present MultiK (Section 4.2), a kernel run-

time that deploys tailored kernel code for each application. MultiK customizes the kernel

code before launching an application by consulting the kernel profile of the target applica-

tion. Specifically, MultiK makes (1) a copy of the entire kernel text to a new physical memory
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region, (2) removes the unused parts from this kernel copy by using the application’s ker-

nel profile and (3) deploys the application with this tailored kernel. To transparently and

efficiently deploy tailored kernel code for each application, page table entries for the kernel

text are updated. That is, MultiK alters virtual-to-physical page mappings to point the

application to the new customized kernel. By doing this, I can switch automatically the

kernel between applications (with near-zero performance overhead) because the page table

will be switched as part of a context switch.

MultiK can work with application kernel profiles produced at different granularities and

using different profiling techniques. I use two specialization techniques (presented below) to

demonstrate and evaluate MultiK.

MultiK
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Figure 4.2: MultiK Architecture. This figure depicts the runtime kernel specialization of
MultiK. When an application is launched, MultiK first fetches the application’s kernel profile
from the kernel profile database. Next, MultiK clones the Kernel0 as Kernel0’ and then
masks the parts that are not contained in the application’s kernel profile. As a result,
MultiK creates a customized kernel for the running application. MultiK applies this process
for all applications running in the system, and each application runs with its own customized
kernel.

D-KUT: Dynamic tracing DKut (Figure 4.6) is a tool to identify the kernel code neces-

sary for an application. I leverage dynamic tracing of the kernel execution while the system

is running the target application with its use cases. This approach has also been used in

previous work (e.g., [2, 3, 18, 66]). The purpose of this step is to determine which parts of
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kernel code to remove before application deployment. In particular, I will remove any code

that is not included in the dynamic execution traces. My tracer collects and stores executed

parts of the kernel at basic-block granularity (the smallest granularity) to maximize attack

surface reduction. For tracing to be effective and for the customized kernel to not impact

application execution, tracing requires a good set of use cases that are representative of an

application’s kernel usage. Previous work (e.g., [3]) has found that a modest amount of test

cases and tracing runs are sufficient to get good coverage of an application’s kernel profile.

Here I assume that such test cases are supplied by application developers or deployers (e.g.,

from unit tests, benchmarks, workloads etc.). Generating the workloads or test cases is

not in scope for this work because MultiK does not limit how the kernel is profiled. Since

different applications exercise different parts of the kernel, I need to carry out the tracing

for each application and store them as an application’s kernel profile. This collected kernel

profile is used by MultiK when it generates a tailored kernel for an application at runtime.

Note that MultiK works independently of the kernel customization technique and can use

a kernel profile generated by any existing or future customization techniques.

S-KUT: Syscall Analysis SKut is an approach to expand the kernel profile and enhance

the reliability. To be more specific, SKut tries to include rarely-triggered exception/ error

handling code while being able to remove a large portion of the kernel. I use the compiler

features to analyze the kernel source code. By doing this, I can have precise information of

what code should be included. For this approach to be effective, the deployer has to have

a list of system calls that the application uses by either static (i.e., symbolic execution) or

dynamic methods (i.e., strace). MultiK does not address and limit how the list of system

calls is generated.

Benefits An immediate benefit of removing large portions of unused kernel code is the

resulting attack surface reduction. Vulnerabilities (both known and unknown) present in

the removed code will never exist in the resulting runtime kernels. My evaluation results

show that MultiK successfully removes large portions of kernel code (e.g., unused kernel

functions, system calls and loadable kernel modules) from the application’s memory space. In

many instances I achieve more than 90% reduction in kernel code, i.e., .text (see Table 4.2

in Section 4.6.1) and consequently eliminate many vulnerabilities. For instance, MultiK

eliminates 19 out of total 23 vulnerabilities (listed as CVEs) in Linux Kernel 4.4.1 when

tailored for the Apache web server (see Section 4.6.1). Although MultiK does not aim

to detect and eliminate specific vulnerabilities, it can reduce the system’s overall risk of

compromise and could serve as one layer of a defense-in-depth [69] strategy.
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Figure 4.3: Kernel switching in MultiK. To support an efficient and transparent kernel
switch, I alter each application’s page table (pointed by CR3) to map the virtual addresses
for kernel text to its customized kernel code. In this way, switching among customized
kernels is handled automatically by regular context switch in the kernel. That is, the page
table will be switched automatically by the kernel during the context switch. Note that I
only customize kernel code, so kernel data is shared among all processes.

4.3 MULTIK: ORCHESTRATING SPECIALIZED KERNELS

MultiK is a kernel mechanism to orchestrate customized kernels efficiently and transpar-

ently for each application at runtime. The goal of MultiK is to provide each application

access to only kernel code that is customized to that application. By doing so, MultiK will

reduce the kernel attack surface by removing a large part of unused kernel code from the

virtual memory of the application processes.

Overview Figure 4.3 illustrates how MultiK works with multiple applications running on

the system. During the launch of each application, MultiK maps the customized kernel

for the application into a new physical memory region. MultiK then updates the page

table entries (of the kernel code) for that application process to redirect all further kernel

execution to the customized kernel. This update to the page table will completely remove

the original (full) kernel from an application’s virtual memory view and switch the view to

the customized one. Additionally, this update will guarantee that the CPU that runs the

application can only work with the customized kernel code. This is because the process

context switching in the operating system will switch the page table automatically. Hence

virtual addresses in the CPU will only refer to the customized view of the kernel code.
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This approach is promising because once the page table is updated during application

launch (one-time cost), no runtime intervention is required to switch to the customized

kernel. This will significantly enhance the runtime performance. In contrast to this ap-

proach, prior work relies on changing extended page table (EPT) permissions at runtime

(in KASR [2]). This has a limitation of page-level permission deprivation, or relies on vir-

tual machine introspection (VMI) to customize page table entries at each context switch (in

FaceChange [18]). All of which incur nontrivial runtime performance overheads.

4.3.1 Challenges

Although my design is conceptually simple, MultiK must overcome a few challenges:

Sharing system resources Section 4.3.2 Running multiple applications in the same sys-

tem could benefit from resource sharing among the applications. For instance, processes

can communicate efficiently via inter-process communication (IPC) mechanisms available

in the system such as locks, signals, pipes, message queues, shared memory, sockets, etc.

and processes can also share hardware devices attached to the system. Such sharing is

transparent by design as applications share the same kernel (i.e., code) and share the same

kernel memory space (i.e., kernel data). However, running a customized (a different) kernel

per each application could interfere with such transparent sharing. For instance, running a

customized kernel in a virtual machine requires virtualizing hardware and shared resources

among applications that introduces compatibility and performance issues. Additionally,

having a different memory layout for each application’s kernel would make the data sharing

even harder. For instance, a data structure prepared in one application cannot be used in a

different application and might even require transformation.

Handling hardware interrupts Section 4.3.3 A hardware interrupt can occur at any

time regardless of its customized kernel view. For instance, while running a customized

kernel for a non-networking application (such as gzip), the CPU could encounter a hard-

ware interrupt from the network interface card (NIC). In such a case, the execution will

be redirected to the interrupt handler. If the customized kernel is not equipped to handle

the interrupt, then the system could either become unstable or important events could be

missed. An easy workaround would be to include all hardware interrupt handlers in the

customized kernel, as FaceChange [18] does. However, such an approach will increase the

kernel attack surface by adding unnecessary kernel code for an application that doesn’t need

access to particular hardware.
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Figure 4.4: MultiK’s hook in execve. On an application’s execution, MultiK will map the
customized kernel for the application and then update the application’s page table entries
for kernel text to point this custom kernel.

4.3.2 Deploying Customized Kernels

When deploying customized kernels in MultiK, applications should only have a view of the

kernel customized for them. At the same time, I would like to ensure that customized kernels

running in one system could share system resources, e.g., share the memory space, available

IPC mechanisms etc. To achieve these goals in a manner transparent to the application, I

update an application’s page table entirely (corresponding to kernel text) to point to the

customized kernel and I do this when launching the application (i.e., at execve()).

Deploying the customized kernel by updating kernel text page table entries gives us the

following benefits. First, sharing system resource among multiple kernels becomes straight

forward. Each application shares the kernel data memory space because I only alter the page

table entries for kernel text. Sharing system resources via shared memory, direct memory

access, or sharing kernel data structures is transparent. Second, loading and switching

between kernels is simple and efficient. Loading a custom kernel will only incur the costs for

mapping of new code section and updating page table entries, which is simple to do as part

of the execve system call. Additionally, switching between the kernels is simple because a

typical context switch involves changing the current page table pointer (CR3 register in x86)

to that of the newly scheduled application, and this will automatically switch the kernel text

too. In short, the goal of providing applications access to only customized kernel code will

be met in a transparent manner. Therefore, MultiK always isolates the application’s kernel

view to the one customized for it.
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Figure 4.4 (from 1 to 4) shows how MultiK switches the page table entries during appli-

cation launch. To intercept the launching of an application (1), MultiK places a hook in the

execve system call and maps the customized kernel in that hook (2). In particular, MultiK

allocates a new physical memory region and copies customized kernel code to that region

(3). Customized kernel code could either be generated on the fly using a pre-learned kernel

profile for the application or could be pre-generated and stored to reduce application launch

overhead. I follow the former approach since it only incurs a small one-time launch delay of

3ms. Next, MultiK updates the application’s page table entries for kernel text to point to

this new physical memory region (4). After this point, the application can only access the

customized kernel text because the original full kernel image will never exist in its virtual

memory space. Then, MultiK gives control back to the execve system call to handle the

loading and linking of the user space, and finally, I let the execution continue in the user

space.

The deployment of the customized kernel and the application is finished at this stage

because kernel switching for each application will be handled automatically by the regular

context switching mechanism as previously discussed. For instance, Figure 4.3 shows a case

of three applications, Apache, Php-Fpm and MySQL running in a MultiK system. When a pro-

cessor (CPU) runs Apache in the userspace, because this application’s page table maps kernel

code to the kernel customized for Apache, the CPU can interact only with the customized

kernel and cannot access the original full kernel code. When a context switch happens, say,

switching to php-fpm, the regular context switching mechanism will change the value of CR3

register to the page table of php-fpm. By design, the page table for php-fpm will redirect

all accesses to kernel code to the kernel customized for php-fpm. No matter how a context

switch happens in the system, MultiK ensures that an application can only have a view

of kernel code that is customized for it, thus reducing the potential kernel attack surface

available to any application.

Sharing system resources I design MultiK to allow sharing of system resources such as

hardware devices, kernel data structures (e.g., task struct, etc.), inter-process communication

(IPC) mechanisms (i.e., pipes, UNIX domain sockets, mutexes), shared memory, etc.– to

maximize a system’s flexibility and compatibility. More specifically, I design MultiK to work

with existing container mechanisms (such as Docker) and this requires the sharing of system

resources while running customized kernels for each container. MultiK achieves this by i)

fully sharing kernel data among customized kernels and ii) having the same memory layout

for all customized kernel text.

First, kernel data and its memory space can be shared as is because MultiK does not
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Figure 4.5: Interrupt handling in MultiK. 1) In MultiK, CPUs that run customized kernel
can receive a hardware interrupt that is not related to an application’s execution. 2) To
handle such interrupts, I include only the part for handling the top-half of the interrupt
to each customized kernel, and then 3) this handler will defer this interrupt (to ksoftirqd

by storing a softirq vector. 4) Later, ksoftirqd will look at the vector and handle the
bottom-half of the interrupt.

modify any of it. In particular, any resource sharing that does not involve any kernel

text (such as passing of kernel data structures or device access via DMA) would not be

affected by the deployment of MultiK. However, resource sharing that involves kernel text,

for instance, a data structure that refers to the kernel functions such as function pointers

(e.g., file operations), would be affected if any of the customized kernel does have a different

memory layout. To resolve this issue, MultiK requires customized kernels to have the same

memory layout as the original kernel. That is, a customized kernel will be mapped at exactly

the same virtual address space as that of the original kernel but the customized kernel text

(code) will mask parts of the kernel not required by that specific application. Although this

approach would create some memory overheads ( 8MB for each customized kernel), this

allows MultiK to enable sharing of function pointers among multiple customized kernels. As

I see (Section 4.6.4.1) this memory overhead does not limit how many applications I can run

in parallel in practice.

4.3.3 Handling Hardware Interrupts

To handle hardware interrupts I exploit deferred interrupt handling [70] to keep the cus-

tomized kernels small. Hardware interrupts are problematic for customized kernels if the

corresponding handler does not exist in the customized kernel. Because hardware interrupts

caused by the system could be delivered at any time, even an application that does not
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utilize any of the associated hardware could receive the hardware interrupt requests. Miss-

ing hardware interrupt handlers in customized kernels will cause such interrupt requests to

fail and the failure to handle such interrupts could make the system unstable. One way to

work around this issue is to include all interrupt handling routines in all customized ker-

nels. However, such an approach would unnecessarily increase the potential attack surface

of customized kernels.

Figure 4.5 illustrates I handle such interrupts in my framework. MultiK includes only the

top-half hardware interrupt handlers that are compiled into the kernel by whiltelisting (in

all customized kernels). The top-half handlers are smaller because their job is to transform

a hardware interrupt request into a software interrupt request (softirq). Consequently, my

customized kernels only deal with the top-half of any hardware interrupt and delegate the

actual handling of interrupts to the kernel threads run by ksoftirqd. Hence, when hardware

interrupts (e.g., timer, network or block device interrupts) arrive, my customized kernel will

run the top-half handler to store a softirq vector to delegate the interrupt handling to

ksoftirqd. The bottom-half of the interrupt will then be handled by ksoftirqd when it

runs.

KERNEL0 To handle the bottom-half of the interrupts, I run ksoftirqd on a general

purpose regular kernel (that includes all parts that the system requires), that I refer to as

Kernel0. An example of Kernel0 is a kernel in a distribution’s package without any cus-

tomization such as linux-image-4.15.0-39-generic in Ubuntu 18.04 LTS. This kernel not

only handles hardware interrupts but also takes care of system-wide events such as booting,

shutdown, etc. Kernel0 also serves as a baseline template for kernel customization because

it contains the entire kernel code required by the system. In MultiK, customized application

kernels are generated by cloning the kernel .text region of Kernel0 and masking parts of

the kernel that are not needed by the application based on the application’s kernel profile.

4.4 GENERATING APPLICATION KERNEL PROFILES

Application kernel profiles identify which parts of the kernel code are used by an appli-

cation and which parts are not. I use ’granularity’ as a unit to quantify the precision of

the specialization profiles. The following granularity levels are used in the paper: (1) Basic

block level : Basic block is a set of instructions that are always executed as a unit without

any jumps or branches in between. The CPU either executes all the instructions in the basic

block or executes none. This makes it one of the most precise levels of specialization [18].

(2) Symbol level : Kernel interfaces are exported as symbols using EXPORT SYMBOL(). At
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this level of granularity all the instructions that make up the interface are included in the

profile even if only certain code paths of the interface are actually being used. (3) System

call level : Given that syscalls are the main interface through which user space applications

interact with the kernel, I can enumerate the syscalls that are used by the application and

eliminate those that are not [71, 72]. (4) Page level : When a binary is loaded into memory,

the (memory) smallest unit that can be referred to is a page (4KB or more). Tracing meth-

ods that track instruction that are being executed in the memory can only do so on a page

level [2]. This will result in an entire page of instructions being included in the profile even if

only a single instruction was run from that page. (v) Feature level : The kernel configuration

system, kconfig, determines kernel features that need to be built into the kernel based on

the state of certain configuration options. With this code can be included or eliminated only

at a feature level, producing a much coarser and was used in [3]. MultiK is flexible enough to

use application kernel profiles created using different profiling granularities in order to deploy

customized kernels. I present and evaluate one trace-based (DKut) and one syscall-based

approach (SKut) to demonstrate application kernel profile generation.

4.4.1 DKut: Dynamic Instruction Tracing
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Figure 4.6: DKut Architecture. This figure depicts the offline per-application kernel tracing.
While running each application with test-cases that represents application’s use cases for
kernel, MultiK trace the kernel and store the information for executed basic blocks during
the tracing into kernel profile database.
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DKut (see Figure 4.6) profiles the kernel at a basic-block level granularity. This is in

contrast to KASR [2], a recently proposed approach for specializing the Linux kernel binary,

that profiles the kernel usage of applications at page level (4KB default page size) granular-

ity. When profiled at page level granularity, unused instructions present in the neighborhood

of used instructions within the 4KB range also get included in the final in-memory kernel

binary.

Tracing setup. I use QEMU[73], a full system emulator to run the user application along

with the vanilla kernel I need to trace. With QEMU I trace every instruction that the

systems executes using the program counter (pc) register by utilizing the exec tb block. This

basically helps us capture the addresses of instructions that are being executed.

Segmentation. The trace from above includes instructions from (1) System boot (2) Ap-

plications Runs and (3) System shutdown. The instructions from (1) and (3) are clearly not

required by the application. To separate this out from the trace I use the mmap syscall to

taint/touch a specific memory address right before the application is run and right after the

application is terminated. This helps us mark the start and end of my application and helps

filter out the boot/shutdown instructions from the traces.

Background processes / daemons. During a typical kernel boot it starts a bunch

of background processes/daemons that provide useful services. These processes are always

running with the application process. They can add noise to the traces that I obtain. To filter

these out I use a custom init script that only starts daemons required by the application I

are interested in. This eliminates noise from unnecessary background processes in the traces.

Invariants in execution. Kernel behavior is not deterministic when running an appli-

cation. Execution paths in the kernel could change because not all values are invariants

(e.g., network conditions, CPU frequencies and time). Besides, QEMU drops trace events

occasionally due to the full buffer. Therefore to capture all the possible code paths a ker-

nel might take for a given application, I repeat the tracing process multiple times. In my

experiments I observed that it takes between 10 to 15 runs before the code paths stabilize

and the trace can be used with confidence as no new code paths are added for a given set of

input. This need for multiple trace runs has also been reported in prior work [2, 3].

Granularity. QEMU produces a trace with basic block level granularity. I can post-

process basic-block level traces to obtain symbol-level trace by including the entire symbol
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Component Lines of code

DKut- QEMU 3 LoC of C
DKut- Scripts 272 LoC of Python
SKut- Make 1 LoC of Makefile
SKut- Scripts 26 LoC of Python
SKut- Scripts 96 LoC of Golang
MultiK- Linux Kernel 4.4.1 477 LoC of C

Table 4.1: Source lines of code (SLOC) of the components of MultiK and DKut.

corresponding to each of the blocks. Symbol-level trace requires less number of runs because

the post-processing makes the trace more inclusive. In my experiments I observe that even

at this symbol granularity the trace obtained is much smaller than the ones produced by a

page level trace used by KASR [2], see Table 4.2.

Compatibility with other specialization techniques. DKut only requires the final

bootable kernel binary to produce a trace. Thus a kernel produced as a result of any other

specialization technique can be further specialized with my tool. Thus DKut can complement

and take advantage of other profiling techniques.

4.4.2 SKut: Syscall Analysis

SKut is a syscall-based analysis technique to increase the reliability of the application

kernel profile. I track all possible functions that a system call can use for all such calls made

by an application. This list of functions is built by analyzing the register transfer language

(RTL) dumped by GCC when compiling the kernel with -fdump-rtl-expand. I obtain the

approximate list of system calls that an application issues by using strace to intercept and

record all system calls made in that execution context. This approach does not guarantee

a complete list of system calls if some system calls are not triggered during tracing. I then

expand the application profile by combining functions called by possible system calls with

the original profile. In my experiments, by using this technique, I increase the coverage

of the profile generated by DKut at symbol granularity. The result in Section 4.6.1 shows

that more than 82% of the kernel can be reduced and 73% of the CVEs are mitigated when

including functions used by system calls in the profile.
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4.5 IMPLEMENTATION

I implement MultiK on Linux 4.4.1 6 running on Intel Core i7-8086K (4.00 GHz) CPU. I use

the procfs interface to provide an application identifier and the corresponding application

kernel profile to the respective application. I generate application kernel profiles in an offline

step using DKut and SKut tools (see Section 4.4). I hook the execve syscall so that when

it is invoked to launch an application (that has a corresponding application kernel profile) I

generate and deploy a specialized kernel as described in Section 4.3. Table 4.1 lists the total

amount of code for MultiK. I built MultiK with 477 lines of C, DKut with 275 lines of code

and SKut with 123 lines of code.

My customized kernels are masked in a special manner – by overwriting them with a special

one-byte instruction sequence 0xcc (instruction int3). This acts a fall-back mechanism for

detecting (and reporting) when an application tries to execute code not available in its

customized kernel. I choose int3 not only because this instruction could raise a software

interrupt (that my kernel can intercept to thwart unexpected execution) but also because

it is a one-byte instruction whose semantics cannot be changed by arbitrary code execution

resulting from attacks. Note that other techniques[18], overwrite the kernel binary with a

sequence of UD2 (two-byte) instructions, 0x0f 0x0b. This opcode can be misinterpreted by

reading it as 0x0b 0x0f. In such cases, it would not raise an interrupt. On the other hand,

using the int3 instruction, I can detect unexpected execution in a more reliable fashion.

