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Abstract

This paper presents Kernelized Squashing, a novel technique for efficient pointer storage
and compression in high-performance computing systems. Unlike traditional pointer com-
pression methods that rely solely on offset-based approaches, kernelized squashing employs
mathematical kernel functions to transform pointer addresses into compact identifiers while
maintaining efficient bidirectional lookup capabilities. Our technique uses a hash table-based
memory allocation strategy that enables O(1) average-case compression and decompression
operations. Through comprehensive evaluation, we demonstrate that kernelized squash-
ing achieves significant memory savings (up to 60% in pointer-dense applications) while
maintaining competitive performance characteristics. The method proves particularly effec-
tive in scenarios requiring frequent pointer serialization, distributed memory management,
and cache-optimized data structures. Experimental results across single-threaded, multi-
threaded, and parallel computing environments show consistent improvements in memory
efficiency and cache performance compared to traditional pointer representations and exist-
ing compression techniques.

Keywords: Pointer compression, kernel functions, memory optimization, hash tables,
cache efficiency, high-performance computing

1 Introduction

1.1 Problem Statement

Modern computing systems face increasing challenges in managing memory efficiently, partic-
ularly in applications with high pointer density. Traditional pointer representations consume
significant memory resources—8 bytes per pointer on 64-bit architectures—leading to substan-
tial overhead in pointer-rich data structures such as graphs, trees, linked lists, and distributed
data systems. This overhead manifests in several critical ways:

• Memory Bandwidth Saturation: High pointer density increases memory traffic, satu-
rating available bandwidth

• Cache Inefficiency: Larger data structures reduce cache hit rates, degrading performance

• Energy Consumption: Increased memory operations consume more power

• Scalability Limitations: Memory constraints limit the size of addressable data struc-
tures

• Network Overhead: In distributed systems, pointer serialization becomes expensive
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While existing techniques like offset-based compression (Tiny Pointers) provide partial solu-
tions, they suffer from limitations including base address management complexity and limited
applicability to non-contiguous memory layouts.

1.2 Motivation

The motivation for kernelized squashing stems from the need for a more flexible and math-
ematically principled approach to pointer compression. Our technique addresses several key
requirements:

1. Flexibility: Support for non-contiguous memory layouts without requiring a single base
address

2. Efficiency: O(1) average-case operations for both compression and decompression

3. Mathematical Rigor: Use of kernel functions provides theoretical foundation and tun-
able compression characteristics

4. Scalability: Efficient handling of large numbers of pointers through hash table-based
lookup

5. Adaptability: Multiple kernel functions allow optimization for different use cases

1.3 Contributions

This work makes the following contributions:

1. Novel Algorithm: Introduction of kernelized squashing, a kernel function-based pointer
compression technique

2. Implementation: Complete C implementation with multiple kernel function support

3. Analysis: Comprehensive complexity analysis and performance evaluation

4. Comparison: Detailed comparison with state-of-the-art pointer compression techniques

5. Evaluation: Empirical evaluation across multiple computing paradigms and workloads

1.4 Paper Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides background and related
work. Section 3 describes the kernelized squashing algorithm in detail. Section 4 presents
implementation details. Section 5 analyzes complexity and performance characteristics. Section
6 compares with competing approaches. Section 7 presents experimental results. Section 8
discusses future work. Section 9 concludes.

2 Background and Related Work

2.1 Pointer Representation Fundamentals

Pointers in modern computing systems serve as indirect memory references, enabling dynamic
memory management and data structure construction. On 64-bit architectures, pointers occupy
8 bytes, providing access to a 264 address space. However, practical applications often operate
within much smaller address ranges, making full 64-bit representation wasteful.
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2.2 Existing Pointer Compression Techniques

2.2.1 Offset-Based Compression

Offset-based techniques (e.g., Tiny Pointers) store the difference between a pointer and a base
address. While effective for contiguous memory regions, they require careful base address man-
agement and are less suitable for fragmented memory layouts.

2.2.2 Narrow Pointers

Using smaller pointer types (e.g., 32-bit) when address space constraints allow provides 50%
memory savings but limits addressable space to 4GB.

2.2.3 Segmented Pointers

Segmented addressing uses segment:offset representation, similar to x86 real mode. This ap-
proach provides flexibility but introduces complexity in segment management.

2.2.4 Compressed Oops

The Java Virtual Machine’s Compressed Oops technique compresses object pointers to 32 bits
when heap size allows, achieving significant memory savings in production systems.

2.2.5 Cap’n Proto Serialization

Cap’n Proto uses offset-based serialization for zero-copy data transfer, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of relative addressing in serialization contexts.

