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A glimpse into state of the art solutions

I/O Frameworks Service chain consolidation NFV Dataplanes On-the-fly protocol tempering
OpenBox[7], SNF. xOMB[2] and CoMb[5] EZ2[6], OpenBox[1], OpenMB and xOMB[2] focus NetBricks[4] and mOS[8] both implement a TCP
optimize the graph to reuse some basic less on low-level. They provide controllers and stack with some similar monitoring abstractions but no
could replace FastClick[3]. NetBricks (Compiler- compqnepts and optimize thg software discuss more o.ptimal placeme.nt, a problem_not support for modifications. They do not provide a generic
based isolation)[1], Mirage (unikernel), ClickOS classq‘lcafuon. None of ’fhose work implements tackled in this wo.rk. \./Vhllle E2 pl_’OVldeS non-TCP specific stream abstraction nor the session
(Xen-based), NetVM (KVM), OpenNetVM factorization of session management, or "bytestream vports" their design is not mentioned. scratchpad facilies unified for all middleboxes.

support flow tempering.

Other works focus on providing a fast /O
platform with different layers of isolation that

(container-based).
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