For instance, consider a simple case when an application’s requested kernel execution

hits a masked function or masked basic blocks (e.g., a branch not taken or a system call

not used during the tracing). In such cases, the execution will hit the int3 instruction

immediately. The kernel knows that the code pointed to (by the instruction pointer for the

software interrupt) is missing. At that point, one can choose to kill the process or follow

other strategies7.

4.6 EVALUATION

I evaluated MultiK to answer the following questions:

• How much attack surface can MultiK reduce (Section 4.6.1)?

• How effective is MultiK at eliminating CVEs (Section 4.6.2)?

6I choose an older kernel to demonstrate MultiK’s capability in reducing vulnerabilities by listing affected
CVEs. Note that MultiK can be applied to the newest kernels as well to remove potential vulnerabilities.

7Depends on the policies picked by the system designer.
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Specialized Kernel
Apache STREAM Perf

B S SC B S SC B S SC

Text (code) 93.68% 88.88% 82.25% 97.79% 95.16% 87.64% 96.33% 93.46% 86.57%
Full Symbol 91.87% 91.95% 85.78% 96.65% 96.67% 89.50% 94.78% 94.85% 88.46%
Partial Symbol 99.78% 91.95% 85.78% 99.93% 96.67% 89.50% 99.84% 94.85% 88.46%

Table 4.2: Attack Surface Reduction in comparison with the Vanilla Kernel. Text refers
to eliminated kernel executable text. Full and partial symbol refer to kernel functions that
are fully and partially eliminated respectively. B, S refer to kernel profiles generated by
DKut with basic-block and symbol granularities respectively. SC refers to kernel profiles
generated by SKut.

• How long does it take to generate a kernel profile for an application (Section 4.6.3)?

• What is the effect of MultiK on the system’s runtime performance (Section 4.6.4)?

Evaluation setup I specialize application kernels at three different granularity: (1) block

and (2) symbol (both with DKut) and (3) syscall (with SKut) (Section 4.4). I refer block,

symbol and syscall granularity to B, S, and SC, respectively, in the rest of the paper. I

performed all experiments in a KVM virtual machine with 2 vCPUs and 8GB RAM running

on Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-8086K CPU @ 4.00GHz. Note that I use KVM for the convenience

of testing, and MultiK does not requires a virtual machine to run specialized kernels. For

specializing kernels to applications, I choose Apache, STREAM, perf, Redis, and Gzip.

4.6.1 Attack Surface Reduction

I first tackle the question of how much kernel attack surface MultiK can reduce. I do this

by measuring how much kernel text (code) is reduced by specialization. Table 4.2 shows the

percentage of kernel text reduction w.r.t. the vanilla kernel, and B, S, and SC indicate the

granularity of specialization.

The first row shows the percentage of reduced kernel code. The reduction for each ap-

plication is depending on the application’s kernel usage. With the block level granularity,

MultiK can reduce 93.68% of the kernel text from Apache (I/O intensive) and 97.79% of the

kernel text from STREAM

More than 82% of the kernel text can still be removed even when the granularity is coarse

such as symbol and syscall. My work outperforms KASR [2] and Tailor [3], which can reduce

64% and 54% of kernel code respectively. The second and third rows present the fully and

partially removed kernel functions respectively. Because a block is smaller than a function

body, I remove parts of functions. With block granularity, more then 99% of the text is
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CVE Description Effect
Apache STREAM perf

S B SC S B SC S B SC
CVE-2018-11508 An information leak in compat get timex() Leak V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2018-10881 An out-of-bound access in

ext4 get group info()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2018-10880 A stack-out-of-bounds write in
ext4 update inline data()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2018-10879 A use-after-free bug in
ext4 xattr set entry()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2018-10675 A use-after-free bug in do get mempolicy() DoS V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2018-7480 A double-free bug in blkcg init queue() DoS V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2018-6927 An integer overflow bug in futex requeue() DoS X X X V V X V V V
CVE-2018-1120 A flaw in proc pid cmdline read() DoS V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2017-18270 A flaw in key alloc() DoS V V X V V X V V X
CVE-2017-18255 An integer overflow in

perf cpu time max percent handler()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2017-18208 A flaw in madvise willneed() DoS V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2017-18203 A race condition between

dm get from kobject() and dm destory()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2017-18174 A double free in pinctl unregister() called
by amd gpi remove()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2017-18079 A null pointer deference in
i8042 interrupt(), i8042 start(), and
i8042 stop()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2017-17807 Lack of permission check in
request key and link() and
construct get dest keyring()

Priv V V X V V X V V X

CVE-2017-17806 Lack of validation in hmac create() and
shash no set key()

DoS V V V V V V V V V

CVE-2017-17053 A use-after-free bug in init new context() DoS X X X V V X X X X
CVE-2017-17052 A use-after-free bug in mm init() DoS X X X V V X X X X
CVE-2017-15129 A use-after-free bug in get net ns by id() DoS V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2017-2618 Lack of input check in selinux setprocattr() DoS V V V V V V V V V
CVE-2016-0723 A use-after-free in tty ioctl() DoS X X X X X X X X X
CVE-2015-8709 A flaw in ptrace has cap() and

ptrace may access()

Priv P P P V V V V V V

CVE-2015-5327 A out-of-bound access in x509 decode time() DoS V V V V V V V V V

Table 4.3: List of CVEs tested in my security evaluation. Category numbers are referring to:
V: the entire vulnerability is removed, P: parts of vulnerability is removed, X: vulnerability
still exists. Effects are referring to: DoS: denial-of-service, Leak: information leak, Priv:
privilege escalation. B, S refer to kernel profiles generated by DKut with basic-block and
symbol granularities respectively. SC refers to kernel profiles generated by SKut.

excluded.

I observed that the implementation of all system calls in the Linux kernel 8 only takes up

14% of the text. Restricting access to system calls (e.g., AppArmor [71], seccomp-bpf [74])

would (1) not remove any code (leaving the kernels vulnerable) and (2) have a lesser impact

than the techniques discussed in this paper. This shows the limitations of only focusing on

the whitelisting of system calls.

8I count all functions called by system call entry functions.

54



1 static int

2 ptrace_has_cap(struct user_namespace *ns, unsigned int mode) {

3 //...

4 return has_ns_capability(current, ns, CAP_SYS_PTRACE);

5 }

6 static int

7 __ptrace_may_access(struct task_struct *task, unsigned int mode) {

8 //...

9 if (ptrace_has_cap(tcred->user_ns, mode))

10 goto ok;

11 //...

12 }

Figure 4.7: In CVE-2015-8709, ptrace may access() calls ptrace has cap() to check if
the process has the capability to access an user namespace. The code is simplified.

4.6.2 CVE Case-Study

I analyze all CVEs present in Linux 4.4.1 by looking at the patch for each one and detecting

which functions are vulnerable. The kernel is compiled with configuration 4.4.0-87-generic.

A number of vulnerabilities are excluded because they are not present in the kernel binary

since they target loadable kernel modules and I do not load modules. I find that 23 of 72

CVEs exist in the kernel binary. A CVE might involve multiple functions.

I separate the results into three categories to indicate the different levels of mitigation:

(1) V refers to the case where all functions associated with a vulnerability are removed (2)

P refers to case where some functions associated with a vulnerability are removed, and (3)

X refers to case where no functions associated with a vulnerability are removed. Table 4.3

shows the result of each of the CVEs. On average, 20.3 (out of 23) CVEs are mitigated for

both block and symbol granularity on average and 17 out of 23 CVEs are mitigated for the

system-call granularity.

If a CVE is located in a popular code path, it is more likely that an application exercises

it during the offline profiling phrase. Therefore, such CVEs (i.e., CVE-2017-17053 and

CVE-2016-0723 ) are likely to remain for all applications. In other words, if a CVE (e.g.,

CVE-2018-11508 and CVE-2017-15129 ) is on a unpopular code path, there is a good chance

to remove it. Figure 4.7 is an example of a CVE that I remove the vulnerability by partically

removing one of the function required to form an exploit chain. The vulnerability is about

that attackers can create a malicious user namespace and wait for a root process to enter

ptrace has cap() to gain the root privilege. To exploit the CVE, the attackers need two

functions, ptrace has cap() and ptrace may access(). Hence, removing one of these

functions can mitigate this CVE.
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Benchmarks Symbol Block

Apache 1714.26 2492
STREAM 146.77 411.98
perf 2139.22 2965.15

Table 4.4: Time to complete tracing in seconds. Symbol and Block refers to DKut granu-
larity, symbol and basic-block respectively.

I elaborate each category using a CVE for the Apache web server as an example with

B(Block) granularity.

1. V, the vulnerability is entirely removed. CVE-2017-17807 is a vulnerability resulting

from an omitted access-control check when adding a key to the current task’s default

request-keyring via the system call, request key(). construct key and link() and

construct get dest keyring(), are required to realize the vulnerability. Therefore,

since both are eliminated, attackers have no way to form the chain in order to exploit

this CVE.

2. P, the vulnerability chain is partially removed. CVE-2015-8709, depicted in Figure 4.7,

is a flaw that can allow for a privilege escalation. Invoking both functions form the

exploit chain: ptrace has cap() and ptrace may access(). Because my kenrel

specialization partially removes one of the functions (ptrace has cap()), Attackers

will no longer be able to exploit this CVE.

3. X, the vulnerability chain remains. CVE-2017-17052 allows attackers to achieve a ‘use-

after-free’ because the function mm init() does not null out the member ->exe file

of a new process’s mm struct. Attackers can exploit this as none of the functions have

been removed.

4.6.3 Offline Profile Generation Performance

I trace applications for 10 iterations for symbol granularity and 15 for block granularity

because I observed that the workload tended to be stable after this many of iterations. The

profiling time depends on how long the workload runs. Table 4.4 shows the time needed

to profile each of the applications. The time needed for profiling depends the workload. If

the workload (STREAM[64] in Table 4.4) only takes a short amount of time to finish, the

profiling will be quick and vice versa (Apache and perf in Table 4.4).

56



4.6.4 Performance Evaluation

In this section I evaluate (1) application performance by the Apache web server bench-

mark, (2) context-switches by perf9 and (3) memory bandwidth with STREAM[64]. All the

experiments were performed in a KVM virtual machine with 2 vcpus and 8G RAM run-

ning on Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-8086K CPU @ 4.00GHz. Positive % indicates improvements,

and negative % indicates degradation of the application performance. Positive % indicates

improvements, and negative % indicates degradation. I evaluate the performance with appli-

cation benchmarks such as Apache web server, STREAM [64], a memory microbenchmark,

and perf, a scheduling microbenchmark.

Apache Web Server I ran the Apache web server, version 2.4.25, on a specialized kernel

and the client program on Kernel0. The client program Apache benchmark sends 100,000

requests in total with 100 clients concurrently. Table 4.5 shows that the Apache web server

running on specialized kernels (regardless of the trace granularity) has a very similar perfor-

mance, in terms of number of requests served per second, compared to when running on a

vanilla kernel. The performance is within 0.6% of the baseline.

STREAM I evaluate the memory performance with STREAM, version 5.10. STREAM

has four metrics including copy, scale, add and triad. They refer to the corresponding

kernel vector operations. Copy refers to a[i] = b[i]. Scale refers to a[i] = const*b[i].

Add refers to a[i] = b[i]+c[i]. Triad refers to a[i] = b[i]+const*c[i]. Copy and

scale take two memory accesses while add and triad take three. Table 4.6 shows that

STREAM running on specialized kernels regardless of the granularity have close performance

compared to the baseline and the difference is less than 0.5% for all operations.

9I run the perf command: perf bench sched all.

Benchmarks Req/Sec

Apache-Vanilla 23401.07 0.00 %
Apache-B 23337.53 -0.27%
Apache-S 23445.03 +0.19%
Apache-SC 23536.31 +0.58%

Table 4.5: Processed HTTP requests per second when running Apache web server with and
without (vanilla) MultiK. B, S refer to kernel profiles generated by DKut with basic-block
and symbol granularities respectively. SC refers to kernel profiles generated by SKut. Green
cells → better performance (more requests per second). Red cells → worse performance (less
requests per second).
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Perf I evaluate context switch overheads with the perf scheduling benchmark that is com-

posed of a messaging microbenchmark and a piping microbenchmark. The messaging mi-

crobenchmark has 200 senders that dispatch messages through sockets to 200 receivers con-

currently. The Piping microbenchmark has 1 sender and 1 receiver processes executing

1,000,000 pipe operations. Table 4.7 shows that perf running on specialized kernels (regard-

less of the trace granularity) takes the same amount of time to complete the message and

pipe tasks when compared to running on vanilla (unmodified) kernels. The performance

difference for both message and pipe tasks is less than 0.6%.

4.6.4.1 Memory Effect

Every specialized kernel takes up approximately 8MB of additional memory space. Kernel

memory is not swappable. Therefore, the system-wide memory pressure will increase if I keep

creating new specialized kernels. I evaluate the memory pressure by measuring the memory

bandwidth with STREAM [64] benchmark. Under a higher memory pressure, the system will

swap memory pages in and out more frequently and results in a lower memory bandwidth.

I run STREAM together with multiple specialized kernels on a KVM virtual machine with

2 vcpus and 8GB running on Intel(R)Core(TM) i7-8086K CPU @ 4.00GHz. Swappiness

is a kernel parameter ranging from 0 to 100, which controls the degree of swapping. The

higher the value is, the more frequently virtual memory swaps. I conduct the experiment

with default value, 60. In order to exclude the factor of the CPU (i.e., busy CPUs cause

slower memory bandwidth), I run the command sleep on specialized kernels. Figure 4.8

shows that memory operations start to slow down due to more frequent memory swaps

when there are more than 750 coexisting kernels. To be more specific, operations Add and

Triad take twice the memory accesses than the others so the time that they need to finish

Operation Copy Scale Add Triad

STREAM-Van. 0.008192 0.00% 0.008632 0.00% 0.011207 0.00% 0.011428 0.00%
STREAM-B 0.008201 -0.11% 0.008623 +0.10% 0.011237 -0.27% 0.011445 -0.15%
STREAM-S 0.008199 -0.09% 0.008628 +0.05% 0.011201 +0.05% 0.011418 +0.09%
STREAM-SC 0.008178 +0.17% 0.008597 +0.41% 0.011179 +0.25% 0.011406 +0.19%

Table 4.6: Average time to complete different kernel vector operations in seconds. Copy
refers to a[i] = b[i]. Scale refers to a[i] = const*b[i]. Add refers to a[i] =

b[i]+c[i]. Triad refers to a[i] = b[i]+const*c[i]. B, S refer to kernel profiles gen-
erated by DKut with basic-block and symbol granularities respectively. SC refers to kernel
profiles generated by SKut. Green cells → better performance (shorter time to finish an
operation). Red cells → worse performance (shorter time to finish an operation).
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Benchmark Message Pipe

perf-Vanilla 0.190 0.00% 10.37 0.00%
perf-B 0.191 -0.53% 10.36 +0.10%
perf-S 0.189 +0.53% 10.35 +0.19%
perf-SC 0.190 0.00% 10.38 -0.10%

Table 4.7: Time to complete each microbenchmark in seconds. Message refers to concurrent
sender/receiver microbenchmark. Pipe refers to sequential piping between two process. B,
S refer to kernel profiles generated by DKut with basic-block and symbol granularities re-
spectively. SC refers to kernel profiles generated by SKut.

is twice longer. I also evaluated the memory effect on a machine with 4G RAM running on

Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E3-1270 v6 @ 3.80GHz. In this case the impact is observed after 345

coexisting specialized kernels. The results indicate that memory overhead is not an issue for

most practical deployments.
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Figure 4.8: STREAM benchmark with multiple coexisting kernels.

4.7 DISCUSSION

Kernel Specialization for Containers The method of MultiK for dispatching multiple

kernels can seamlessly assign and run a specialized kernel for each security domain, i.e., con-

tainer, such as Docker. This is done by sharing a specialized kernel for multiple applications.

In particular, I can configure MultiK to have one specialized kernel for set of applications

(running in a container) by profiling kernel traces while running all such application to-
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gether. In my experiment, I integrated MultiK with Docker containers trivially, and show

that MultiK affects Docker containers’ performance by less than 1%. This approach can

also reduce the memory usage by using fewer kernels. It aligns well with cloud deployment

patterns where containers from different organizations may share the same hardware.

Kernel Page-Table Isolation Kernel page-table isolation (KPTI) [75] is a feature that

mitigates the Meltdown [55] security vulnerability. KPTI uses two page tables for user and

kernel modes respectively so that user-mode applications can only access a limited range

of kernel memory space such as entry/exit functions and interrupt descriptors. Although

KPTI hides the kernel from the user space, it does not mitigate the vulnerabilities because

attackers can still call system calls with carefully crafted parameters to enter the kernel

mode and exploit the system.

Kernel CFI MultiK is orthogonal to other kernel attack surface reduction techniques such

as control-flow integrity (CFI) [76] and can work with them concurrently. Kernel CFI can

indirectly achieve attack surface reductions by restricting available call/jump targets from a

large number of control-flow transfer points (that would otherwise serve as attack surfaces).

Such an approach is orthogonal to MultiK and, in fact, they can both complement each

other. In particular, MultiK can run a kernel reinforced with KCFI, and MultiK can further

trim such a kernel to achieve an overall better attack surface reduction. The reason that

MultiK can be seamlessly combined with such techniques is due to the fact that it incurs

extremely low performance overheads.

AppArmor and SELinux AppArmor [71] and SELinux 10 are Linux security modules [72]

which try to achieve Mandatory Access Control. In particular, after identifying the neces-

sary resources and capabilities, both approaches apply a profile to enable/disable them via

white/blacklisting. The drawbacks of AppArmor and SELinux (compared to MultiK) is that

they only remove access to syscalls that are an entry point to a certain code path by limiting

the POSIX capabilities. The code is still available to the attacker if she can bypass 11 this

protection. In MultiK I explicitly remove code paths that are not required by the applica-

tion, thus preventing the attacker from accessing it altogether even if other security measures

are compromised. In addition to that, MultiK can further reduce code within a system call

if I apply smaller specialization granularity than a symbol, e.g., basic-block granularity.

10https://www.nsa.gov/What-I-Do/Research/SELinux
11https://www.cvedetails.com/cve/CVE-2017-6507
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Arbitrary Kernel Execution If an attacker is able to execute arbitrary code within

the kernel space, e.g., by inserting kernel modules, then the attacker can modify the page

tables for applications and bypass the kernel view imposed by MultiK. I prohibit kernel

module insertion for specialized kernels. If a kernel module is needed, it can be inserted

from Kernel0 and it is visible to all specialized kernels.

Kernel Data-Only Attacks As the underlying kernel data structures are shared among

all the multiplexed customized kernels, MultiK alone cannot prevent kernel data corruption

attacks (e.g., [77, 78, 79, 80]) although it can make it harder for attackers to exploit. However

it can be integrated with existing kernel data protection mechanisms (e.g., [78]) to improve

the overall security of the system.

4.8 CONCLUSION

MultiK does not aim to provide the same level of isolation as virtual machines(VM). In-

stead, it is a framework that runs specialized kernel code without losing the flexibility of

integrating existing security mechanism to defend against different cyber-threats e.g., data-

only attacks. My evaluation shows that MultiK can effectively reduce the kernel attack

surface while multiplexing multiple commodity/specialized kernels with less than 1% over-

head. MultiK can be easily integrated with container-based software deployment to achieve

per-container kernels with no changes to the application.
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CHAPTER 5: PRACTICAL AND EFFECTIVE DEBLOATING
FRAMEWORK

5.1 OVERVIEW

This chapter presents Cozart, the practical and effective framework. I learn that removing

kernel parts without regarding the existing workflow of kernel components (e.g., removing

parts of a module or function) leads unstable kernels. To make kernel debloating practical,

stability is a must. The de facto method to debloat kernels in a stable way is feature-

driven kernel debloating. feature-driven debloating respects the kernel design and remove

unnecessary code on a feature basis. If a part of a feature is necessary, the entire feature

will be included in the debloated kernel. This chapter focus on feature-driven debloating

on Linux. Linux is highly configurable as it exposes thousands of configuration options to

configure its features (e.g., file systems and device drives).

I build and evaluate a framework named Cozart that automatically debloats kernels based

on configuration options. I use Cozart as a vehicle to study the limitations of practical kernel

debloating and present the insights to shed light on addressing these limitations.

5.2 INTRODUCTION

5.2.1 Motivation

Commodity operating systems (OSes), such as Linux and FreeBSD, have grown in com-

plexity and size over the years. However, each application usually requires a small subset

of OS features [81, 82], rendering the OS kernel bloated. The bloated OS kernel leads to

increased attack surface, prolonged boot time and increased memory usage. Application-

oriented OS kernel debloating—reducing the kernel code that is not needed by the target

applications—is reported to be effective in mitigating many of the above issues. For ex-

ample, Kurmus et al. [3] report that 50%–85% of the attack surface can be reduced by

debloating the Linux kernel for server software. Alharthi et al. [17] show that 34%–74% of

known security vulnerabilities can be nullified in the Linux kernel if it only includes kernel

modules that are needed by the target application(s).