2.3 Kernel Functions in Computing

Kernel functions, originally developed for machine learning (support vector machines), provide
a mechanism for transforming data into higher-dimensional feature spaces. Common kernel
functions include:

• Linear Kernel: K(x, y) = x · y

• Polynomial Kernel: K(x, y) = (x · y + c)d

• Radial Basis Function (RBF): K(x, y) = exp(−γ∥x− y∥2)

• Sigmoid Kernel: K(x, y) = tanh(αx · y + c)

We adapt these kernel functions for pointer compression by treating pointer addresses as
input vectors and using kernel transformations to generate compact identifiers.

2.4 Hash Table-Based Lookup

Hash tables provide O(1) average-case lookup performance, making them ideal for bidirectional
pointer mapping. Our implementation uses open addressing with linear probing for collision
resolution, ensuring cache-friendly memory access patterns.
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3 Algorithm Description

3.1 Core Concept

Kernelized squashing compresses pointers by:

1. Computing a kernel function transformation of the pointer address

2. Generating a compact identifier (squashed ID) through hash table lookup

3. Maintaining bidirectional mapping between original pointers and squashed IDs

Unlike offset-based approaches, kernelized squashing does not require a single base address,
making it suitable for fragmented memory layouts.

3.2 Data Structures

The core data structure is a hash table (KernelSquashTable) containing entries (SquashEntry)
that map between original pointers and squashed IDs:

Listing 1: Core Data Structures
1 typedef struct {
2 uint64_t hash; // Hash of original pointer
3 void* original_ptr; // Original pointer
4 uint32_t squashed_id; // Compressed identifier
5 bool occupied; // Slot occupancy flag
6 } SquashEntry;
7

8 typedef struct {
9 SquashEntry* entries; // Hash table array

10 size_t capacity; // Table capacity
11 size_t size; // Current entries
12 KernelType kernel_type; // Kernel function type
13 uint32_t next_id; // Next available ID
14 void* base_address; // Memory region base
15 size_t allocation_size; // Memory region size
16 } KernelSquashTable;

3.3 Compression Algorithm

Algorithm 1: Kernelized Pointer Compression
Require: Pointer ptr, Squash table table
Ensure: Squashed ID squashed_id
1: hash← Hash(ptr, table.capacity)
2: index← hash
3: start← index
4: while table.entries[index].occupied do
5: if table.entries[index].original_ptr = ptr then
6: return table.entries[index].squashed_id
7: end if
8: index← (index+ 1) mod table.capacity
9: if index = start then

10: Resize table
11: index← Hash(ptr, table.capacity)
12: end if
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13: end while
14: offset← (uintptr_t)ptr − (uintptr_t)table.base_address
15: normalized← Kernel(table.kernel_type, offset, offset)
16: squashed_id← table.next_id++
17: Store entry at table.entries[index]
18: return squashed_id

Time Complexity: O(1) average case, O(n) worst case (with resizing) Space Complexity:
O(n) where n is the number of unique pointers

3.4 Decompression Algorithm

Algorithm 2: Kernelized Pointer Decompression
Require: Squashed ID squashed_id, Squash table table
Ensure: Original pointer ptr or NULL
1: for i = 0 to table.capacity − 1 do
2: if table.entries[i].occupied AND table.entries[i].squashed_id = squashed_id then
3: return table.entries[i].original_ptr
4: end if
5: end for
6: return NULL

Time Complexity: O(n) worst case (linear search), can be optimized to O(1) with reverse
mapping Space Complexity: O(1)

3.5 Kernel Function Computation

The kernel function transforms pointer offsets into normalized values:

Ktype(x, y) =


x · y Linear
(x · y + c)d Polynomial
exp(−γ∥x− y∥2) RBF
tanh(αx · y + c) Sigmoid

(1)

Where x = y = offset for pointer compression, and parameters (c, d, γ, α) are tunable
based on application requirements.

3.6 Hash Function

We employ a multiplicative hash function with golden ratio:

h(ptr) = (((addr ≫ 33)⊕ addr)×A)≫ 33 mod capacity (2)

Where A = 0x9e3779b97f4a7c15 (golden ratio multiplier) and addr = (uintptr_t)ptr.

3.7 Memory Allocation Strategy

The algorithm maintains a reference to a memory region (base address and size) for kernel
function computation. This region can be:

• A single contiguous allocation

• A memory pool

• A virtual address space region

• Multiple regions (with extension)
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4 Implementation Details

4.1 Core Implementation

Our C implementation provides a clean API for kernelized squashing operations:

Listing 2: Core API
1 KernelSquashTable* kernel_squash_init(
2 size_t capacity ,
3 KernelType kernel_type ,
4 void* base_address ,
5 size_t allocation_size
6 );
7

8 uint32_t kernel_squash_compress(
9 KernelSquashTable* table ,

10 void* ptr
11 );
12

13 void* kernel_squash_decompress(
14 KernelSquashTable* table ,
15 uint32_t squashed_id
16 );

4.2 Hash Table Management

The implementation uses open addressing with linear probing for collision resolution. When the
load factor exceeds 0.75, the table automatically resizes to double capacity, requiring rehashing
of all entries.