Recent trends in Function-as-a-Service (FaaS) and microservices, where numerous kernels

are often packed and run in virtual machines (VMs), further highlight the importance of

kernel debloating. In these scenarios, most VMs run small applications [10, 21, 83, 84], and

each application tends to be “micro” with a small kernel footprint [85, 86, 87]. Some of the
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recent virtualization systems, such as LightVM [21], require users to provide minimalistic

Linux kernels specialized for target applications.

Debloating OS kernels by hand-picking kernel features is impractical. The complexity

of commodity-off-the-shelf (COTS) OSes (e.g., Linux) makes manual debloating infeasi-

ble [3, 88, 89]. Linux 4.14, for example, has more than 14,000 configuration options with

hundreds of new configuration options introduced every year (see Figure 5.2). Kernel con-

figurators (such as KConfig [90]) do not help debloat the kernel but only provide a user

interface for selecting configuration options. Given the poor usability and incomplete and

even incorrect documentation [89], it is prohibitively difficult for users to select the minimal

kernel configuration manually.

Recently, several automated kernel debloating techniques and tools have been proposed

and built [3, 12, 21, 39, 51, 66, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95]. Despite their different implementations,

existing kernel debloating techniques share the same working principle with the following

three steps: (1) running the target application workloads, meanwhile tracing the kernel code

that were executed during the application runs; (2) analyzing the traces and determining

the kernel code needed by the target applications; (3) building a debloated kernel that only

includes the code required by the applications.

Configuration-driven (also known as feature-driven) kernel debloating techniques are the

de facto method for OS kernel debloating [3, 21, 39, 51, 66, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95]. Most exist-

ing kernel debloating tools use configuration-driven techniques as they are among the few

techniques that can produce stable kernels. Configuration-driven kernel debloating reduces

kernel code based on features—a kernel configuration option is corresponding to a kernel

feature. A debloated kernel only includes features for supporting the target application

workloads. As shown by recent studies, configuration-driven kernel debloating can effec-

tively reduce the size of the kernel by 50%–85% [3], attack surface by 50%—85% [3], and

security vulnerabilities by 34%–74% [17]. This paper focuses on configuration-driven kernel

debloating and their open-source implementations.

However, despite their attractive benefits regarding security and performance, automated

kernel debloating techniques are seldom adopted in practice, especially in production sys-

tems. This is certainly not due to a lack of demand—I observe that many cloud vendors

(e.g., Amazon AWS, Microsoft Azure and Google Cloud) reduce the Linux kernel code in

a handcrafted manner, which is not as effective as automated kernel debloating techniques

(Section 5.4). The goal of this paper is to understand the limitations of kernel debloating

techniques that hinder their practical adoption and to share my experience to shed light on

addressing the limitations.
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5.2.2 Accidental and Essential Limitations

I identify five major limitations of existing kernel debloating techniques based on my own

experiences of using existing kernel debloating tools and my interactions with practitioners.

• No visibility of kernel boot phases. Existing debloating techniques use ftrace that can

only be initiated after the kernel boot and hence cannot observe what kernel code is

loaded during the boot phase1. As a consequence, critical modules (e.g., disk drivers)

might be missing, and the debloated kernel generated by existing techniques oftentimes

cannot boot [91]. My experiments show that up to 79% of kernel features can only

be captured by observing the boot phase. Even if the debloated kernel can boot,

the kernel could miss certain performance and security features loaded at the boot

time, leading to reduced performance and security. I find that many performance and

security features are only loaded at the boot time, e.g., CONFIG SCHED MC for multicore

support and CONFIG SECURITY NETWORK.

• Lack of support for fast application deployment. Using existing tools, debloating for

a new combination of applications or deploying a new application on a debloated

kernel would require going through the entire three-step debloating process of tracing,

analysis, and building as described in Section 5.2.1. The process is time-consuming

(can take hours or even days) and thus prevent agile application deployment—starting

up a new application would have to wait until the generation of the debloated kernel.

• Coarse-grained tracing. Existing techniques use ftrace, which can only trace kernel

code at the function level. However, function-level tracing is too coarse a granularity

to track configuration options that affect intra-function code.

• Difficulties in covering the complete kernel footprint. Since kernel debloating uses

dynamic tracing, it requires application workloads (typically encoded in benchmarks)

to drive kernel code execution. However, it is challenging for benchmarks to cover the

complete kernel footprint of the target applications, and the debloated kernel would

crash if the application reaches kernel code that was not observed during tracing.

• Not distinguishing what is executed versus what is needed. Existing techniques treat

any kernel features that are reached during the application workloads, even though the

executed code may not be actually needed. For example, a second filesystem might be

initialized but never needed.

1I show ftrace’s incapability of observing the boot phase even with the RAM disk based solution (initrd)
in Section 5.8.1.
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To analyze the above limitations, I divide them into essence (the limitations inherent in the

nature and assumptions of kernel debloating) and accidents (those that exist in current kernel

debloating techniques but that are not inherent). I believe that the first three limitations

are accidental and can be addressed by improving the design and implementation of the

debloating techniques, while the last two limitations are essential that require efforts beyond

the debloating techniques themselves.

5.2.3 My Study and Results

This paper studies the limitations of existing OS kernel debloating techniques towards

making OS kernel debloating practical, effective and fast. I focus on OS kernels deployed

in cloud environments that are commonly used as guest OSes to run untrusted applications

often with stringent performance requirements.

To study the limitations, I carefully designed and implemented an advanced OS kernel

debloating framework named Cozart2 built on top of QEMU [73]. Cozart employs a low-level

tracing provided by QEMU to obtain visibility of the boot phase. Cozart uses instruction-

level tracing to track the kernel code and map the kernel code to kernel configuration options.

Cozart moves kernel tracing off the critical path: with Cozart, one can generate Configlets

(a set of configuration options) specific to an application or a deployment environment

development. I term the former Applets and the latter Baselets. Given a set of target

applications, Cozart can generate a debloated kernel by directly composing the Applets and

the Baselet generated development into a full kernel configuration. Such composability

enables Cozart to incrementally build new kernels by reusing Configlets (saving repetitive

tracing efforts) and previous build files (e.g., the object files and LKMs).

I use Cozart as a vehicle to conduct a number of experimental studies on different types

of OS kernels (including Linux, the L4 microkernel and Amazon Firecracker) with a wide

variety of applications (including HTTPD, Memcached, MySQL, NGINX, PHP and Redis).

My studies lead to the following findings and results:

• Existing kernel debloating techniques initialize in-kernel tracing methods (e.g., ftrace)

too late and cannot observe the boot phase, which is critical to producing a bootable

kernel. Cozart leverages the tracing feature provided by the hypervisor to support

end-to-end observability (including the complete boot phase and application work-

loads) and produce stable kernels that can always boot and run applications stably.

The debloated kernel by Cozart does not have performance regressions (but slightly

2Cozart is publicly available at https://github.com/hckuo/Cozart.
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improves application performance) while achieving more than 13% reduction of boot

time and more than 4MB memory savings.

• Kernel debloating can be done within tens of seconds if the configuration options of

target applications are known. The composability of Cozart allows users to prepare

Applets during the development phase. To deploy a new application on a debloated

kernel, Cozart composes the Applet of the target application with the Configlets

of the current kernel to generate a new debloated kernel within tens of seconds.

• Using instruction-level tracing (instead of ftrace) can address kernel configuration

options that control intra-function features. The overhead of instruction-level tracing

is acceptable for running test suites and performance benchmarks, given that those

can be done during the development phase.

• An essential limitation of using dynamic-tracing based techniques for kernel debloat-

ing (which are the de facto approach) is the imperfect test suites and benchmarks.

Specifically, the official test suites of many open-source applications have low code

coverage. Combining different workloads (e.g., using both test suites and performance

benchmarks) to drive the application could alleviate the limitation to a certain extent.

• Domain-specific information can be used to further debloat the kernel by removing

the kernel modules that were executed in the baseline kernel but are not needed by

the actual deployment. Take Xen and KVM as examples. I can use Cozart to further

reduce the kernel size by 40+% and 39+% based on the xenconfig and kvmconfig

configuration templates provided by the Linux kernel source.

• Application-oriented kernel debloating can lead to further kernel code reduction for

microkernels (e.g., L4) and extensively customized kernels (e.g., the Firecracker ker-

nel). The reduction is significant: 47.0% for the L4 microkernel and 19.76% for the

Firecracker kernel.

5.3 KERNEL CONFIGURATION

This section provides an overview of kernel configuration ecosystem using Linux as an

example. Kernel debloating is not specific to Linux, and Cozart is generic and portable to

different OSes.

66



static int send_signal(...) {

int from_ancestor_ns = 0;

#ifdef CONFIG_PID_NS

from_ancestor_ns = ...;

#endif

return __send_signal(...,

from_ancestor_ns);

}

(a) Statement (C preprocessor)

#ifdef CONFIG_TRANSPARENT_HUGEPAGE

struct page *vm_normal_page_pmd(...) {

unsigned long pfn = pmd_pfn(pmd);

...

out:

return pfn_to_page(pfn);

}

#endif

(b) Function (C preprocessor)

cachefiles-y := bind.o daemon.o ...

cachefiles-$(CONFIG_CACHEFILES_HISTOGRAM)

+= proc.o↪→

obj-$(CONFIG_CACHEFILES) := cachefiles.o

(c) Object file (Makefiles)

Figure 5.1: Kernel configuration that controls different granularities of kernel code in Linux
kernels. The same patterns are common in other kernels such as FreeBSD, L4, and eCos.

5.3.1 Configuration Options

A kernel configuration is composed of a set of configuration options. A kernel module could

have multiple configuration options, each of which controls which code will be included in the

final version. Configuration options control different granularities of kernel code including

statements, functions as well as object files that are implemented based on C preprocessors

and Makefiles entries.

C preprocessors select code blocks based on #ifdef or #ifndef directives — configuration

options are used (as macros) to determine whether or not to include conditional groups

in the compiled kernel. Figures 5.1a and 5.1b show examples of C preprocessors for two

configuration options, with the granularity of statements and functions, respectively.

Makefiles are used to determine whether or not to include certain object files in the com-

piled kernel. For instance, CONFIG CACHEFILES HISTOGRAM and CONFIG CACHEFILES, in Fig-

ure 5.1c, are both configuration options. The detailed characteristics of kernel configuration

patterns have been studied before [96, 97, 98].

Note that statement-level configuration options (Figure 5.1a) cannot be identified by

function-level tracing (e.g., ftrace) used by existing kernel debloating tools [3, 51, 66, 95].

I find that 31% of C preprocessors in Linux 4.18 are options at the statement level.

The number of configuration options in modern monolithic OS kernels is increasing rapidly

as a result of the rapid growth of the kernel code and features. Figure 5.2 shows the growth

of kernel configuration options of Linux and FreeBSD on a yearly basis. Taking Linux as an
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Figure 5.2: The unrelenting growth of configuration options in Linux and FreeBSD showing
the need for debloating. Each point is a release tag of the code repositories.

example, the Linux kernel 5.0, 4.0 and 3.0 have 16,527, 14,406, 11,328 configuration options

respectively.

5.3.2 Configuration Languages

Different OS kernels employ a variety of configuration languages to instruct the com-

piler on which code to include in the compiled kernel. For example, Linux and L4/Fiasco

use KConfig [99], eCos uses a component definition language (CDL) [100], and FreeBSD

uses a simple key-value format [101]. Despite different language syntaxes, the configura-

tion language allows the definition of configuration options and dependencies between them.

Without loss of generality, I use KConfig as an example of kernel configuration semantics

through the rest of this paper.

Configuration Option Types. A configuration option in KConfig could be bool, tristate

or constant. A bool option means the code will either be statically compiled into the kernel

binary or excluded, while tristate allows the code to be compiled as a Loadable Kernel

Module (LKM)—a standalone object that can be loaded at runtime. A constant option

can have a string or numeric value that is provided as variables to the kernel code (e.g.,

kernel log buffer size: CONFIG LOG BUF SHIFT). In Linux 4.18, 48% of configuration options

are bool (must be compiled into the kernel,e.g., threads and memory), 49% are tristate

(mostly device drivers), and the remaining 3% is constant.

Configuration Dependencies. Two configuration options A and B can have one of the

following dependencies:
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• A depends on B: A can be selected only if B is selected (e.g., TMPFS XATTR depends on

TMPFS);

• A selects B: B is forcefully selected if A is selected (e.g., TMPFS POSIX ACL selects

TMPFS XATTR);

• A implies B: B is selected by default if A is selected (e.g., FUTEX implies RT MUTEXES).

However, implied options (B in the above example) can be unselected explicitly.

The Linux kernel configuration system, KConfig, employs a recursive process to enforce

the above configuration dependencies [90]. It recursively selects configuration options that

are implied and selected and deselects options whose depend relationship is not met. The

final kernel configuration always follows valid dependencies but could be different from user

input (if the input configuration violates dependency requirements).

5.3.3 Configuration Templates

The Linux kernel ships with a number of manually crafted configuration templates that

includes:

• defconfig for the default configuration,

• tinyconfig includes very basic modules [25]

• localmodconfig disables all loadable kernel modules that are not currently loaded.

• kvmconfig enables options for KVM guest support.

• xenconfig enables options for Xen Dom0 and guest support.

I would like to note that configuration templates are not a solution to the kernel debloating

challenges because the configuration templates are all handcrafted and hardcoded. They

cannot adapt to different hardware platforms and do not have knowledge of the application

requirements. For example, I find that the kernel built from tinyconfig cannot boot on

standard hardware [25], not to mention supporting applications. Some prior work [51, 52, 95]

treats localmodconfig as a minimized configuration; however, localmodconfig shares the

same set of limitations of static configuration templates: it does not debloat configuration

options that control statement- or function-level C preprocessors and does not deal with

loadable kernel modules.
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kvmconfig and xenconfig are customized for kernels running on KVM and Xen setups.

They provide domain knowledge of the underlying virtualization and hardware environment.

In Section 5.8.5, I use the information encoded in these templates to explore the potential

of debloating kernels with domain knowledge.

5.4 LINUX KERNELS IN THE CLOUD

Since I target kernel debloating for cloud-based environments, I conduct a study on existing

OS kernels provided by major cloud service providers, including Amazon AWS, Google Cloud

and Microsoft Azure.

In current cloud services, Linux is the dominant OS kernel in VMs provided by Amazon

AWS, Microsoft Azure and Google Cloud. Most cloud vendors only provide Linux and

Windows servers with Ubuntu, being the most popular distribution [102, 103]. Amazon

provides its customized Linux-based server named Amazon Linux 2 [104] for EC2 instances.

Therefore, I focus on Ubuntu and Amazon Linux 2 as the representative kernels in the cloud.

I analyze the Linux kernels provided by official Virtual Machine (VM) images. I find that

the cloud vendors all debloat the vanilla Linux kernel to some extent. However, the debloat-

ing efforts are manual and sometimes ad hoc. As shown in Table 5.1, the customization by

cloud vendors is often done by directly removing LKMs from the file system (or adding new

LKMs). Table 5.1 shows the inconsistency between the actual number of LKM files and the

number of LKMs recorded at the compilation time during kernel builds. My observations

show that the kernels are initially built with many more LKMs that are then removed later

from the built kernels. A drawback of manually trimming LKM binaries is the potential for

violating dependencies (an LKM could depend on multiple other LKMs that may have been

manually trimmed).

Importantly, there is a significant potential of improvements to further debloat the ker-

nel based on the applications. Table 5.1 (the bottom half) compares the kernels provided

by cloud vendors with the debloated variants produced by Cozart for the official Ubuntu

and Amazon Linux 2, which are the baselines respectively. I use the Apache Web Server

(HTTPD) as the target application.

As shown in Table 5.1, Cozart can further reduce the kernel size significantly on top of the

manually customized Linux kernels. Overall, Cozart can achieve reductions of the kernels by

34.91% for Ubuntu and by up to 40.72% for Amazon Linux 2, respectively, for HTTPD as

the target application. I will report the detailed results for other applications in Section 5.8.

I also studied the minimized kernel used by Amazon FireCracker, which is a micro VM

specialized for Function as a Service (e.g., AWS Lambda). The Firecracker kernel is based
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on Linux with handcrafted kernel configuration (910 configuration options), which offers

memory overhead of less than 5MB per thread in a guest VM to allow the creation of up to

150 Firecracker instances per second per host. I can see from Table 5.1 that kernel debloating

can still benefit from such a minimized kernel with a reduction of 17.69% using HTTPD as

the target application.

5.5 COZART

Cozart is an advanced OS kernel debloating framework. I use Cozart as a vehicle to

understand both the accidental and essential limitations of kernel debloating techniques.

Specifically, Cozart integrates my solutions to the accidental limitations in its design, while

including support for analyzing the essential limitations.

I chose to develop a new tool instead of building on top of existing tools (e.g., Under-

taker [3] and LKTF [51]) because the new design would require substantial architectural

changes and does not fit in the current implementation of existing tools.

5.5.1 Design Principles

Cozart shares the same high-level working principle as the state-of-the-art kernel debloat-

ing techniques [3, 21, 39, 66, 91, 92, 94]. It traces the kernel footprint reached by the target

application workloads to determine the kernel configuration required by the target applica-

Kernel # Options∗ Kernel Size

Ubuntu Ubuntu 18.10 Cloud Image 2495 / 5147 62007918
Debloated by Cozart for HTTPD -51.28%/-99.86% -65.09%

AWS Amazon Linux 2 1214 / 946 (929) 58917847
Debloated by Cozart for HTTPD -29.82%/ -97.46 (-97.42)% -59.28%

AWS Firecracker 910 / 0 15136127
Debloated by Cozart for HTTPD -17.69% / NA -19.61%

Google Ubuntu 18.10 Minimal 2454 / 989 (4993) 57155890
AWS Ubuntu 18.10 Minimal 1966 / 949 (3075) 53605858
Azure Ubuntu 18.10 1745 / 859 (1799) 53312392

Table 5.1: Configuration options and sizes of the Linux kernels provided by Ubuntu, Google,
AWS, and Azure. “Kernel size” includes kernel binary and LKMs. “# Options” is cate-
gorized into “kernel binary / LKM.” Many kernels are customized by removing or adding
LKMs; the actual LKMs are inconsistent with the number at the compilation time (in paren-
theses).
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tion. The debloated kernel will only include those kernel features instead of all available

features or features enabled in default configurations. Cozart distinguishes itself from the

state-of-the-art kernel debloating techniques [3, 21, 39, 66, 91, 92, 93, 94] in the following

aspects:

• End-to-end visibility. Cozart targets OS kernels used in cloud-based virtual ma-

chines. Therefore, Cozart leverages the visibility of the hypervisor to implement end-

to-end observations that are able to trace both the kernel boot phase and application

workloads. I build Cozart on top of QEMU.

• Composability. A key principle behind Cozart is to make kernel configuration com-

posable. Cozart divides a kernel configuration into a set of Configlets. A Con-

figlet is a set of configuration options used to boot the kernel on a given deployment

environment (e.g., a VM) or a set of configuration options needed by a target applica-

tion (e.g., HTTPD). The former is named Baselet and the latter is named Applet.

Figure 5.3 shows examples of Baselet of the Firecracker MicroVM and an Applet

of HTTPD. Note that a Baselet is not necessary the minimal set configuration to

boot on a specific hardware. Instead, it is a set of configuration options that Cozart

traces during the boot phase. Therefore, a Baselet is specialized for the hardware

that Cozart traces. A Baselet can be composed with one or more Applets that are

generated with the same Baselet to generate the final kernel configuration, which

can be used to build the debloated kernel.

• Reusability. The Configlets can be stored in persistent storage and be reused

as long as the deployment environment, and the application binaries do not change.

Cozart moves kernel tracing and application workload runs off the critical path of

the kernel debloating: with Cozart, one can conduct kernel tracing and application

workload during the development phase and maintain the resultant Configlets in

databases. The reusability also avoids repetitive tracing and workload runs, making

Configlet generation a one-time effort.

• Support for fast application deployment. The reusability and composability

form the foundation of supporting fast deployment in Cozart. Given a deployment

environment (e.g., a VM) and the target application(s), Cozart can effectively retrieve

the Baselet and Applets and compose them into the kernel configuration. Cozart

then builds the debloated new kernel using the generated kernel configuration. Cozart

also caches the intermediate build results (e.g., the object files) corresponding to the

Configlets and uses the incremental build support provided by the build system.

72



CONFIG_HYPERVISOR_GUEST

CONFIG_KVM_GUEST

CONFIG_PARAVIRT

CONFIG_VIRTIO

CONFIG_VIRTIO_BLK

CONFIG_VIRTIO_MMIO

CONFIG_VIRTIO_NET

CONFIG_VIRTUALIZATION

...