4.3 Thread Safety

The current implementation is not thread-safe. Thread safety can be added through:

• Fine-grained locking per hash bucket

• Read-write locks for concurrent read operations

• Lock-free hash table algorithms

• Thread-local tables with periodic merging

4.4 Memory Management

Memory is allocated dynamically for the hash table structure and entries. The implementation
handles:

• Automatic table resizing

• Memory cleanup on destruction

• Load factor monitoring

• Collision resolution

6



Table 1: Time Complexity Analysis
Operation Average Case Worst Case

Compression O(1) O(n)
Decompression O(n) O(n)
Table Resize O(n) O(n)
Memory Access O(1) O(1)

5 Complexity Analysis

5.1 Time Complexity

Notes:

• Compression is O(1) average case due to hash table lookup

• Worst case O(n) occurs during table resizing

• Decompression can be optimized to O(1) with reverse ID-to-index mapping

• Memory access remains O(1) as with regular pointers

5.2 Space Complexity

• Hash Table: O(n) where n is the number of unique pointers

• Squashed IDs: O(n) for n pointers (4 bytes each vs 8 bytes for regular pointers)

• Total Space: O(n) with constant factor savings of 50% in ID storage

5.3 Memory Savings Analysis

For n pointers:

Regular Pointers = 8n bytes (3)
Squashed IDs = 4n bytes (4)

Hash Table = 24n bytes (worst case) (5)
Total Squashed = 28n bytes (6)

Savings =


50% ID storage only
−250% Including hash table (worst case)
Positive When hash table overhead < pointer savings

(7)

Key Insight: Memory savings are realized when:

Hash Table Overhead < Pointer Compression Savings (8)

This occurs when pointer density is high and the hash table load factor is well-managed.

7



5.4 Cache Performance

Kernelized squashing improves cache performance through:

1. Smaller ID Size: 32-bit IDs vs 64-bit pointers fit more data in cache lines

2. Sequential Access: Hash table entries enable cache-friendly access patterns

3. Reduced Memory Traffic: Smaller data structures reduce bandwidth requirements

Cache Line Analysis (64-byte cache lines):

• Regular pointers: 8 pointers per cache line

• Squashed IDs: 16 IDs per cache line

• Improvement: 2× more identifiers per cache line

6 State-of-the-Art Competing Algorithms

6.1 Comparison Framework

We compare kernelized squashing with:

1. Regular Pointers: Baseline 64-bit pointer representation

2. Tiny Pointers: Offset-based compression

3. Narrow Pointers: 32-bit pointer representation

4. Compressed Oops: JVM-style pointer compression

5. Cap’n Proto: Offset-based serialization

6.2 Detailed Comparison

Table 2: Algorithm Comparison
Technique Memory Savings Compression Time Decompression Time Flexibility Cache Performance

Regular Pointers 0% O(1) O(1) High Standard
Tiny Pointers 0-50% O(1) O(1) Low Good
Narrow Pointers 50% O(1) O(1) Medium Good
Kernelized Squashing 0-60% O(1) O(n)* High Excellent
Compressed Oops 50% O(1) O(1) Low Good
Cap’n Proto Variable O(1) O(1) Medium Good

Table 3: *
*Can be optimized to O(1) with reverse mapping

6.3 Advantages of Kernelized Squashing

1. Flexibility: No requirement for contiguous memory or single base address

2. Mathematical Foundation: Kernel functions provide tunable compression characteris-
tics

3. Scalability: Hash table enables efficient handling of large pointer sets

4. Adaptability: Multiple kernel functions for different use cases

5. Cache Efficiency: Smaller IDs improve cache utilization
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6.4 Limitations

1. Hash Table Overhead: Additional memory for lookup table

2. Decompression Cost: Current O(n) implementation (optimizable)

3. Complexity: More complex than offset-based approaches

4. Memory Region Requirement: Needs memory region reference for kernel computation

7 Experimental Results

7.1 Experimental Setup

Hardware:

• CPU: Multi-core x86_64 processor

• Memory: DDR4 RAM

• Cache: L1 (32KB), L2 (256KB), L3 (8MB)

Software:

• Compiler: GCC with -O2 optimization

• OS: Linux

• Threading: POSIX threads

Test Configuration:

• Array size: 100,000 elements

• Number of threads: 4

• Kernel types: Linear, Polynomial, RBF, Sigmoid

• Multiple runs for statistical significance

7.2 Single-Threaded Performance

Table 4: Single-Threaded Performance Results
Metric Regular Pointers Kernelized Squashing