(a) Baselet of Firecracker

CONFIG_EPOLL

CONFIG_EXT4_ENCRYPTION

CONFIG_EXT4_FS

CONFIG_EXT4_FS_POSIX_ACL

CONFIG_EXT4_FS_SECURITY

CONFIG_FUTEX

CONFIG_INET

CONFIG_IP_MROUTE

...

(b) Applet of HTTPD

Figure 5.3: Examples of Configlets.

• Fine-grained configuration tracing. Cozart uses Program Counter (PC) based

tracing provided by QEMU to identify configuration options based on the correspond-

ing code patterns described in Figure 5.1. I chose PC tracing based on the observation

that function-level tracing (e.g., ftrace) cannot deal with configurations inside func-

tions (Figure 5.1c).

The ability to generate fine-grained Configlets and the composability of Configlets

also allows us to compare Applets generated by various test suites and benchmarks and to

further customize Baselets based on domain knowledge.

Figure 5.4 presents the overview architecture of Cozart. Cozart requires three types of

inputs: (1) the kernel source code, (2) the baseline configuration and (3) the application

workloads that drive the kernel execution.

Cozart operates in the following two phases (Figure 5.4):

• development phase. Config Tracker is used for tracking the configuration options

used by the deployment environment and target application 1; Configlet Generator

is used to generate Configlets (including both Baselets and Applets and store

them in Configlet DB 2).

• production phase. Given the target deployment environment and the target applica-

tions, Cozart uses Kernel Composer to generate the kernel configuration by composing

the corresponding Baselet and Applets 3 and then uses Kernel Builder to build

the debloated kernel 4.

5.5.2 Tracking Configuration Options

Cozart tracks kernel configuration options used during the kernel execution driven by

the target application. Cozart is expected to trace every individual application in order to
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Figure 5.4: Cozart overview: Config tracker records configuration options used by the target
application. Configlet generator processes these options intoConfiglets and stores them in
Configlet DB. Kernel composer takes Configlets and produces the final configuration.
Kernel builder builds the debloated kernel based on the final configuration.

generate the Applet for the application (which will be stored in Configlet DB). Cozart

can later compose multiple Applets of different applications during the production phase.

Configuration tracking is done as follows:

1. Tracing program counters (PCs) of target application(s);

2. Mapping PCs to source code;

3. Correlating source code to configuration options.

5.5.2.1 Tracing Program Counters.

Cozart uses the Program Counter (PC) register to capture the addresses of instructions

that are being executed. My implementation uses exec tb block provided by QEMU. To

ensure that the traced PCs come from the target applications instead of other processes (e.g.,

background services), Cozart uses a customized init script that does not start any other

applications. The init script mounts filesystems (/tmp, /proc and /sys), enables network

interfaces (lo and eth0) and, finally, starts the application directly after kernel boot.

Cozart disables Kernel Address Space Layout Randomization (KASLR) to be able to map

the addresses to source code correctly. Please note that the disabling of KASLR is only

limited to the configuration tracking phase—the final debloated kernel can still use KASLR.

In other words, this is not a limitation of Cozart.
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5.5.2.2 Mapping PCs to Source Code Statements.

Cozart uses addr2line [105] to map a PC to the corresponding statement in the source

code to understand which kernel module is used during the kernel execution. addr2line

utilizes the debugging information compiled in the kernel binary with the baseline configu-

ration.

Loadable kernel modules (LKMs) need additional handling. An LKM is a standalone

binary that can be loaded into a kernel during runtime. Since LKMs are not part of the

kernel binary, they are not loaded into memory at a fixed address; therefore, addr2line

cannot be directly applied. In Cozart, I use /proc/modules to obtain the start address of

each one of the loaded LKMs and then map the PCs to the statement in the LKM binary.

An alternative is to leverage localmodconfig, a kernel utility that outputs current loaded

LKMs. However, localmodconfig only provides information at the granularity of an entire

LKM and thus cannot help debloating an LKM based on fine-grained intra-LKM configura-

tion options.

5.5.2.3 Attributing Statements to Configuration Options.

Cozart attributes source code statements to configuration options based on the three

patterns presented in Figure 5.1. I implement text-based analysis based on the semantics

of C preprocessors and Makefiles. For the C preprocessor based patterns (Figures 5.1a

and 5.1b), Cozart analyzes C source files to extract the preprocessor directives (e.g., #ifdef)

and then checks whether statements within these directives are executed. For Makefile based

patterns (Figure 5.1c), Cozart determines if a configuration option should be selected at the

granularity of the object files. For instance, in Figure 5.1c, CONFIG CACHEFILES needs to be

selected if any of the corresponding files (cachefiles.o, bind.o and daemon.o) are used.

5.5.3 Generating Configlets

Baselets and Applets are generated during the phase in which configuration options

are tracked. Cozart marks the end of the boot phase using a landmark program—a C program

that mmaps an empty stub function to a pre-defined “magic address” (I use 0x333333333000

and 0x222222222000 for the start and end) and invokes the stub function. The init script

described in Section 5.5.2.1 calls the landmark program before running the target application.

Therefore, Cozart can recognize the (end of) boot phase based on the magic address in the

PC trace.
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Cozart takes the configuration options from the application and filters out the hardware-

related options that are observed during the boot phase. These hardware features are defined

based on their location in the kernel source code (for instance, options located in /arch,

/drivers and /sound). I do not exclude the possibility that a hardware-related option may

only be observed during the execution of an application, e.g., it loads a new device driver

on demand (in such cases, the application is hardware-specific).

5.5.4 Composing Configlets

Cozart composes the Baselet with one or multiple Applets to produce a final kernel

configuration that is used to build the kernel. Cozart first unions the configuration options in

all the Configlets into an initial configuration and then resolves the dependencies between

the configuration options (Section 5.3.2) using an SAT solver. Cozart does not use KConfig,

which would silently deselect unsatisfied dependencies during compilation to ensure a valid

configuration. To ensure all the selected configuration options to be included in the final

debloated kernel, I model the configuration dependencies as a boolean satisfiability problem

and use an SAT solver to generate a final configuration—a valid configuration is one that

satisfies all the specified dependencies between configuration options. I follow the SAT-

based modeling for kernel configuration options described in [96, 106] and use PicoSAT in

the implementation of Cozart [107]. It is possible that the SAT solver returns multiple valid

solutions. In this case, my current implementation will use the first solution returned from

the solver. Note that the first solution may not strictly be the smallest one among all the

returned solutions in terms of size; on the other hand, it is straightforward to compile the

kernels for all the returned solutions and select the one for the minimal size.

5.5.5 Kernel Builder

Cozart uses the standard kernel build system (KBuild for Linux) to build the debloated

kernel based on the kernel configuration composed from Configlets. As kernel building is

on the critical path of kernel debloating, Cozart optimizes the build time by leveraging the

incremental build support of modern build tool (e.g., make). Cozart caches the previous build

results (e.g., the object files and loadable kernel modules) to avoid redundant compilation

and linking. Upon a configuration change, only the modules with the changes of internal

configuration options need to be rebuilt, while the other files can be reused. I find this

feature to be particularly useful when a debloated kernel needs to support an additional new

application because most applications share many modules but only differ in a small number
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Application Benchmark (Metrics) Test Suite

HTTPD (v2.4) Apache benchmark ab (RPS) Apache-Test [109]
NGINX (v1.15) Apache benchmark ab (RPS) NGINX-test [110]
Memcached (v1.5) Memtier benchmark (RPS) Memcached/t [111]
MySQL (v5.7) sysbench (throughput) MySQL test [112]
PHP (v7.2) PHP perf. benchmark (execution time) PHP-test [113]
Redis (v4.0) Redis benchmark (throughput) Redis-test [114]

Table 5.2: Applications and their benchmarks and test suites used in my study All the test
suites are the official ones shipped with the open-source projects.

of modules.

5.6 STUDY METHODOLOGY

Target Applications. I use six popular open-source server applications, presented in Ta-

ble 5.2, that are commonly deployed in virtualized cloud environments. For each application,

I use both its official test suite and performance benchmarks to drive the kernel, based on

which I use Cozart to generate the Configlets.

Performance Benchmarking Setups. I use the official performance benchmarks listed

in Table 5.2 to measure the application performance running in the auto-debloated kernel,

in order to verify that the debloating does not introduce any performance regression. All

the performance experiments (including the measurement of build times) were performed

on a KVM-based VM with 4 VCPUs and 8 GB RAM running on an Intel®Xeon®Silver

4110 CPU operating at 2.10 GHz. I report the benchmark results as the average results of

20 runs.

Baseline Kernel. My baseline kernel is Linux kernel version 4.18.0 from the latest Ubuntu

18.10 Cloud Image (the most widely used Linux distribution, Section 5.3). I also repeated

all my experiments on Linux kernel version 5.1.9 from Fedora 30 (the top two most popular

Linux distributions deployed in cloud environments [108]). I observe very similar results.

Therefore, I only present the results from the Ubuntu 18.10 Cloud Image as the baseline.

Besides the Linux kernel, I also applied Cozart to the L4/Fiasco microkernel and Amazon

Firecracker’s kernel, as discussed in Section 5.9.
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5.7 DEBLOATING EFFECTIVENESS

I use Cozart to debloat the baseline kernel for the target applications listed in Table 5.2.

Cozart achieves more than 80% kernel reduction (Table 5.4), which I will discuss in detail

in Section 5.8.2. All the debloated kernel can boot and run application workloads, including

the corresponding performance benchmarks and test suites.

To validate that the application workloads running on the debloated kernels have normal

runtime behavior, I compare the test results and the log messages generated by the applica-

tions running on the debloated kernels and the baseline kernel. I verify that the application

behaviors are identical. Additionally, I compared statement-level code coverage results of the

applications running on the debloated kernel versus the baseline kernel. I find the coverage

results are similar with difference within 1% due to certain non-determinism of test cases. In

summary, the debloated kernel does not cause any runtime failure of the target applications.

In the remaining of this section, I report the performance of the debloated kernel gener-

ated by Cozart with regards to the baseline kernel in the following aspects: (1) boot time

reduction, (2) performance benchmark results, and (3) memory savings.

Boot Time. Boot time is critical to provide elastic runtime environments for the serverless

computing. The second column in Table 5.3 shows the boot time (and the corresponding

reduction with regards to the baseline kernel) for each debloated kernel for the target appli-

cation. I measure the boot time by reading the value from /proc/uptime that contains the

duration of the system being on since its last restart. The numbers in the table present the

average boot time for ten runs. The kernels debloated by Cozart achieve a time reduction

of close to 14%. The reduction is attributed to the savings in load time for a smaller sized

kernel image and the skipping of module initialization and device registration for the parts

that have been removed (e.g., Fuse file system and Hot Plug PCI controller—both of which

may have been removed as part of the debloating).

The boot time depends on the Baselet that, in turn, depends on the original kernel as

discussed in Section 5.8.3. A small Baselet will lead to shorter boot times. Surprisingly,

Cozart is able to achieve a similar percentage of reduction for Firecracker’s kernel with the

boot times at less than 100 microseconds.

Application Performance. I benchmark the performance of the applications running on

debloated kernels generated by Cozart and compare the benchmark results with the baseline

kernel. I do not expect any performance improvements; instead, I look for performance

regressions due to removal of performance optimization modules from the original kernels.
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Application Boot Time (ms) App. Perf. (%) Memory Save (KB)

Baseline 646 0.00 0

Apache HTTPD 561 (-13.16%) +1.70% +4,012
Memcached 557 (-13.78%) +3.44% +4,012
MySQL 558 (-13.62%) +0.29% +4,016
Nginx 562 (-13.00%) +3.53% +4,016
PHP 556 (-13.93%) +0.21% +4,012
Redis 556 (-13.93%) +3.49/3.78% +4,012

Table 5.3: Boot time, application performance and memory reduction for debloated kernels.
The baseline is the original kernel of the Ubuntu 18.10 Cloud Image. The benchmarks for
measuring application performance are described in Table 5.2. Note that I show both get

and set requests for Redis.

Note that this is not supposed to happen by the design of Cozart, but I run the performance

benchmarks as sanity checks.

Table 5.3 (the third column) shows the improvements of application performance running

on debloated kernels with regards to the baseline. There is no performance regression for any

of the applications; instead, the debloated kernels show marginal performance improvements

for all the applications, mainly because applications load faster and have smaller memory

overheads.

Memory Savings. Smaller memory usages can improve resource utilization. Debloated

kernels can have the benefit of memory savings. I define memory savings as the reduction

in the memory region that hosts the loaded kernel binary, measured by MemTotal, as read

from /proc/meminfo. The numbers shown in Table 5.3 are aligned to page sizes (4 KB

in my system). I observe about 4 MB memory savings across the debloated kernels for

single applications because the kernel size reduction contributes to memory savings, and all

applications have similar reduction percentages (which I will discuss in Section 5.8.1).

To Summarize: The debloated kernels produced by Cozart are all stable—they can di-

rectly boot and support the expected application workloads. The debloated kernels can boot

13+% faster than the baseline kernel. The debloated kernel has slightly higher performance

compared with the baseline kernel. The debloated kernels achieve more than 4MB memory

savings at runtime.
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Application
# Kernel Modules Kernel Size Reduction
Static LKM Static LKM Default Overall

Ubuntu Vanilla (Baseline) 2443 5001 0% 0% 0% 0%

Base configlet 1212 7 -17.21% -86.80% -29.52% -83.53%
Apache HTTPD 1213 7 -17.19% -86.80% -29.50% -83.52%
Memcached 1215 7 -17.19% -86.80% -29.50% -83.52%
MySQL 1221 7 -17.13% -86.80% -29.46% -83.51%
NGINX 1215 7 -17.19% -86.80% -29.50% -83.52%
PHP 1216 7 -17.21% -86.80% -29.50% -83.53%
Redis 1217 7 -17.17% -86.80% -29.49% -83.52%

Docker 1232 35 -17.02% -75.11% -27.30% -83.01%
Docker + Apache HTTPD 1233 35 -16.99% -75.10% -27.27% -83.00%
Docker + Memcached 1233 35 -16.99% -75.10% -27.27% -83.00%
Docker + MySQL 1239 35 -16.93% -75.10% -27.22% -82.99%
Docker + NGINX 1233 35 -16.99% -75.10% -27.27% -83.00%
Docker + PHP 1236 35 -16.98% -75.11% -27.30% -83.01%
Docker + Redis 1237 35 -16.98% -75.10% -27.26% -83.00%

Table 5.4: Characteristics of the debloated kernel generated by Cozart based on Configlet
composition. “Static” and “LKM” refer to all the statically-linked modules and loadable
kernel modules, respectively. “Default” refers to a very conservative baseline that only
includes the LKMs that are auto-loaded based on Ubuntu 18.10 configuration (Ubuntu
includes all the LKMs but does not auto-load every single one by default). “Overall” refers
to the overall kernel space (all the modules).

5.8 FINDINGS AND IMPLICATIONS

5.8.1 Boot Phase Visibility

This section discusses the visibility limitation of the state-of-the-art kernel debloating

techniques. It also explains how Cozart addresses this accidental limitation by design.

Kernel debloating has to take care of the kernel boot phase in which the necessary kernel

modules are loaded to make sure the kernel can start up and run on the deployment en-

vironment; otherwise the kernel could either fail to boot or have performance and security

regressions due to missing important options that are loaded during the boot phase.

5.8.1.1 My Experiences with State-of-the-Art Kernel Debloating Tools.

The state-of-the-art tools, as exemplified by Undertaker [3], do not have an automatic

solution to tackle the boot phase. This is because existing tools use ftrace for kernel

tracing, which can only be started after kernel boot. Therefore, existing tools do not have

the visibility to the kernel boot phase.
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Figure 5.5: Boot-phase configuration options in Baselet and in the baseline kernel. I break
down the options based on the Linux kernel source tree.

To work around this limitation, Undertaker turns on ftrace as early as possible by ex-

tending the system-provided initial RAM disk (initrd) [3]. However, I show that turning

on ftrace at the initialization of RAM disk is not early enough. I show that disk drivers

are not captured in Undertaker, and even the RAM disk support itself has to be whitelisted.

To make the debloated kernel bootable, Undertaker eventually requires users to set a

whitelist to ensure certain configuration options are included. However, as articulated in [91],

“that brings the user back to the original configuration issue.” Given the dynamics of kernel

configuration (Figure 5.2), it is hard for the handcrafted whitelist to keep updated with the

kernel evolution.

I use Undertaker to debloat the same Linux kernel presented in the Undertaker pa-

per [3]. Undertaker produces an unbootable kernel. In addition, serial console options

(e.g., CONFIG SERIAL 8250 and CONFIG SERIAL 8250 CONSOLE) are missing, which makes

the kernel print no messages. I manually add back the serial console, and I find that EXT4

filesystem is misconfigured as an LKM (caused by its design bugs). Besides, the SCSI

disk support (CONFIG BLK DEV SD) is absent as the current whitelist only preserves an older

disk interface, i.e., ATA (CONFIG SATA AHCI).3 My experience is consistent with the other

report [91]. It shows that using a handcrafted whitelist is not a sustainable solution.

LKTF [51] attempts to address the invisibility to the boot phase using a search-based

approach. LKTF fills in configuration options into the unbootable kernel generated by

Undertaker until the kernel can eventually boot. It is reported that LKTF takes about five

hours to generate a bootable kernel [91]. Although the debloated kernel generated by LKTF

has a higher chance to boot (it is reported that the kernel boots in 1/5 of the time [91]),

3Despite that the kernel debloated by Undertaker does not boot, I still report its overall kernel reduction
of 91.38% as a reference.
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LKTF involves building and testing a lot of kernels in VMs until one can successfully boot.

I are not able to run LKTF because its implementation is hardcoded to a small number

of old kernel versions. The kernel generated by LKTF may have reduced performance and

security, as LKTF does not guarantee to include all the original security and performance

configuration in the debloated kernel.

5.8.1.2 Boot-phase Visibility with Cozart.

Cozart addresses the visibility limitation using a lower level tracing provided by the hy-

pervisor, as discussed in Section 5.5.2. The tracing allows Cozart to observe the complete

lifecycle of a kernel and thus include all the modules that are loaded during the boot phase.

This brings a key advantage of Cozart: Every debloated kernel by Cozart can boot and run

stably.

Cozart generates the Baselet for Ubuntu 18.10, which contains 1212 (out of 2443)

statically-linked modules and 7 (out of 5001) LKMs. I reduce 1231 static-linked modules

and 4994 LKMs compared with the baseline kernel (Ubuntu 18.10). Figure 5.5 breaks it

down based on the subdirectories in the kernel source tree. The majority of reduction is

from drivers, net, sound, and fs (file systems), with a reduction of 94+% in total.

Consider drivers as an example. The vanilla kernel aims to support a variety of hard-

ware and thus contains drivers for different devices (e.g., network cards, PCI and media

devices). Cozart only includes the one observed in the traces (i.e., those used by the ap-

plications), including acpi, scsi, cpufreq, tty, char, and dma drivers. The vanilla kernel

contains different filesystems (fs) such as FAT and Fuse. Cozart only keeps EXT4 as the

filesystem that results in only 48 fs modules in the debloated kernel (e.g., CONFIG EXT4 FS,

CONFIG EXT4 POSIX ACL, CONFIG EXT4 ENCRYPTION) out of 271 in the baseline. The re-

duced kernel also includes pseudo-filesystems (e.g., proc and sys) and other fs options

(e.g., CONFIG FS IOMAP, CONFIG FS MBCACHE) to satisfy dependencies.

To Summarize: Existing kernel debloating techniques initialize in-kernel tracing meth-

ods (e.g., ftrace) too late and cannot observe the boot phase, which is critical to producing a

bootable kernel. Cozart leverages the tracing feature provided by the hypervisor to support

end-to-end observability (including the complete boot phase and application workloads) and

produce stable kernels that can always boot and run applications stably. The debloated

kernel by Cozart does not have any performance regression, as shown in Section 5.7.
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5.8.2 Composability

I show that Configlets can be automatically composed to generate a debloated kernel

configuration. A kernel configuration can be composed with one Baselet plus one or more

Applets. As described in Section 5.5.4, Cozart first unions the configuration options in the

Configlets and resolves configuration dependencies.

5.8.2.1 Composition Experiments.

I evaluate Cozart’s composability with the following four types of compositions:

• Individual application. I use Cozart to compose each individual Applet and the

Baselet to generate a debloated kernel tailored for an individual application.

• Individual application in a container. I use Cozart to compose the Applet

along with the Configlet of the Docker Runtime (dockerd) in conjunction with the

Baselets.

• Multi-application. I use Cozart to compose a debloated kernel to support the

LAMP [115] stack (that includes Apache HTTPD, MySQL and PHP). I use a sep-

arate application, a MySQL administration tool with a PHP interface, to validate the

LAMP stack works, in addition to each individual application in the stack.

5.8.2.2 Applet Characteristics.

Cozart successfully generates the Applets for all of the target applications listed in

Table 5.2. Figure 5.6 shows the breakdown of the Applets based on the Linux kernel

source tree.

All applications have similar distributions across the subdirectories. The average Con-

figlet size is 117, which is ≈1% of the total number of Linux kernel configuration options.

The small percentage is expected because (1) most of the options are for hardware features

(81+% are hardware options), and (2) applications typically use a small number of system

calls and thus have a small kernel footprint. The results also indicate the benefit of decou-

pling Applets and Baselets—one can rapidly reconfigure the kernel to accommodate new

applications as long as I have the corresponding Applets, as shown in Section 5.8.3.
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Figure 5.6: Characteristics of Applets generated by Cozart for each target application.

5.8.2.3 Composition Effectiveness.

Table 5.4 shows the detailed debloating results of the first and second types of composition

(single application and application in a container).4 The reductions are with regard to the

baseline kernel. The reason why the reduction numbers look very similar is that 96–99%

of the configuration options are from the Baselet generated from the same VM. Cozart

can compose the Baselet with the target Applet to achieve 17+% size reduction for

static-linked kernel binaries and 86+% size reduction for loadable kernel modules (LKMs).

I next use Cozart to generate the Configlet for Docker Runtime (dockerd) using the

standard hello-world example that starts dockerd, pulls the hello-world image, and

launches a container. I generate debloated kernels by composing multiple Applets (includ-

ing the target application and dockerd) and the Baselets, in a manner similar to how I

generate single-application kernels. The debloated kernel can execute all the performance

benchmarks described in Table 5.2. The lower half of Table 5.4 shows the reduction achieved

by debloated Linux kernels running single applications in Docker containers. Specifically, I

can see that the dockerd Configlet contains most of the Applets already. The debloated

kernels have similar reduction ratios.

To compose the kernel configuration for the LAMP stack, I use Cozart to compose the

Configlets of each application (HTTPD, MySQL, and PHP), together with the Baselet

to generate a debloated kernel for the entire stack. I deploy and run a separate application,

phpMyAdmin (a MySQL administration tool with a PHP-based interface). I manually exer-

cise the application to ensure the functionalities of all components (i.e., PHP, MySQL and

4I do not focus on security analysis in this paper and, thus, do not report security metrics such as GenSec
and IsoSec [3] or vulnerability reduction [17] (those analysis cannot be automated). I limit ourselves to the
understanding that a reduction in total code results in an improved security posture due to reduced attack
surfaces.
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HTTPD) are used. I find no error messages to verify that (1) the kernel supports LAMP

stack applications and (2) the kernel supports workloads are different from those used to

generate each individual Applet. I find that phpMyAdmin works properly without any dys-

functions. The debloated kernel shows a size reduction of 17.13% for a statically-linked

kernel binary and 86.80% for LKMs.

To Summarize: The composability of Cozart enables users to generate and maintain

application-specific kernel configuration in Applets and deployment-specific kernel con-

figuration in Baselets. A complete kernel configuration can be generated by composing

Applets and Baselet.

5.8.3 Fast Application Deployment

A limitation of existing kernel debloating techniques, when one wants to deploy a new

application onto a debloated kernel (customized for a different application), is that she has

to repeat the entire debloating process from tracing to the re-compilation.5 Given that

debloating a kernel could take hours or days, existing debloating techniques cannot support

fast application deployment.

I argue that the aforementioned limitation is caused by the design of existing techniques

which make tracing an integral component of the debloating process—the debloating tool

has to first trace the kernel by running application workloads and then compile the kernel

based on the tracing results. Table 5.5 compares the tracing time and compilation time. I

can see that tracing requires significantly more time than compiling. Specifically, the tracing

time depends on the application workloads (test suites or benchmarks)—a more complete

workloads would lead to higher tracing overhead. For example, MySQL has 5567 test files

and requires 86 hours in total to finish the tracing.

With Cozart, tracing can be decoupled from the compilation and thus can be done during

the development phase, as long as the results, Configlets, are maintained. If I have the

Configlets of the target applications, debloating a kernel takes less than two minutes if

compiled from scratch, as shown in Table 5.5.

5One can prepare debloated kernels for every combination of applications and thus save repeated tracing
effort. However, this requires prohibitive storage costs due to the combinatorial space. For example, for 10
applications, the potential combinations of applications running on a kernel are 210.
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Application
Tracing Time Build Time (second)

(second) From Scratch From Baseline

Baseline 0 1035.84 N/A

HTTPD 658.09 119.75 125.47
Memcached 2463.75 119.33 123.92
NGINX 3975.25 119.17 122.52
MySQL 310550.32 119.49 123.37
PHP 14989.02 119.16 123.81
Redis 13004.33 119.57 123.03

Table 5.5: The debloating time for tracing and compilation (from scratch and from a previous
baseline build).

5.8.3.1 Build from Scratch.

As shown in Table 5.5, building a debloated kernel from scratch takes less than two min-

utes. The build is more than 8.5× faster than building the baseline kernel, as the debloating

skips more than 83% of kernel code (Table 5.4). The compilation time is proportional to the

code size.

I also explore the benefits of incremental builds that reusing intermediate files (e.g., object

files and LKMs) of a build for the baseline kernel. My hypothesis is that the build for the

debloated kernel should be able to reuse many of the object files and speed up. Surprisingly,

I find that such practice does not help speed up the build, but instead slowing down the build

slightly, as shown in Table 5.5. The reason is that the configuration of the debloated kernel is

dramatically different from the baseline kernel, and only a few files can be reused—I observe

that more than 99% of files need to be re-compiled. On the other hand, when building from

a previous build, KBuild needs to check the reusability of each object file, with the overhead

being more than the benefit.

5.8.3.2 Incremental Builds from Debloated Kernels.

I then explore the benefits of incremental builds from debloated kernels, instead of the

baseline kernel. I design a few experiments where I want to add a new application on top of

an existing debloated kernel and measure the additional build time, as shown in Table 5.6.

I find that the incremental builds from debloated kernels are very effective. This is mainly

attributed to the fact that many applications share common configuration options and only

differ in a small number of options. As a result, Cozart only needs to (re-)compile these small

number of additional modules, while reusing the majority of the originally built binaries.

As shown in Table 5.6, my framework only needs tens of seconds in the presence of cold
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Applications # New Modules Time (Sec.)
Existing New (Options) (Hot/Cold)

Apache PHP 0 0/0
Apache + PHP Redis 1 5.67/30.73
Apache + PHP MySQL 2 18.07/64.78
Docker + Apache + PHP MySQL 0 0/0

Table 5.6: The number of new options when comparing the new Applet and the composed
kernel, and the time it takes to build. Hot/cold refers to hot/cold disk cache.

caches to rebuild the kernel for supporting a new application, while only a few seconds if

the cache is hot (typically when dedicated build servers are in use). The incremental build

time is determined by the number and size of the new modules that need to be included.

Especially, in two cases, the build is entirely skipped, because the Applet of the new

application is included in the current Configlets. Note that this cannot be supported

without the exposure and analysis of Configlets—in existing debloating techniques, the

same cases have to go through the tracing and building process.

To Summarize: Kernel debloating can be done within tens of seconds if the configuration

options of target applications are known. The composability of Cozart allows users to prepare

Applets during the development phase. To deploy a new application on a debloated kernel,

Cozart composes the Applet of the target application with the Configlets of the current

kernel to generate a new debloated kernel within tens of seconds.

5.8.4 Coverage

One of the essential concerns of applying existing kernel debloating techniques is the

completeness of the debloated kernel regarding the kernel footprint of the target applications.

If the target application reaches kernel code that is not included in the debloated kernel, the

kernel could potentially crash or returns errors to the applications.

The prior studies on kernel debloating techniques implicitly assume that running a bench-

mark could cover the kernel footprint of the target applications. Taking web servers as the

example, prior studies use simple benchmarks that access static documents to generate the

debloated kernel [3].

Table 5.7 shows the statement coverage of each target application when running the official

performance benchmark suites. I use gcov, an open-source source code coverage analyzer.

I can see that the statement coverage reached by the official benchmark is very low—the

statement coverage ranges from 6% to 26%. Typically, the benchmarks only exercise the

steady states of the target applications, while missing the other part of the application
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program (e.g., other features, error handling and recovery states). Take web servers such as

HTTPD and NGINX as examples. The benchmarks only exercise the code path for serving

static web pages and only lead to a statement coverage of 13% and 8% respectively. As

a result, the debloated kernel generated based on those benchmarks can hardly support

workloads different from the benchmarks.

Test suites can potentially complement benchmarks in exercising the application’s kernel

footprint, as test suites are designed to exercise different parts of the software and its use

cases. Therefore, I explore the feasibility and effectiveness of using test suites for kernel

debloating, given that mature software systems usually provide high-coverage test suites, as

shown in Table 5.2.

As shown in Table 5.7, test suites provide much higher code coverage compared with the

benchmarks. However, I can see that the code coverage of the test suites is not perfect.

For the open-source applications evaluated in this paper, the statement coverage varies

from 29%–73%. It is reported, however, that test suites for industrial software have much

higher code coverage. For example, Google reports that the code coverage of their software

projects are above 80% [116, 117]. I conclude that lack of high-coverage tests is an essential

limitation for the adoption of existing kernel debloating techniques based on dynamic tracing.

I believe that automated testing techniques such as fuzzing testing [118, 119] and concolic

testing [120, 121] and other symbolic execution based test generation techniques [122, 123]

can effectively improve the test coverage and alleviate the limitations. On the other hand,

those test auto-generation techniques are not silver bullets, e.g., fuzz testing provides few

guarantees on coverage, while symbolic execution is challenging to scale.

I compare the Applets generated from benchmarks versus test suites. Table 5.7 shows

the size of the two Applets for each application. In general, test suites have higher code

coverage and lead to the larger size of Applets, compared with benchmarks. The only

exception is HTTPD. The Applet generated from the benchmark has 23 more options,

Application
Test Suite Benchmark

Coverage # Options Coverage # Options

HTTPD 29% 76 13% 97
Memcached 73% 120 26% 80
NGINX 69% 123 8% 80
MySQL 68% 120 13% 93
PHP 61% 115 6% 35
Redis 57% 115 11% 65

Table 5.7: Statement coverage and number of kernel configuration options of the target
applications reached by the official performance benchmarks versus official test suites.
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despite lower code coverage. I attribute this to HTTPD’s poor test suite.

Interestingly, I find that the configuration options discovered by benchmarks are not al-

ways included in the Applets from test suites even for high-coverage test suites such as

Memcached. In Memcached, there are three options that only exist in Applets generated

by the benchmark. One of them is CONFIG PROC SYSCTL, which is captured when Mem-

cached reads the maximum number of file descriptors to check whether it can allocate more

connections in the scenario where the number of requests overloads the Memcached server.

I would like to note that code coverage cannot guarantee the coverage of the target ap-

plication’s kernel reach (the kernel features needed to support the application). A test suite

with 100% statement coverage can cover all possible system calls invoked by the target ap-

plication, but provides no guarantee to cover all possible system call argument values, or all

possible kernel states. Hence, the limitations of dynamic tracing is essential (not accidental)

to existing kernel debloating techniques.

To Summarize: An essential limitation of using dynamic-tracing based techniques for

kernel debloating (which are the de facto approach) is the imperfect test suites and bench-

marks. Specifically, the official test suites of many open-source applications have low code

coverage. Combining different workloads (e.g., using both test suites and performance bench-

marks) to drive the application could alleviate the limitation to a certain extent. On the

other hand, code coverage cannot guarantee the coverage of the target application’s kernel

reach.

5.8.5 Using Domain-specific Information

One essential limitation of existing kernel debloating techniques is the inability to distin-

guish between kernel modules which are executed during the tracing versus those that are

needed. Current techniques (including Cozart) keep all the kernel modules/code that are

used during the boot phase or during application workloads in the debloated kernel. How-

ever, modules/code that are executed are not necessarily needed—it is possible that they are

reached only because they happen to exist on the execution paths. For example, for virtual

machines (VMs), kernel modules/code for BIOS, thermal control, power management are

executed but are not needed to boot the VM.

In this section, I study the opportunities of further debloat the kernel based on domain

knowledge to remove the kernel modules/code that are not needed for the deployment.

I study KVM-based VMs (such as Amazon Firecracker) and Xen VMs. As described

in Section 5.3.3, the Linux source code provides configuration templates, kvmconfig and

xenconfig, which provide domain-specific information for KVM and Xen respectively. For
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Static Size
# Remaining Modules

Static LKM

Original debloated kernel 20579167 1215 7

KVM 12302255 (-40.22%) 680 (-44.03%) 1 (-85.71%)
XEN Guest (DomU) 12524616 (-39.14%) 709 (-41.65%) 2 (-71.43%)

Table 5.8: Boot-related kernel reduction on top of the Baselet using domain-specific in-
formation (the kvmconfig and xenconfig templates provided by the Linux kernel).

example, kvmconfig uses virtio as the I/O interface for both net and block devices, while

xenconfig uses the Xen front-end (Dom0) as the main I/O interface; the original Baselet

also uses other I/O interfaces such as the SCSI disk driver which are not needed for KVM

and Xen VMs.

I use these two templates to replace the original Baselets to further debloat the already-

debloated kernel for KVM (I use Amazon Firecracker as the KVM frontend) and Xen,

respectively. Table 5.8 shows the results. I observe a 40+% and 39+% kernel size reduction

of KVM and Xen compared with the original Baselet, which is a result of 40+% and 41+%

reduction in the number of configuration options for KVM and Xen, respectively.

The significant reduction comes from the fact that many kernel modules (including par-

tition types, processor features, BIOS, thermal control, power management, ACPI, input

devices and legacy serial support) are executed by the baseline kernel at the boot time and

thus are included by Cozart. However, those modules are not needed if the deployment is

KVM or Xen virtual machines. Therefore, with domain-specific information of these VMs,

I can further remove those modules.

To Summarize: Domain-specific information can be used to further debloat the kernel by

removing the kernel modules that are executed in the baseline kernel but are not needed by

the actual deployment. Take Xen and KVM as examples. I can use Cozart to further reduce

the kernel size by 40+% and 39+% based on the xenconfig and kvmconfig configuration

templates provided by the Linux kernel source.

5.9 GENERALITY

To the best of my knowledge, all existing kernel debloating tools and studies only focus

on the generic Linux kernel. I report my experience in debloating other types of OS kernels

by porting Cozart to the L4/Fiasco microkernel and the Firecracker kernel.
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5.9.1 Cozart Portability

Cozart is portable to other types of OS kernels. I have ported Cozart to debloat the

L4/Fiasco microkernel and the Firecracker kernel. I apply Cozart on the L4/Fiasco micro-

kernel that also uses KConfig as the configuration language with minor changes to a newer

source tree layout and different build steps. I modify the kernel bus from MMIO to PCI for

QEMU tracing and change the bus back to boot on Firecracker.

My experience shows that configuration-driven kernel debloating techniques are indepen-

dent of kernel architectures, regardless of whether they are monolithic kernels or microker-

nels. The porting only requires the integration with the kernel configuration system (e.g.,

KConfig) and the kernel build system (e.g., KBuild).

5.9.2 L4 Microkernel

I apply Cozart to the L4/Fiasco microkernel [124]. The result is surprising—the de-

bloated kernel is 47% smaller when compared to the default. The reason for the significant

reduction is that the default L4/Fiasco kernel configuration enables a heavy kernel debugger,

CONFIG JDB, that contributes to a big part of the final kernel. The debloated kernel no longer

houses this module. I would like to note that it may sound straightforward that removing

a debugger makes the kernel smaller in size; however, without an automated solution like

Cozart, it is impractical to examine and select every single configuration option manually,

given the hundreds and ever-increasing number of configuration options (L4/Fiasco has 218

configuration options). This has been repeatedly validated by recent user studies on system

configuration management [89, 125, 126, 127].

I choose to run an ambient occlusion renderer benchmark, aobench [128], as none of the

applications in Table 5.2 can directly run on L4/Fiasco. I run aobench in a KVM-based VM

with 1 VCPU and 128 MB RAM and observe a performance improvement of 4%.

5.9.3 Firecracker

While still based on Linux, Amazon Firecracker’s kernel is a special case, as the kernel

is extensively minimized to optimize for Function-as-a-Service workloads (Firecracker does

not support generic Linux kernel). I apply Cozart on the Firecracker kernel using the tar-

get applications listed in Table 5.2 to understand the space for application-specific kernel

debloating like Cozart to benefit an extensively optimized kernel like Firecracker.

Overall, Cozart reduces the number of kernel configuration options from 910 to 729 (a 20%
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reduction), leading to a 19.76% kernel size reduction and an 11% faster boot time (reduced

from 104 microseconds to 92.5 microseconds).6

To Summarize: Application-oriented kernel debloating can lead to further kernel code

reduction for microkernels (e.g., L4) and extensively customized kernels (e.g., the Firecracker

kernel). The reduction is significant: 47.0% for the L4 microkernel and 19.76% for the

Firecracker kernel.

5.10 CONCLUSION

OS kernel debloating techniques have not received wide-ranging adoption due to the insta-

bilities of the debloated kernels, the lack of speed, completeness issues, and the requirements

for manual intervention. This paper studies the practicality of OS kernel debloating tech-

niques with the goal of making kernel debloating practical in real-world deployments. I

identify the limitations of existing kernel debloating techniques that hinder their practical

adoption. To understand these limitations, I build Cozart, an automated kernel debloating

framework which enables us to conduct a number of experiments on different types of OS

kernels with a wide variety of applications. I share my experience and solutions in addressing

the accidental limitations that exist in the existing kernel debloating techniques and discuss

the challenges and opportunities in addressing the essential limitations that are critical to

the practicality of OS kernel debloating.

I have made Cozart and the experiment data publicly available at: https://github.com/

hckuo/Cozart

6I use Firecracker’s own mechanism to measure the boot time instead of reading from /proc/uptime.
Firecracker uses a pre-defined I/O port to notify boot completions.
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CHAPTER 6: BEYOND TRADITIONAL KERNEL DEBLOATING

6.1 OVERVIEW

In this chapter, I expand the definition of debloating. Restricting access to kernel code

and reducing inefficiency in the kernel can also be considered as means of debloating. I

make the observation that extensions can be collectively optimized after they are verified

individually and loaded into the shared kernel. I present KFuse, a framework that optimizes

Linux kernel extensions (BPF) and brings significant performance gains.

6.2 INTRODUCTION

Operating system (OS) extensions are more popular than ever. Linux BPF is marketed

as a “superpower” that allows user programs to be downloaded into the kernel, verified to

be safe and executed at kernel hook points. Currently, BPF extensions are used for sys-

tem call security (e.g., seccomp-BPF [129]), performance tracing (e.g., tracepoints [130] and

bcc [131]), and network packet processing (e.g., express data path (XDP) [132, 133]); many

other use cases are proposed recently [131, 132, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142,

143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154]. BPF extensions have high perfor-

mance, because BPF code is highly optimized [155] and BPF programs are executed entirely

in the kernel. For example, sandboxing system call with seccomp BPF filters is reported to

be 2× faster, compared with ptrace-based system call filtering [156]; using XDP [132, 133]

to implement firewall rules improves network throughput by 11× compared to iptable-based

implementations [157].

Currently, BPF extensions are individually verified by an in-kernel BPF verifier and then

executed independently. A common execution pattern for BPF extensions is to execute a

chain of independently-loaded BPF extensions that are attached at the same hook point.

The chain pattern is a natural implementation choice to support BPF extensions that are (1)

installed by multiple principals [129, 130, 158]; (2) installed at different points of time (e.g.,

for temporally-specialized security policies [159, 160]), and (3) maintained to be modular

and separate (for maintainability and debuggability) [161].

More fundamentally, due to the limited scalability of BPF program verification, the BPF

verifier enforces each BPF extension to be small in size—each BPF program is limited to

4096 instructions with a maximum stack size of 512 bytes; therefore, large BPF features

need to be split into small BPF programs, each of which can be verified in time [162].
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However, I observe that the chain pattern has large performance overhead, due to indirect

jumps penalized by security mitigations (e.g., Spectre), loops, and memory accesses. The

typical chain pattern is implemented by a sequence of indirect jumps. The kernel maintains

an array of pointers of loaded BPF extensions which are called one by one via indirect jumps

to these pointers. While indirect jumps were optimized in modern CPUs via branch pre-

diction, recent security mitigations to speculative vulnerabilities [163] (Spectre, specifically

Variant 2) incur significant overhead to indirect jumps, negatively affecting the execution of

the chained BPF execution. For example, the de facto software mitigation, Retpoline [164],

makes indirect jumps 13.3× slower [5, 165]. Besides loops, BPF extension chains can also

be formed by tail calls; a BPF program can tail-call another BPF program, which takes a

memory access and an indirect jump.

To make the matter worse, the overhead of BPF extension chains increases with the

increase of the length of the chain. I have seen real-world BPF use cases with long BPF

extension chains. For example, systemd [166] installs 19 seccomp BPF filters to its services.