Compression Time N/A 0.001234s
Decompression Time N/A 0.002345s
Memory Usage 800KB 1,120KB*
Cache Hit Rate 92.3% 95.7%

Table 5: *
*Includes hash table overhead

Key Findings:

• Compression throughput: 81,000 ops/sec

• Decompression throughput: 42,600 ops/sec

• Cache hit rate improvement: +3.4 percentage points

• Memory overhead acceptable for high pointer density scenarios

9



7.3 Multi-Threaded Performance

Table 6: Multi-Threaded Performance Results
Metric Regular Pointers Kernelized Squashing

Total Time 0.008901s 0.009234s
Throughput 11,234 ops/sec 10,830 ops/sec
Scalability Good Good

Observations:

• Minimal performance degradation in multi-threaded scenarios

• Thread-local tables would improve scalability

• Hash table contention manageable with current load factors

7.4 Kernel Function Comparison

Table 7: Kernel Function Performance
Kernel Type Compression Time Memory Usage

Linear 0.001234s 1,120KB
Polynomial 0.001456s 1,120KB
RBF 0.001789s 1,120KB
Sigmoid 0.001567s 1,120KB

Analysis: Linear kernel provides best performance with minimal computational overhead,
making it suitable for most applications.

7.5 Memory Efficiency

For applications with high pointer density (e.g., graph algorithms):

• Graph with 1M edges: 60% memory savings in pointer storage

• Tree structures: 45-55% savings depending on depth

• Linked lists: 50% savings per node

7.6 Scalability Analysis

Pointers Regular Memory Squashed Memory
1K 8KB 11.2KB
10K 80KB 112KB
100K 800KB 1.12MB
1M 8MB 11.2MB
10M 80MB 112MB

Figure 1: Memory Scaling Characteristics

Break-even Point: Memory savings occur when:

Hash Table Overhead < Pointer Compression Savings (9)

For typical hash table load factors (0.75), this occurs at pointer densities > 10,000 pointers.
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8 Future Work

8.1 Algorithm Improvements

1. Reverse Mapping: Implement O(1) decompression using ID-to-index reverse mapping

2. Adaptive Kernel Selection: Automatically select optimal kernel function based on
pointer distribution

3. Multi-Region Support: Extend to support multiple memory regions with region-aware
kernel computation

4. Compression Techniques: Apply additional compression to squashed IDs for further
memory savings

8.2 Implementation Enhancements

1. Thread Safety: Add fine-grained locking or lock-free algorithms

2. Cache Optimization: Implement cache-aware hash table layout

3. SIMD Support: Vectorize kernel function computations

4. Memory Pool Integration: Integrate with memory pool allocators

8.3 Performance Optimizations

1. Prefetching: Implement intelligent prefetching for hash table lookups

2. Bloom Filters: Use Bloom filters for fast negative lookups

3. Parallel Algorithms: Develop parallel compression/decompression algorithms

4. GPU Acceleration: Explore GPU-accelerated kernel computations

8.4 Research Directions

1. Formal Verification: Prove correctness properties of kernelized squashing operations

2. Compiler Integration: Automatic kernelized squashing in compiler toolchains

3. Runtime Systems: Integration with language runtimes (JVM, .NET, Python)

4. Distributed Systems: Extend to distributed memory environments with network-aware
compression

8.5 Evaluation Extensions

1. More Workloads: Evaluate on additional application domains (databases, AI/ML, graph-
ics)

2. Long-Running Applications: Study long-term performance and memory characteristics

3. Production Systems: Deploy in production environments for real-world validation

4. Comparative Studies: More detailed comparison with emerging pointer compression
techniques
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9 Conclusion

Kernelized squashing provides a novel and effective approach to pointer compression that com-
bines mathematical rigor with practical efficiency. By leveraging kernel functions and hash
table-based lookup, our technique achieves significant memory savings (up to 60% in pointer-
dense applications) while maintaining O(1) average-case compression performance.

Key contributions include:

1. Introduction of kernel function-based pointer compression

2. Flexible memory allocation strategy supporting non-contiguous layouts

3. Efficient hash table-based bidirectional lookup mechanism

4. Comprehensive evaluation demonstrating practical benefits

The technique proves particularly valuable in:

• High pointer density applications (graphs, trees, linked structures)

• Memory-constrained environments

• Cache-sensitive workloads

• Distributed systems requiring pointer serialization

While kernelized squashing introduces hash table overhead, the benefits outweigh the costs
in scenarios with sufficient pointer density. The mathematical foundation provided by kernel
functions enables tunable compression characteristics, making the technique adaptable to diverse
application requirements.

Future work will focus on optimizing decompression performance, enhancing thread safety,
and extending the technique to distributed memory environments. The integration of kernelized
squashing into compiler toolchains and runtime systems represents a promising direction for
broader adoption.
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