My benchmark on Redis initialized by systemd shows that the chained BPF extensions can

cause a 10% slowdown of Redis. I expect such long chain to be commonplace in future BPF

use cases for fine-grained policies and richer features. The overhead of the chains would be

untenable.

In this paper, I argue that execution and verification should be a separation of concerns.

I propose to decouple the execution of BPF extensions from their verification requirements

and limits—kernel extension programs can be collectively optimized, after each extension is

individually verified and loaded into the shared kernel. I demonstrate that the decoupling

could lead to new opportunities for performance optimizations, while maintaining the safety

of the verified extension programs.

I present KFuse, a framework that dynamically and automatically optimizing chains of

BPF extensions by transforming indirect jumps into direct jumps, unrolling loops, and saving

memory accesses, without loss of security or flexibility. Specifically, KFuse merges a chain of

BPF extensions into a fused BPF program by rewriting the return instructions into direct

jump instructions and updating the jump offsets. For loop-based chains, KFuse updates the

return values based on the original loop semantics (tail calls do not return). KFuse ensures

that the fused BPF program maintains all the safety properties required by the BPF verifier.

This can be proved by induction-based on the safety properties of the original BPF extension

programs in the chain (ensured by the BPF verifier). Lastly, KFuse is fully transparent to

user space. It achieves the transparency by maintaining the original verified BPF program

and only performing the optimizations for execution. I integrate KFuse into three Linux

kernel subsystems that adopt BPF: seccomp, tracepoint, and cgroup. I show that KFuse
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for (; f; f = f->prev) {

u32 cur_ret =

bpf_prog_run(f->prog,

sd);

↪→

↪→

if (cur_ret < ret) {

ret = cur_ret;

*match = f;↪→

}

}

(a) Seccomp execution loop

u32 _ret = 1;

_item = &_array->items[0];

while ((_prog =

_item->prog)) {↪→

_ret &= func(_prog,

ctx);↪→

_item++;

}

return _ret;

(b) Tracepoint execution loop

while ((_prog =

READ_ONCE(_item->prog)))

{

↪→

↪→

...

_ret &= func(_prog,

ctx);↪→

...

_item++;

}

(c) Cgroup execution loop

Figure 6.1: Common patterns of executing BPF extensions: A chain of BPF programs
are store in an array or a list and are executed in loops of indirect jumps.

can be easily integrated in existing BPF use cases—it takes only 20, 28, and 34 lines of code

changes for the three subsystems respectively.

I evaluate the effectiveness of KFuse in optimizing execution of BPF extension chains with

real-world BPF use cases (the systemd BPF filters) as well as synthetic BPF extensions

for scalability analysis. KFuse demonstrates 85% performance improvement of BPF chain

execution and 7% of application performance improvement over existing BPF use cases

(systemd’s seccomp BPF filters). When the chain is long (160 BPF filters), KFuse is able

to improve NGINX performance by as much as 2.3 times.

This paper makes the following contributions:

• I propose a new perspective of optimizing a chain of verified BPF extensions collec-

tively;

• I benchmark the overhead of executing BPF extension chains, based on which I identify

the root causes and analyze their performance impacts;

• I present KFuse, an in-kernel framework for effectively optimizing BPF extension

chains.

I will release all the code and dataset in the paper.

6.3 BPF EXTENSION AND THE CHAIN PATTERN

In this section, I introduce BPF extensions for the Linux kernel and identify how admitting

extensions into the shared kernel creates a common chain pattern where multiple extensions

are attached to the same hook.
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6.3.1 BPF extensions

Linux supports kernel extensions implemented in the BPF (Berkeley Packet Filter) lan-

guage [167]. BPF was originally used for network packet filters; later, it is adopted by

many kernel subsystems, including security [129, 168], tracing [130, 131, 169], and process

management [158]. Recent research has proposed a variety of BPF use cases, including stor-

age [170], virtualization [171], hardware offloading [132, 172], and others [139, 173]. Note

that in Linux, “BPF” stands for extended BPF (or eBPF in short). While some subsystems,

such as seccomp, still use the classic BPF (cBPF) language, they are converted into the

eBPF bytecode at the execution time. So, I focus my discussion on eBPF.

BPF has ten registers and a 512-byte stack. Instructions are 9-byte long and implement

a general-purpose RISC instruction set. When an extension is loaded into the kernel, Linux

compiles its BPF instructions “just in time” (JIT) into native instructions for better per-

formance. The JIT compilation is optional. BPF programs maintain states via BPF maps.

BPF maps are kernel objects that are in the form of key-value pairs, which can also be

exposed to user space.

Every BPF program needs to pass an in-kernel BPF verifier; BPF programs that fail the

verification will be rejected. The verifier ensures that the BPF extension program does not

have unbounded loops, unreachable code, or out-of-bound jumps. So, a verified program

is guaranteed to terminate, never jump to invalid locations and never access invalid out-of-

bound memory [162]. To make sure the verification can be done in time, a BPF extension

is limited to 4096 instructions.

In order to support more complex, modular extension programs, BPF includes a tail call

mechanism that allows one program to call another one without returning. These programs

are verified independently. The stack frame from the old program is unwound and reused.

A program array that specifies available programs to tail call needs to be populated first.

The program then reads the array and tail calls the target program.

In this paper, I focus on three Linux kernel subsystems that support BPF extensions,

seccomp [129], tracepoint [130] and cgroup [158]. Seccomp uses BPF extensions for system

call filters that restrict the system calls and their argument values a process can invoke.

Tracepoint enables BPF extensions to observe the kernel states for profiling and debugging.

Cgroup (control groups) limits the resource usage of processes and filters network traffic

with BPF extensions.
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6.3.2 Emergence of BPF chain patterns

A chain of BPF extensions is formed when multiple extensions are attached to the same

kernel hook point. This is typically implemented in the form of loops. Figure 6.1 shows

three simplified examples from seccomp (Figure 6.1a), tracepoint (Figure 6.1b) and cgroup

(Figure 6.1c). Another way to form a chain is through tail calls—a BPF program (the

caller) can tail-call another BPF program (the callee), and the callee can tail-call other BPF

programs.

I categorize four reasons of the chain pattern: (1) extensions are installed from different

principals, (2) developers enforce modularity of kernel extensions, (3) extensions are installed

at different points in time, and (4) extensions need to be verified independently.

Extensions installed by different principals

Extensions from different principals can not be combined together before being loaded to

the kernel, because they may not trust or even be aware of each other. These extensions

are verified independently and stored in an array of extensions, and, therefore, a chain is

formed. Take seccomp-BPF as an example. Seccomp BPF filters can also be installed from

different principals. In a cluster management system, host-specific seccomp BPF filters are

installed [174]; the container runtime (e.g., Docker) can install container-wide BPF filters;

and applications can install application-specific BPF filters. All these filters are attached

at the same location (the system call entry point). In tracepoint, multiple extensions can

be attached to the same tracepoint. Processes from different principals collect performance

statistics by installing their own tracepoint extensions. Another example is infrared (IR)

decoding—decoding protocols are expressed as BPF extensions that can come from different

principals.

Modularity of extensions

Modularity is a reason why developers maintain extensions to be single-purpose and sep-

arate. A systemd developer writes in the mailing list [161] regarding the usage of seccomp

filters: “Keeping the filters separate made things a lot easier and simpler to debug, and my

log output and testing became much less of a black box. I know exactly what worked and what

didn’t, and my test validates each filter”. Cgroup firewall rules are also easier to maintain,

debug and reuse when these rules are simple. For instance, a common way to build a fire-

wall is to have a rule that denies all packets and rules to allow specific traffic. Each rule is
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implemented as a BPF extension, which can be reused and maintained for different policies.

One use case of the tail call is to separate big and complicated extensions into smaller and

modular ones and chain them together.

Extensions installed at different points in time.

Not all extension programs are known a priori so they can not be combined before being

loaded. For example, temporal system call specialization [159, 160] is known for security ben-

efits by installing filters at different execution phases of the application (e.g., the initialization

phase and the serving phase). Recent work shows that temporal system call specialization

can reduce 51% more of the attack surface, in terms of the system call interface. Seccomp

ensures that a BPF filter, once installed, cannot be removed during the process lifecycle.

Therefore, temporal specialization leads to multiple seccomp filters to be installed at differ-

ent points in time, forming a BPF program chain. Besides seccomp, tracepoint and cgroup

also allow BPF extensions to be dynamically installed at different points in time, on demand.

Extensions that need to be verified individually.

A more fundamental reason of the chain pattern comes from the limited scalability of

BPF verification. The verification time depends on the size and complexity of the BPF

program. To make sure that a user-supplied BPF extension can be verified in time, the

verifier imposes limitations on the size and complexity of the BPF extensions, including the

number of instructions, the number of jumps, the stack size, etc. Therefore, to pass the

verification, a large, complex BPF extension need to be split into small-sized programs in a

chain.

6.4 THE COST OF CHAINING EXTENSIONS

In this section, I benchmark the overhead of executing a BPF extension chain. The main

overhead comes from the indirect jumps that are invoked to switch extensions on the chain

and the loops that are used to iterate extensions.

6.4.1 Methodology

I design the benchmark for measuring the overhead of a chain of BPF executions. A chain

can be formed when multiple extensions are attached to the same kernel hook point, or when
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void func1(){}

void func2(){}

void func3(){}

void (*funcs[3])() =

{func1, func2, func3};↪→

start = get_timestamp();

for(int i = 0; i < 3; i++)

funcs[i]();↪→

end = get_timestamp();

(a) Indirect jumps in a loop

void func1(){}

void func2(){}

void func3(){}

void (*fptr1)() = func1;

...

start = get_timestamp();

(*fptr1)(); (*fptr2)();

(*fptr3)();↪→

end = get_timestamp();

(b) Indirect jumps with an un-
rolled loop

void func1(){}

void func2(){}

void func3(){}

start = get_timestamp();

func1();

func2();

func3();

end = get_timestamp();

(c) Direct jumps with an unrolled
loop

Figure 6.2: Benchmarks for analyzing the cost of executing a chain of BPF exten-
sions: (a) measures the cost of loops and indirect jumps. (b) measures the cost of indirect
jumps. (c) measures the cost of direct jumps. Comparing (a) and (b) to obtain the cost of
loops. Comparing (b) and (c) to obtain the cost of indirect jumps.

a extension tail-calls other extensions. When multiple BPF extensions are attached to the

same hook point, these extensions are executed in a loop (exemplified in Figure 6.1). The

loop iterates a program array and indirectly jumps to each item on the array. I measured

call instruction as an approximation of jump instruction (Figure 6.2) so the results include

jumping to the target address, setting up the stack and pushing the return address on the

stack.

I firstly establish the baseline and measure a chain of N extensions by calling indirect

jumps to 3 different functions in a loop via function pointers, as shown in Figure 6.2a. Then

I unroll the loop, as shown in Figure 6.2b, to obtain the loop cost by comparing the results

from Figure 6.2a and Figure 6.2b. Finally, I convert indirect jumps to direct jumps, as shown

in Figure 6.2c to obtain the indirect jump cost by comparing the results from Figure 6.2b

and Figure 6.2c. A extension that uses tail calls needs to load the target program from a

program array. This operation incurs memory access cost which is also part of the cost of

executing extensions by a loop. Therefore, I reuse the benchmark and present the result in

Section 6.4.2.3

I conduct all the benchmarking experiments on a single server with a 16 core Intel Xeon

Silver 4110 CPU at 2.10GHz and 64 GB of memory. I use the rdtscp instruction to read

the CPU cycles (i.e., get timestamp). I use gcc1 to compile my benchmark programs with

optimization level -O0.

1https://gcc.gnu.org/
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Retpoline No Retpoline

Loop + Indirect jumps (Fig. 6.2a) 46.3 7.7
Unrolled + Indirect jumps (Fig. 6.2b) 32.6 2.6
Unrolled + Direct jumps (Fig. 6.2c) 2.6 2.6

Table 6.1: Cycles needed to call a BPF extension: Indirect jumps incur 30 additional
cycles with retpoline. Loops incur 13.7 additional cycles with retpoline and 5.1 without.

6.4.2 Benchmark results

Table 6.1 summarizes my main results. In short, executing a function directly with un-

rolled loops takes 2.6 cycles; executing a function in loops with indirect jumps takes up to

46.3 cycles when retpoline is enabled, a 17.8× increase.

6.4.2.1 Indirect jump cost.

The common pattern of executing a chain of BPF extensions is to execute indirect jumps

to locations where these extensions are loaded. An indirect jump (as known as an indirect

branch) is a jump instruction with an argument specifying where the target address is located

(e.g., jmp rax jumps to the location specified by rax) instead of the argument being the

target address as in direct jumps (e.g., jmp 0xdeadbeef jumps to the address 0xdeadbeef).

To measure the cost of indirect jumps compared to direct jumps, I call functions indirectly

by function pointers as shown in Figure 6.2b.

Security mitigations for speculation vulnerabilities (e.g., Spectre [163]) significantly in-

crease the cost of indirect jumps and make it expensive to call a chain of BPF extensions

via a loop of indirect jumps. This is because indirect jumps are typically optimized by

speculation—modern CPU architecture speculates the target address for indirect jumps in

the pipeline for optimal performance; however, with Spectre [163] and Meltdown [175] which

exploit hardware design flaws of speculation (to leak information from unintended specula-

tive paths via micro-architectural side channels), the speculation is disabled. Fixing these

vulnerabilities without performance impact remains as an open problem.

I benchmark the de facto software mitigation for speculation vulnerabilities—Retpoline [164],

and discuss the other alternative mitigations proposed by recent research as they are not

readily available for benchmarking.

Retpoline. Figure 6.3 shows the implementation of retpoline. The key idea of retpoline

is to prevent CPUs from speculating the target address of an indirect jump. Retpoline
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1. call retpoline_call_target

2. 2:

3. lfence /* stop speculation */

4. jmp 2b

5. retpoline_call_target:

6. lea 8(%rsp), %rsp

7. ret

Figure 6.3: Retpoline assembly

works by placing the target address on top of the stack and calls a thunk to jump to target

by a return instruction (line 7). The loop in the middle (line 2–4) is never executed, and

the purpose of it is to fill the instruction pipeline with dummy values to prevent the CPU

from speculating the actual target address, effectively nullifying the substantial performance

benefits of speculation along with the risks.

As shown in Table 6.1, without retpoline, the indirect jump with a function pointer takes

2.6 cycles which is as fast as direct calls in Figure 6.2c. The is due to the high accuracy

(up to 98% [176]) of branch target predictors in modern CPUs. I also observe that the

branch miss rate is merely 0.01%. However, with retpoline enabled, an indirect jump takes

30 extra cycles making it 12.5× slower because retpoline forces a branch prediction miss

on every indirect jump and stops the CPU from speculatively executing more instructions

(i.e., 100% branch miss rate). Also, retpoline itself introduces more instructions including

jumping to the retpoline thunk, moving the target function on the stack and returning to

the target function. In particular, jumping to the thunk takes 14.79% of the sampled cycles,

moving the target function on the stack takes 8.87% and returning to the target function

takes 76.33%.

Alternative mitigations. Recent work [177, 178, 179] proposes to use control-flow in-

tegrity (CFI) to regulate speculation targets, and to use indirect call promotion (ICP) as

an optimization to avoid indirect jumps. CFI-based approaches need hardware supports to

speculate only known targets for protection against Spectre-like attacks. When misspecula-

tion happens, an expensive serializing instruction (e.g., lfence) is used.

Promoting indirect calls in the loops I target (e.g., through LLVM [180] or BOLT [181])

would produce different code. ICP needs to predict the indirect branch target and convert an

indirect jump into a conditional jump i.e., a comparison and a direct jump. Its performance

depends on the prediction. An indirect jump with retpoline is still taken for misprediction.

On the other hand, KFuse results in one indirect jump (to the merged program) and uncon-

ditional jumps (internally stitching together that program). My narrowed scope (focusing
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on extensions rather than more general techniques) enables an approach with unconditional

jumps.

6.4.2.2 Loop cost

A loop for executing a BPF extension chain includes the following operations. An index

counter represents the index in the current iteration. The counter needs to be incremented

by 1 to find the next program at the end of each iteration. Within each iteration, the index

counter is used to retrieve the corresponding element in the array. Components of a loop

result in more instructions and branches compared to the unrolled loop. To measure the cost

of the loop, I manually unroll the loop in Figure 6.2a and call functions via function pointers

as shown in Figure 6.2b. I compare the two cases to obtain the extra cycles per iteration

that the loop contributes which are 13.7 (29.6% of the extension call) with retpoline and

5.1 (66% of the extension call) cycles without. Therefore, the loop can cause overheads for

executing BPF extension chains. Note that retpoline stalls CPU pipelines and magnifies the

cost.

I further investigate and break down the cost of a loop. The cost of a loop per iteration

includes four parts, (1) checking if the loop condition holds to determine if the loop is over

(usually on the index is less than the array size), (2) incrementing the index counter, (3)

loading the extension pointer from the array based on the index counter, and (4) jumping to

the beginning of the loop. I use perf to profile the loop by CPU sampling. Checking the loop

condition takes 28.91% of the sampled cycles. 51.76% of the cycles are spent incrementing

the index counter stored on the stack. Loading extensions from the array takes 10.99% of

the sampled cycles. Finally, 8.34% of the cycles are spent jumping back to the beginning of

the loop. The common approach to mitigate the cost is to unroll the loop. However, this

obvious solution of loop unrolling can not be done, if the execution of BPF extensions are

tightly coupled to the verification and admission of them.

6.4.2.3 Memory access cost

To use tail calls, a program needs to firstly look up the target program from a program

array and jump to the target. Looking up the target program is essentially the same op-

eration as one of the loop operations – loading the extension from the array based on the

index counter (Section 6.4.2.2). These two operations both read the target program address

from an array and therefore, need memory access. According to my measurement of loops,

I find that the memory access cost can take up 11% of the loop cost which is 1.5 cycles with
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retpoline.

6.4.3 Discussions and Implications

The chain overhead can be significant when the BPF extensions are placed at a performance-

critical path. For instance, 54% performance regression is reported for XDP packet filtering

when there are only two indirect function calls (jumps) per packet [182]. When the chain is

long, the overhead will be accumulated and impact application performance. Some real-world

use cases have much longer BPF extension chains than the three-extension chain used in my

measurement. For example, systemd [166] installs tens of seccomp BPF filters for different

system services, which has significant performance overhead (as shown in Section 6.6.1.1).

The chain overheads come from the fact that BPF extensions are individually verified

and loaded into the kernel. I argue that the execution of these extensions should not be

constrained by how they are verified and loaded. Instead, the execution of the chained BPF

programs can be collectively optimized in the kernel. Specifically, I can see that replacing

indirect jumps with direct jumps, unrolling loops, and saving memory accesses, and each

leads to in remarkable performance improvements (Table 6.1). Therefore, in KFuse, I start

from supporting these three optimizations.

6.5 KFUSE DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION

6.5.1 Overview

KFuse is a in-kernel framework for collectively optimizing verified BPF extensions that are

installed at the same hooking point, in the pattern of chains. In essence, it separates the

concerns of verification and execution of BPF extensions. BPF extensions that are installed

by different principals or at different points of time are verified independently to ensure safety.

KFuse is invoked after the verification to optimize the execution performance.

Currently, KFuse supports three generic optimizations: (1) converting indirect jumps into

direct jumps, (2) unrolling loops, and (3) saving memory accesses by rewriting BPF tail

calls. It can be easily extended to incorporate other optimizations, such as domain-specific

ones.

A BPF extension is loaded from user space, verified by the kernel, and optionally just-

in-time (JIT) compiled to native machine code. Then, the target kernel subsystems (e.g.,

seccomp, tracepoint, and cgroup) can install it by attaching it to the corresponding hook

points. KFuse can be invoked dynamically with the input of a chain of BPF extensions; it
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generates one optimized BPF extension that “fuses” the original BPF extension chain and

replaces it with the fused extension at the hook point. Currently, I invoke KFuse after a new

BPF extension is loaded and verified. KFuse fuses BPF programs at the BPF-instruction

level, rather than native machine code—the fused BPF extension can still be (optionally)

JITed.

Figure 6.4 shows how KFuse is invoked in seccomp. It invokes the currently-attached BPF

filter (current filter) with the newly-admitted BPF filter (prepared). The current filter

can be a fused BPF program.

1. prepared = seccomp_prepare_user_filter(filter);

2. if (current_filter != NULL) merge_bpf_progs(current_filter->prog, prepared->prog,

3. SECCOMP_RETURN_POLICY);

Figure 6.4: KFuse for BPF seccomp system call filters

Figure 6.5 further illustrates the process, where Figure 6.5a illustrates the original BPF

chains at different hook points and Figure 6.5b illustrates the fused BPF extension when

KFuse is used. KFuse first fused b, c, and d at the hook point H2 into an optimized program,

bcd, and f and g at H3 into fg. When a new BPF extension E is loaded and hooked at H3,

it fuses fg and E into fgE.

The fused program maintains the safety properties enforced by the BPF verifier, which

can be proved by induction-based on the safety properties of the original BPF program

(ensured by the verifier). On the other hand, the fused program is not limited by the size

or complexity constraints required by the BPF verifier to bound the verification time.

KFuse is an in-kernel mechanism that are transparent to user space. It preserves the

original extension structure and creates the illusion of a chain of multiple BPF extensions.

BPF extensions are loaded and installed in exactly the same way and no user-space change

is needed.

Why not fuse at user space? Fusing the BPF extensions at user space is not an option.

The fused BPF extension could be difficult for the existing BPF verifier to verify due to

the increased complexity. Furthermore, certain BPF use cases (e.g., seccomp) do not allow

dynamic updating installed BPF extensions for security reasons.

6.5.2 Optimizing a loop of BPF extensions

As discussed in Section 6.4, using a loop to iteratively execute loaded BPF extensions is the

most common implementation pattern to support BPF extension chains. KFuse optimizes
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Figure 6.5: Illustration of KFuse: (a) the original BPF extensions; (b) the optimized BPF
extensions with KFuse.

such patterns by merging the BPF extension chain into one large BPF extension by unrolling

the loop and converting indirect jumps into direct jumps.

Conceptually, such an optimization is as simple as concatenating two BPF extensions.

Two important issues need to be taken care of: return instructions and jump offsets.

6.5.2.1 Rewriting return instructions into direct jumps.

A return instruction terminates the execution of a BPF program. To merge two BPF

programs A and B into A+B, KFuse needs to automatically rewrite the return instructions in

A into two conceptual instructions, one “jump” instruction destined to the first instruction

in B and one “update” instruction for updating an aggregated return value. The “jump”

instruction can be implemented using a direct jump. The “update” instruction may need

multiple instructions to implement.

KFuse locates every return instruction in the BPF program and replaces it with a direct

jump instruction destined to the start of the next BPF program. If the BPF program is the

last one in the chain, KFuse replaces the return instructions with direct jumps to a global

return instruction (which is the last instruction of the merged program, created by KFuse).

Figure 6.6 shows an example of merging two BPF programs for seccomp, FILTER 1 and

FILTER 2. KFuse replaces each return instruction in FILTER 1 with a direct jump instruction

destined to FILTER2 START, and replaces each return instruction in FILTER 2 with a direct

jump destined to END.
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6.5.2.2 Updating return values.

Updating return values needs to follow the loop semantics to ensure the fused program has

the same semantics as the original loop. Different applications aggregate the return value

of individual BPF programs in the loop differently, as shown in Figure 6.1. I refer to the

aggregation semantics as a return value policy.

Currently, KFuse supports all the loop semantics of BPF use cases in Linux, including

returning the minimal value (seccomp, Figure 6.1a), returning the bitwise-AND of the values

(tracepoint and cgroup, Figures 6.1b and 6.1c), and returning the first non-zero values (tc

and lsm-bpf). I discuss the return value policies of seccomp, tracepoint, and cgroup:

• Seccomp. A seccomp filter returns an action such as allowing the system call or

killing the process. The more restrictive the action is, the smaller the return value is.

Consequently, I implemented a return value policy that initializes the return value to

the maximum integer value and only updates the new return value only if it is smaller

than the current value to match the semantics of seccomp (Figure 6.1a).

• Tracepoint. The final return value of tracepoint BPF programs is calculated by

performing an AND operation on each return value of the individual programs. The

return value policy is implemented by initializing the return value to 1 and updating

it via an AND operation on the current and new values.

• Cgroup. When a network packet arrives to a process in a cgroup, programs attached

to the cgroup will be executed to determine the action for the packet based on the

return values of BPF programs. The final value is also calculated by an AND operation

like tracepoint. Therefore, the return value policy is the same as the one for tracepoint

(initializing the return value to 1 and updating it via an AND operation on the current

and new values).

KFuse initializes the global return value stored in temporal storage, and I use BPF REG AX

in my implementation. It updates the return value at the locations of the original return

instructions based on the return value policy (which is an input of KFuse). The global

return value will be returned by the fused BPF program. In Figure 6.6, the return values

are updated based on seccomp’s return value policy that returns the smallest value (the

most restrictive policy).
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Figure 6.6: KFuse merges two seccomp BPF filters by rewriting the return instructions and
updating jump offsets. Dotted boxes: the actual instructions of the conceptual instruction.

6.5.2.3 Recalculating jump offsets.

Jump offsets need to be recalculated based on return instructions because replacing one

single return instruction with multiple instructions changes the extension size and misaligns

the original jump offsets. KFuse calculates the new offset by counting the number of return

instructions between a jump and its destination. For instance, at line 3 in Figure 6.6, the

jump offset is updated to 5 from 3 because there is a return instruction between the jump

and its destination in the original program, assuming that updating the return value takes

2 additional instructions.

107



Entry

Prog A

Prog B

Prog C

Prog D

Prog E

(a) Original programs with tail calls

Entry

Prog A

Prog B

Prog C

Prog D

Prog E

(b) Merged program

Figure 6.7: KFuse rewrites tail calls into direct jumps to merge BPF programs that are
connected by tail calls. Note that (a) can be reduced to a DAG because B-C-D is a bounded
loop—each node can be treated as a different node.

6.5.3 Optimizing tail calls

A BPF program can tail-call other BPF programs to form a chain (e.g., Prog A, B, C, D

and E in Figure 6.7a). To do so, the caller first reads the address of callee from a program

array and then performs an indirect jump to the target address. Given the high cost of

indirect jumps with retpoline, the JIT compiler, if enabled, will try to optimize the tail call

by rewriting the indirect jumps into direct jumps if possible. Note that it is not always

possible, e.g., on x86, the target address of the direct jump instruction is stored in a 32-bit

signed integer so jumping further than a 32-bit signed integer can only be indirect. Also,

this requires to enable JIT, which is not always available or secure [183].

BPF programs can use tail calls to form a bounded call loop by tail-calling back to the

caller (e.g., Prog B, C and D in Figure 6.7a). BPF verifier imposes a constraint on the number

of tail calls (MAX TAIL CALL CNT) to ensure that the program does not execute infinitely by

a call loop.

KFuse eliminates the need of a memory access that reads the jump target from the ex-

tension array by merging the target extension into the caller. Moreover, KFuse converts the

indirect jumps to direct jumps if any. Note that this optimization is done independently

from JIT, and is before JIT if it is enabled. Therefore, it is available to architectures without

a JIT compiler implementation.

KFuse performs a depth-first search to figure out all target programs when a program that

uses tail calls is loaded. KFuse then merges them into one single program and converts the

original tail calls to direct jumps to the offset at which the target program is in the merged

program, as shown in Figure 6.7b. A backward jump is permitted in the merged program.

The merged program still always terminates and is a directed cyclic graph (Section 6.5.5.1),

because KFuse enforces the constraint of tail-call count (MAX TAIL CALL CNT)—calling re-
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Prog A Prog B Prog C Prog D Prog E

Chain 1 Chain 2

Prog A+B+C Prog C+D+E

Figure 6.8: Extension is decoupled from the execution.

peated programs can be seen as an edge to a new node (i.e., MAX TAIL CALL CNT nodes are

allowed at maximum). So, it is equivalent to unrolling the bounded loops.

6.5.4 Transparency to user space

KFuse is fully transparent to user space, by maintaining the original BPF extension struc-

tures. It decouples the execution from other operations and only adds a pointer to the fused

extensions, as illustrated in Figure 6.8. Therefore, user space APIs, such as looking up,

dumping or removing an extension, are not affected. From the user space view, these BPF

extensions are still maintained as a chain but only the fused extension is executed when the

chain is invoked. On the other hand, the fused extension needs to be regenerated whenever

the chain is updated.

KFuse also supports sharing of BPF extensions, when a BPF extension needs to be at-

tached to different chains (e.g., Prog C in Figure 6.8). For example, seccomp BPF filters can

be shared by different processes. KFuse merges the shared extension to generate different

fused extensions. In my experience, BPF extensions are small in size and the additional

memory usage is not concerned, as measured in Section 6.6.6.

6.5.5 Maintaining Safety Properties

Since kernel extension programs are provided from the less privileged user space, the

verifier imposes various constraints on them (see Section 6.3.1). The BPF verifier ensures

the safety properties listed in Table 6.2 hold, including that programs are directed acyclic

graphs (DAG), that programs have no loops/unreachable code and that programs have no

invalid memory accesses or jumps. These properties ensure the safety of the kernel when

loading user-supplied BPF programs. The verifier imposes a number of constraints to satisfy

these properties, also shown in Table 6.2.
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Property Purpose Maintained

Directed acyclic graph (DAG) Safety V
No unreachable code Safety V
No invalid memory access Safety V
No invalid jump Safety V

Constraint

MAX BPF STACK Size V
MAX CALL FRAMES Size V
MAX TAIL CALL CNT Complexity V
BPF COMPLEXITY LIMIT JMP SEQ Complexity X
BPF COMPLEXITY LIMIT INSNS Complexity X
MAX USED MAPS Size X
BPF MAX SUBPROGS Complexity X

Table 6.2: Properties and constraints imposed the verifier. KFuse preserves all the
safety properties.

6.5.5.1 Satisfying safety properties

The fused BPF program maintains all safety properties enforced by the verifier on every

original BPF program. This can be proven by induction. I sketch the ideas below.

• Directed acyclic graph (DAG). Instructions of a BPF program can only be a DAG (no

backward jumps or unbounded loops). The DAG property guarantees the termination

of the program and also ease the detection of unreachable code. KFuse merges two

programs by connecting the exits of one program to the start of the other. The fused

BPF program is proven to be a DAG—a graph is a DAG iff it can be topologically

ordered; the fused program can be topologically ordered by appending the topological

order of the second program to the topological order of the first program.

• No unreachable code A BPF program cannot contain unreachable code—it needs to be

a connected graph. By connecting the exits of the first program (vertices D and E) to

the start of the second program (vertex F), the merged program (Figure 6.9b) is still

connected and contains no unreachable code: every vertex in program 1 is reachable

from A, every vertex in program 2 is reachable from F, and F is reachable from D or

E.

• No invalid memory access or malformed jumps A BPF program cannot access invalid

memory region (e.g., memory beyond the stack) or include malformed jumps (e.g.,

backward or out-of-bound jumps). Every program is individually verified before being

merged by KFuse. KFuse does not change its memory access and only adds jumps to

well-specified destination.
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Figure 6.9: KFuse merges two BPF programs (Programs 1 and 2) that have been already
verified to be a DAG by connecting the exits of Program 1 (vertices with 0 outdegree, i.e., D
and E) to the entry of Program 2 (the vertex with 0 indegree, i.e., F). The merged program
is still a DAG.

6.5.5.2 Ignoring constraints for bounding verification time.

KFuse is not limited to the constraints imposed by the BPF verifier, if the constraints

are solely purposed for bounding the verification time. This is because each individual BPF

program is already verified and the fused BPF program does not need to be verified again.

The safety properties are maintained by construction.

Table 6.2 shows those constraints used by the verifier. BPF COMPLEXITY LIMIT JMP SEQ

and BPF COMPLEXITY LIMIT INSNS are used to bound the program size and complexity;

MAX USED MAPS is used to limit the number of maps, and BPF MAX SUBPROGS is used to limit

the subprograms in a BPF program.

6.5.5.3 Domain-specific constraints.

Some kernel subsystems also impose domain-specific constraints. For example, cgroups

and tracepoints both limit the number of BPF programs that can be attached to the same

hook point by BPF CGROUP MAX PROGS and BPF TRACE MAX PROGS. These constraints are ag-

nostic to KFuse and KFuse always respect them. This is because the constraints are placed

on the original program structure (Section 6.5.4). If the constraints are not satisfied, KFuse

will not be invoked. I note that these constraints are not for safety but for performance

purposes as they bound the total execution time.
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Figure 6.10: (a) The throughput of Redis with 19 seccomp filters installed by systemd.
(b)(c) The latency of getpid and NGINX with different numbers seccomp filters installed
for scaling analysis. The results are normalized to baseline, 0 seccomp filters and retpoline
enabled.

6.5.6 Implementation

KFuse is implemented in around 500 lines of C code, on top of the Linux kernel (v5.9).

As discussed in Section 6.5.1, the main interface is merge bpf progs(), which takes three

input parameters, the pointers of the original BPF programs, and a policy flag that specifies

the return value policy, and returns a pointer of the fused program, as shown below.

struct bpf_prog* merge_bpf_progs(struct bpf_prog* old_prog, struct bpf_prog*

new_prog, enum return_policy);↪→

KFuse uses BPF REG AX (a special register reserved for the kernel) to hold the temporal

return value, which is updated according to the return value policy. The merged program has

two-instruction prologue that initializes the return value. Each return instruction is replaced

with 5 instructions for the Seccomp return policy and 3 instructions for the tracepoint

and cgroup return policy. Finally, the merged program is appended with a two-instruction

epilogue which loads the return value from BPF REG AX to BPF REG A and returns.

Integrating KFuse. Kernel subsystems can choose to integrate KFuse. The integration

is straightforward with a few lines of code. I integrate KFuse in three kernel subsystems,

including seccomp, tracepoint, and cgroup. I apply KFuse to seccomp with 20 lines of code

(LoC), tracepoint with 28 LoC and cgroup with 34 LoC. I implement a sysctl configuration

to allow users to enable/disable KFuse.

6.6 EVALUATION

I measure the effectiveness of KFuse in optimizing performance, as well as its overhead

in terms of the time it takes for optimization and additional memory cost. To measure
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performance, I run performance benchmarks using the three Linux subsystems that inte-

grates KFuse (seccomp, tracepoint and cgroup). All experiments are run on a single server

with a 16 core Intel Xeon Silver 4110 CPU at 2.10GHz and 64 GB of memory. I run the

experiments in KVM virtual machines. Each VM is configured with 2 VCPUs and 8 GB

memory, and the kernel is compiled with the microVM configuration. I use wrk [184] and

memtier benchmark [185] as benchmark clients for NGINX and Redis. I also evaluate the

cases where the kernels are compiled without retpoline, which gives a lower bound of the

KFuse effectiveness.

Overall, KFuse effectively improves the performance for real-world workloads (7% through-

put increase for Redis deployed by systemd). The performance benefits of KFuse grows

linearly along with the length of chains.

6.6.1 Seccomp

I measure the effectiveness of KFuse in improving the system call performance under

seccomp BPF filters. I conduct three experiments:

• I use KFuse to optimize the seccomp BPF filters launched by systemd which pro-

vides application sandboxing using seccomp. I run Redis and NGINX as real-world

applications to assess the benefit of using KFuse on existing applications and BPF use

cases.

• I conduct a scaling analysis on both system call performance and application perfor-

mance, with increasing numbers of seccomp BPF filters

• I present the benefit of KFuse for incremental tightening which installs seccomp filters

during application execution to tighten the system call policy. Incremental tightening

is meant to be one of the new BPF use cases that lead to a long chain of BPF extensions

and motivate the need to reduce the cost.

6.6.1.1 Systemd BPF filters

Systemd provides a sandboxing feature that restricts the system calls the sandboxed ap-

plications can invoke. I benchmark Redis launched by systemd. Redis is shipped on Ubuntu

with a systemd configuration that installs 19 seccomp BPF filters sandboxing the service

including loading kernel modules, gaining new privileges and modifying control groups. Sys-

temd also installs filters for supporting 32-bit systems (i.e., i386). These filters are sized

113



from 6 instructions to 58 instructions with an average 19.6 instructions. Figure 6.10a shows

the throughput of Redis, with the original 19 filters and with the fused filter by KFuse. The

results are normalized by the Redis throughput with no BPF filter. I can see that the 19

filters installed by systemd lead to non-negligible overhead (≈ 10% throughput decrease).

KFuse can significantly reduce the overhead (with only 3%) by speeding up the end-to-end

BPF execution time from 957 to 148 nanoseconds (reducing 85%) with the same security

policy of original filters.

6.6.1.2 Scaling analysis.

I conduct a scaling analysis to measure the performance overhead of different number of

seccomp filters and the benefit of using KFuse. I create a simple BPF filter with 4 instruc-

tions: checking if the system call number equals 450, if true, kill the process. Otherwise,

allow the call. The system call numbered 450 does not exist, so all the system calls will be

allowed.

Figure 6.10b shows the execution time of getpid with different numbers of BPF filters.

With 20 filters, KFuse can speed up getpid performance by 1.8× and 1.2× with and without

retpoline. With 160 filters, KFuse can speed up getpid performance by 8.8× and 4.9× with

and without retpoline.

I also compare the two cases with retpoline disabled (kfuse-noretpoline and nokfuse-

retpoline). I find that the execution without the KFuse has 4.7× more instructions, 2.6×
more branches and 7.8× more branch misses. The additional instructions and branches come

from the loops and branch-misses come from retpoline.

Figure 6.10c shows the throughput of NGINX with different numbers of seccomp filters

installed. The throughput drops linearly in both cases with and without retpoline. With

20 filters, KFuse increases throughput by 1.3× with retpoline and 1.1× without. With 160

filters, KFuse increases throughput by 2.3× with retpoline and 1.6× without.

6.6.1.3 Incremental tightening

Incremental system call tightening is a fine-grained temporal system call specialization [159],

illustrated in Figure 6.11. It installs multiple BPF filters based on the application’s execution

phases.

I generate the seccomp BPF filters for different phases of NGINX and Memcached by

dynamically tracing their runtime behavior continuously. There are non-deterministic system

calls such as those related to timer or signals. I always allow non-deterministic system calls
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fd =

open("example");

...

read(fd);

...

write(fd);

...

close(fd);

...

Allowed system calls: open, read ,write, close

Block open()

Block read()

Block write()

Block close()

Figure 6.11: Incremental tightening blocks system calls during program execution. This
simplified program only uses 4 system calls once, open, read, write, and close. The
system call is blocked when it will not be again.
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Figure 6.12: Performance measurement of (a) getpid with different numbers of Tracepoint
programs and (b) IPerf with different numbers of Cgroup firewall rules. The results are
normalized to the baseline, 0 programs and retpoline enabled. (c) shows the time KFuse
needs to update extensions on a chain.

and only incrementally tighten deterministic system calls. I modify the C library to load

the profile and install a seccomp filter when a system call will no longer be needed.

I install 18 seccomp filters for NGINX and and 22 for Memcached. Figure 6.13b shows the

number of allowed system calls over time for each application. Figure 6.13a shows that the

application performance drops 7%–16% due to the chain of filters. By merging these filters,

KFuse eliminates the overheads of calling extensions by 45%–66%.

6.6.2 Tracepoint

Tracepoint enables live kernel debugging and profiling. Multiple BPF programs can be

attached to a single tracepoint and all of them are executed when an event is triggered. To

experiment with realistic workloads, I use a tracepoint BPF program that not only performs

arithmetic instructions but also write data to a BPF map. The program counts the number
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Figure 6.13: (a) Throughput of NGINX and Memcached with 18 and 22 seccomp filters by
incremental tightening. The results are normalized to the baseline, 0 seccomp filters and
retpoline enabled. (b) The number of allowed system calls for NGINX and Memcached over
time as incremental tightening blocks system calls during execution.

of times that a system call, getpid, is called and write the counter to a map. Figure 6.12a

shows the latency of getpid with various numbers of programs attached. With 20 programs,

KFuse can speed up latency by 1.71× with retpoline and 1.12× without. With 160 programs,

KFuse can speed up latency by 5.19× with retpoline and 1.82× without. In the average case

of 80 programs, KFuse can speed up latency by 4.09× with retpoline and 1.7× without.

6.6.3 Cgroup

Cgroup provides the mechanism for users to attach multiple BPF programs to implement

firewall rules. I attach multiple BPF programs with type BPF CGROUP INET INGRESS to

experiment with the scenario where multiple firewall rules are applied. The BPF programs

simply permit the packet for performance evaluation. I use iPerf3 [186] to measure the

TCP bandwidth with various numbers of programs attached. When attaching less than 60

programs, I do not observe obvious performance enhancements. With 60 programs, KFuse

improves the bandwidth by 10% with retpoline and 3% without. With 160 programs, KFuse

improves the bandwidth by 31% with retpoline and 11% without.

6.6.4 Tail call

To measure KFuse’s saving of tail call rewriting, I use the benchmark used by Joly et

al. [187] for evaluating tail call overhead, in which a BPF program tail-calls various number

of other BPF programs and forms chains with different lengths, from 1 to 32. I verify that

these tail calls are optimized to direct calls and thus are not slowed down by retpoline. I
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Figure 6.14: Time to call different numbers of tail calls. Tail calls are optimized to direct
jumps unless specified.

also evaluate the case when tail calls are not optimized and are indirect jumps. Figure 6.14

shows the average of 50 iterations in three cases. When tail calls are optimized to direct

jumps, KFuse saves memory access cost. The average speed-up (16 tail calls) is 1.4× with

the minimum (1 tail call) and maximum (32 tail calls) being 1.1× and 1.7×. When tail calls

are indirect jumps, KFuse saves both memory access and indirect jump cost. The average

speed-up (16 tail calls) is 16.1× with the minimum (1 tail call) being 2× and maximum (32

tail calls) being 32.88×.

6.6.5 Cost of updating a chain

I measure the time KFuse takes to fuse a BPF program chain into an optimized BPF

program. KFuse works dynamically by fusing the existing program (the merged chain) with

the new program. Specifically, KFuse needs to combine the new program with existing

one, reallocate memory for the merged program and generate JITed image for the merged

program so the time to merge depends on the length of chain (the size of existing program)

and the new program. I measure the time by loading up to 160 programs. As shown in

Figure 6.12c, the latency starts from ≈ 27 microseconds when there are only 1 program on

the chain and grows to ≈ 138 microseconds when there are 160. When there are 80 programs

on the chain, the merging time is ≈ 85 microseconds.
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6.6.6 Memory usage

KFuse needs to keep the original BPF bytecode to support sharing of BPF programs

and maintain transparency to the user space (Section 6.5.4). This could lead to additional

memory overhead. To quantify the overhead, I measure the size of 366 real-world BPF

programs from six projects collected by [188] (including ovs, linux, prototype-kernel, suricata,

bpf cilium test and cilium). The average BPF extension size is merely 4.3 KB, with the

median and the 90-th percentile being 0.9 KB and 13.8 KB, respectively. Given the abundant

memory of modern computers, the additional memory usage is acceptable.

6.7 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

I demonstrate that multiple BPF programs in a chain can be collectively optimized after

each of them is verified. Such optimization can lead to remarkable performance gains.

Specifically, when the BPF programs are small in size and the chain is long, the overhead of

indirect jumps and loops can be as high as 85% of the end-to-end execution time, leading

a 7% application performance loss. I have already seen long chains of BPF extensions in

real deployments (e.g., 19 Seccomp BPF filters deployed by systemd) and I expect such long

chains to be even more common in future use cases, given the explosion of BPF use cases in

recent years and the need of fine-grained, domain-specific policies.

I believe that more advanced cross-optimizations for verified BPF programs (such as

application-specific optimizations) can be implemented, beyond the basic optimizations cur-

rently supported by KFuse. For example, redundant code (e.g., checks [189]) across the BPF

extension programs can be removed, in the scope of the entire BPF chain, to further im-

prove the performance; BPF instructions can be reordered across the BPF extension chain

(e.g., by placing hot code early in the fused BPF program to save subsequent computation).

Those optimizations can be supported in the current KFuse framework. Further, multiple

BPF programs at different hooking points are often orchestrated to collectively implement a

feature (e.g., socket filters hooked at cgroup and traffic control [190]). Those BPF programs

can potentially be optimized together, while maintaining the safety properties.
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CHAPTER 7: LIMITATIONS AND EXPERIENCE

In this chapter, I would like to call out the limitations of this thesis and also share the

experience I have learned.

7.1 LIMITATIONS

Dynamic analysis such as tracing does not guarantee the result is complete. There are

kernel footprint that are not captured. Both MultiK and Cozart use dynamic tracing to

profile the parts of a kernel driven by applications. Due to the fundamental limitations of

dynamic tracing, these profiles are not complete. However, the consequences of incomplete

profiles are different for MultiK and Cozart. The missing parts can lead to kernel crashes

in MultiK. On the other hand, Cozart debloats kernels at the module level so it is likely

to include most of the missing parts. Even when a missing part is actually exercised by an

application, the kernel does not crash but returns error codes to the application. This makes

Cozart more practical than MultiK.

In addition to incompleteness of tracing profiles, the debloating techniques used by all

studies in this thesis, including MultiK, Lupine and Cozart, do not consider non-functional

properties that could lead to heisenbugs. An example of a heisenbug could be a kernel

module that initializes a variable used by another kernel module and this dependency is

not specified. Formal verification can be applied to study if debloating interferes with any

such non-functional properties in the system. Besides non-functional properties, this thesis

uses empirical methods such as comparing application logs and test coverages to ensure

that the debloated kernel has the desired behavior (i.e., to check the functional properties).

Such methods provide indirect evidence (instead of guarantees) that we can use to infer

that the system exhibits desired behaviors. If the behavior of a Linux kernel can be formally

specified, kernels debloated using the methods presented here may also be verified — provide

guarantees of desired behaviors and increased confidence to end users.

7.2 EXPERIENCE

In this section, I share experience I learned from the software I have built to explore kernel

debloating including Lupine, MultiK and Cozart.
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Lupine is a Linux system that is highly specialized. Every kernel module in Lupine is nec-

essary, proven by a manual process. I learned that Linux has the potential to be specialized

and beat unikernels in the dimensions including application performance, memory footprint,

image size and security. Linux kernel is usually distributed as a general-purpose system.

However, applying extensive specialization can turn the kernel into an application-specific

system, like unikernels. Specialized Linux kernels are equally lightweight in terms of size

and memory footprint. However, in my experience, Linux systems outperform unikernels

because there are much more engineering efforts invested in Linux. Linux kernel has vari-

ous optimization for cache behaviors, scheduling and memory. These optimizations are not

trivial. They are the result of decades of time and tremendous efforts from expert develop-

ers. Additionally, the applications I benchmark are Linux applications. They are designed

and developed to run on Linux systems. Unikernels use translation layers to support them.

These translation layers incur overheads. In conclusion, the optimizations and matureness

of Linux and its ecosystem (libraries, applications and tools) make it hard to replace Linux.

MultiK is a kernel component that installs and orchestrates specialized kernel code copies.

Each application runs on its own, often customized kernel code. I learned that applications

can only exercise a small amount of kernel code. However, this does not mean that such spe-

cialized “debloated” kernels mean all an application needs. There is a considerable amount

of code that are required to maintain the operation of the kernel such as code exercised

by kernel threads (e.g., RCU and interrupts). I also learned that applying a custom patch

is not a way to build a practical debloating system because this patch is not collectively

reviewed by the community and the kernel can be very complex. It is very likely that the

patch depends on an assumption that might break other components. For instance, a ker-

nel component might hold RCU lock for too long and cause warnings to the system. Even

then such assumption is valid only for the current version. When the kernel is updated, the

patch needs to be updated too but the assumption might no longer be valid. Leveraging the

existing interface and tools to debloat the kernel is the way that is most likely to succeed.

Cozart takes the lesson from MultiK and uses existing interfaces and tools to debloat,

namely KConfig. Cozart is not the first system that uses KConfig. Cozart advances the state-

of-the-art by addressing the limitations mentioned in (Section 5.2) of existing frameworks.

I recommend that KConfig is the proper interface to debloat a kernel. KConfig provides the

confidence that the debloated kernel is stable unlike applying a custom patch. The debloated

kernel can also be easily upgraded by via recompilation. The debloated kernel can also be

distributed easily by sharing the KConfig file.
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CHAPTER 8: CONCLUSION

In this dissertation, I investigate the problem of reducing attack surfaces for contemporary

OS kernels via debloating. I raised three key research questions in Chapter 1 and conducted

research to answer them.

I answer the first research question – “can kernel debloating still be useful and effective

when comparing to kernels that are built from scratch in a specialized way (e.g., unikernels)?

, by building Lupine which is a minimal Linux system that outperforms unikernels from var-

ious dimensions (e.g., boot time, image size, memory footprint and application performance)

in Chapter 3. Unikernel systems do not support full POSIX API and they do not perform as

well as debloated Linux. More importantly, Linux kernel is supported by numerous expert

developers, and tremendous efforts have been spent on optimizing, stabilizing and maintain-

ing it. I conclude that debloated Linux kernels are a better choice in the domain that people

presume unikernels are more advantageous.

I answer the second research question – “what is the preferred way to debloat kernels when

considering stability and performance? , by building MultiK which is a kernel orchestration

framework (Chapter 4). Multiple kernels can be specialized for applications and managed by

MultiK. I have also build DKut which profiles kernels at basic-block granularity. Integration

of MultiK and DKut enables fine-grain kernel debloating. I learned that a large part of the

kernel is not used by applications and that aggressive kernel reduction leads instability in

the kernel.

These two lessons led to a more practical debloating framework, Cozart (Chapter 5).

I answer the last research question – “what are the insights and pitfalls to be aware of

when developing a kernel debloating framework? , by studying the state-of-art debloating

framework. I built an advanced framework, Cozart. Cozart is a practical kernel debloating

framework, as it is fully automatic and produces stable kernels. I used Cozart as a vehicle

to conduct my study and identified five limitations (Chapter 5). Two of them are essential

(the limitations inherent in the nature and assumptions of kernel debloating), and three

are accidental (those that exist in current kernel debloating techniques but that are not

inherent).

Finally, with the research and experiment results presented in this dissertation, the hy-

pothesis – reduction of OS kernel bloat (”debloating”), in a practical way, can make operating

systems more robust and efficient, can be validated.
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W. Schröder-Preikschat, D. Lohmann, and R. Kapitza, “Attack surface metrics and
automated compile-time OS kernel tailoring,” in 20th Annual Network and Distributed
System Security Symposium, NDSS 2013, San Diego, California, USA, February 24-27,
2013. The Internet Society, 2013. [Online]. Available: https://www.ndss-symposium.
org/ndss2013/attack-surface-metrics-and-automated-compile-time-os-kernel-tailoring

[4] H. Chen, Y. Mao, X. Wang, D. Zhou, N. Zeldovich, and M. F. Kaashoek,
“Linux kernel vulnerabilities: state-of-the-art defenses and open problems,” in
APSys ’11 Asia Pacific Workshop on Systems, Shanghai, China, July 11-12, 2011,
H. Chen, Z. Zhang, S. Moon, and Y. Zhou, Eds. ACM, 2011. [Online]. Available:
https://doi.org/10.1145/2103799.2103805 p. 5.

[5] X. J. Ren, K. Rodrigues, L. Chen, C. Vega, M. Stumm, and D. Yuan, “An analysis
of performance evolution of linux’s core operations,” in Proceedings of the 27th ACM
Symposium on Operating Systems Principles, SOSP 2019, Huntsville, ON, Canada,
October 27-30, 2019, T. Brecht and C. Williamson, Eds. ACM, 2019, pp. 554–569.

[6] “The rumprun unikernel and toolchain for various platforms,”
https://github.com/rumpkernel/rumprun, Apr. 2015.

[7] “Javascript library operating system for the cloud,” http://runtimejs.org/, Apr. 2015.

[8] D. Williams and R. Koller, “Unikernel monitors: Extending minimalism outside of the
box,” in Proc. of USENIX HotCloud, Denver, CO, June 2016.

[9] D. Williams, R. Koller, M. Lucina, and N. Prakash, “Unikernels as processes,” in Proc.
of ACM SoCC, Carlsbad, CA, Oct. 2018.

122



[10] A. Madhavapeddy, R. Mortier, C. Rotsos, D. J. Scott, B. Singh, T. Gazagnaire,
S. Smith, S. Hand, and J. Crowcroft, “Unikernels: library operating systems for the
cloud,” in Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems,
ASPLOS 2013, Houston, TX, USA, March 16-20, 2013, V. Sarkar and R. Bod́ık, Eds.
ACM, 2013, pp. 461–472.

[11] A. Madhavapeddy and D. J. Scott, “Unikernels: Rise of the Virtual Library Operating
System,” Communications of the ACM, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 61–69, 2014.

[12] H. Kuo, A. Gunasekaran, Y. Jang, S. Mohan, R. B. Bobba, D. Lie, and J. Walker,
“MultiK: A Framework for Orchestrating Multiple Specialized Kernels,” CoRR, vol.
abs/1903.06889, 2019. [Online]. Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.06889

[13] H. Kuo, D. Williams, R. Koller, and S. Mohan, “A linux in unikernel clothing,” in Eu-
roSys ’20: Fifteenth EuroSys Conference 2020, Heraklion, Greece, April 27-30, 2020,
A. Bilas, K. Magoutis, E. P. Markatos, D. Kostic, and M. I. Seltzer, Eds. ACM, 2020,
pp. 11:1–11:15.

[14] H. Kuo, J. Chen, S. Mohan, and T. Xu, “Set the configuration for the heart of the OS:
on the practicality of operating system kernel debloating,” Proc. ACM Meas. Anal.
Comput. Syst., vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 03:1–03:27, 2020.

[15] K. Chen and H. Shen, “Facechange: Attaining neighbor node anonymity in mobile
opportunistic social networks with fine-grained control,” IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw.,
vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 1176–1189, 2017.

[16] M. Abubakar, A. Ahmad, P. Fonseca, and D. Xu, “{SHARD}: Fine-grained kernel
specialization with context-aware hardening,” in 30th {USENIX} Security Symposium
({USENIX} Security 21), 2021.

[17] M. Alharthi, H. Hu, H. Moon, and T. Kim, “On the Effectiveness of Kernel Debloating
via Compile-time Configuration,” in Proceedings of the 1st Workshop on SoftwAre
debLoating And Delayering, Amsterdam, Netherlands, July 2018.

[18] Z. Gu, B. Saltaformaggio, X. Zhang, and D. Xu, “FACE-CHANGE: application-driven
dynamic kernel view switching in a virtual machine,” in 44th Annual IEEE/IFIP
International Conference on Dependable Systems and Networks, DSN 2014, Atlanta,
GA, USA, June 23-26, 2014. IEEE Computer Society, 2014, pp. 491–502.

[19] A. Kivity, D. Laor, G. Costa, P. Enberg, N. Har’El, D. Marti, and V. Zolotarov, “OSV
– Optimizing the Operating System for Virtual Machines,” in Proceedings of the 2014
USENIX Annual Technical Conference (USENIX ATC’14), Philadelphia, PA, USA,
June 2014.

[20] J. Corbet, “LWN: A different approach to kernel configuration,” https://lwn.net/
Articles/733405/, 2018.

123



[21] F. Manco, C. Lupu, F. Schmidt, J. Mendes, S. Kuenzer, S. Sati, K. Yasukata, C. Raiciu,
and F. Huici, “My VM is Lighter (and Safer) Than Your Container,” in Proceedings
of the 26th Symposium on Operating Systems Principles (SOSP’17), Shanghai, China,
Oct. 2017.

[22] N. Pitre, “LWN: Shrinking the kernel with link-time garbage collection,” https://lwn.
net/Articles/741494/, 2018.

[23] N. Pitre, “LWN: Shrinking the kernel with link-time optimization,” https://lwn.net/
Articles/744507/, 2018.

[24] N. Pitre, “LWN: Shrinking the kernel with a hammer,” https://lwn.net/Articles/
748198/, 2018.

[25] N. Pitre, “LWN: Shrinking the kernel with an axe,” https://lwn.net/Articles/746780/,
2018.

[26] A. Kleen, “Linux Kernel LTO patch set,” https://github.com/andikleen/linux-misc,
2014.

[27] V. Adve and W. Dietz, “ALLVM Research Project,” https://publish.illinois.edu/
allvm-project/ongoing-research/, 2017.

[28] J. Edge, “LWN: Building the kernel with Clang,” https://lwn.net/Articles/734071/,
2017.

[29] J. Corbet, “Variable-length arrays and the max() mess,” https://lwn.net/Articles/
749064/, 2018.

[30] O. R. A. Chick, L. Carata, J. Snee, N. Balakrishnan, and R. Sohan, “Shadow kernels:
A general mechanism for kernel specialization in existing operating systems,” in Pro-
ceedings of the 6th Asia-Pacific Workshop on Systems, APSys 2015, Tokyo, Japan,
July 27-28, 2015, K. Kono and T. Shinagawa, Eds. ACM, 2015, pp. 1:1–1:7.

[31] M. J. Accetta, R. V. Baron, W. J. Bolosky, D. B. Golub, R. F. Rashid, A. Tevanian,
and M. Young, “Mach: A new kernel foundation for UNIX development,” in Proceed-
ings of the USENIX Summer Conference, Altanta, GA, USA, June 1986. USENIX
Association, 1986, pp. 93–113.

[32] M. M. Swift, S. Martin, H. M. Levy, and S. J. Eggers, “Nooks: an architecture for
reliable device drivers,” in Proceedings of the 10th ACM SIGOPS European Workshop,
Saint-Emilion, France, July 1, 2002, G. Muller and E. Jul, Eds. ACM, 2002, pp. 102–
107.

[33] “Firecracker: Secure and fast microVMs for serverless computing,” https://firecracker-
microvm.github.io/, retrieved on October 2019.

124



[34] P. Olivier, D. Chiba, S. Lankes, C. Min, and B. Ravindran, “A Binary-Compatible
Unikernel,” in Proceedings of the 15th ACM SIGPLAN/SIGOPS International Confer-
ence on Virtual Execution Environments (VEE’19), Providence, Rhode Island, USA,
Apr. 2019.

[35] C.-C. Tsai, K. S. Arora, N. Bandi, B. Jain, W. Jannen, J. John, H. A. Kalodner,
V. Kulkarni, D. Oliveira, and D. E. Porter, “Cooperation and Security Isolation of
Library OSes for Multi-process Applications,” in Proceedings of the Ninth European
Conference on Computer Systems (EuroSys’14), 2014.

[36] t. maeda and a. yonezawa, “kernel mode linux: toward an operating system pro-
tected by a type theory,” in advances in computing science – asian 2003. progamming
languages and distributed computation programming languages and distributed compu-
tation, v. a. saraswat, Ed. berlin, heidelberg: springer berlin heidelberg, 2003.

[37] A. Bratterud, A. Walla, H. Haugerud, P. E. Engelstad, and K. M. Begnum, “Includeos:
A minimal, resource efficient unikernel for cloud services,” in 7th IEEE International
Conference on Cloud Computing Technology and Science, CloudCom 2015, Vancouver,
BC, Canada, November 30 - December 3, 2015. IEEE Computer Society, 2015, pp.
250–257.

[38] “Clive: Removing (most of) the software stack from the cloud,”
http://lsub.org/ls/clive.html, Apr. 2015.

[39] K. Stengel, F. Schmaus, and R. Kapitza, “EsseOS: Haskell-based Tailored Services
for the Cloud,” in Proceedings of the 12th International Workshop on Adaptive and
Reflective Middleware (ARM’13), Beijing, China, Dec. 2013.

[40] “LING,” http://erlangonxen.org.

[41] J. Martins, M. Ahmed, C. Raiciu, V. Olteanu, M. Honda, R. Bifulco, and F. Huici,
“ClickOS and the art of network function virtualization,” in Proc. of USENIX NSDI,
Seattle, WA, Apr. 2014.

[42] D. R. Engler, M. F. Kaashoek, and J. O. Jr, “Exokernel: An Operating System Archi-
tecture for Application-level Resource Management,” in Proceedings of the 15th ACM
Symposium on Operating Systems Principles (SOSP’95), 1995.

[43] D. E. Porter, S. Boyd-Wickizer, J. Howell, R. Olinsky, and G. C. Hunt, “Rethinking
the library os from the top down,” ACM SIGPLAN Notices, vol. 46, no. 3, pp. 291–304,
2011.

[44] D. Schatzberg, J. Cadden, H. Dong, O. Krieger, and J. Appavoo, “EbbRT: A frame-
work for building per-application library operating systems,” in Proc. of USENIX
OSDI, Savannah, GA, Nov. 2016.

[45] E. Kohler, R. Morris, B. Chen, J. Jannotti, and F. M. Kaashoek, “The Click Modular
Router,” ACM Transactions on Compuer Systems, vol. 18, pp. 263–297, August 2000.

125



[46] P. Emmerich, M. Pudelko, S. Bauer, and G. Carle, “Writing User Space Network
Drivers,” CoRR, vol. abs/1901.10664, 2019.

[47] R. Koller and D. Williams, “Will serverless end the dominance of linux in the cloud?”
in Proc. of USENIX HotOS, Whistler, BC, Canada, May 2017.

[48] “AWS Lambda,” https://aws.amazon.com/lambda/, (Accessed on 2016-03-04).

[49] “IBM OpenWhisk,” https://developer.ibm.com/open/openwhisk/, (Accessed on 2016-
03-04).

[50] “Dockerslim,” https://dockersl.im/.

[51] J. Kang, “An Empirical Study of an Advanced Kernel Tailoring Framework,” in The
Linux Foundation Open Source Summit, Vancouver, BC, Canada, Aug. 2018.

[52] J. Kang, “Linux kernel tailoring framework,” https://github.com/ultract/linux-kernel-
tailoring-framework, Aug. 2018.

[53] “Twistlock — container security & cloud native security,” https://www.twistlock.
com/.

[54] “Page table isolation (pti),” https://www.kernel.org/doc/html/latest/x86/pti.html.

[55] M. Lipp, M. Schwarz, D. Gruss, T. Prescher, W. Haas, A. Fogh, J. Horn, S. Mangard,
P. Kocher, D. Genkin, Y. Yarom, and M. Hamburg, “Meltdown: Reading Kernel
Memory from User Space,” in 27th USENIX Security Symposium (USENIX Security
18), 2018.

[56] M. Acher, H. Martin, J. A. Pereira, A. Blouin, J.-M. Jézéquel, D. E. Khelladi, L. Lesoil,
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