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ABSTRACT

Deduplicated filesystem can reduce usage of storage. However, it be able to recover deleted block. We studied sanitization
of deduplicated filesystem, LessFS which is based on FUSE(Filesystem in USErspace). First, we show a vulnerability recover
deleted data in the deduplicated filesystem. We implement sanitization of deduplicated filesystem considering the part of
fingerprint DB with data blocks. It takes 60~70 times compared to without sanitization. Which means access time to fingerprint
DB and overhead derived from increase of number of chunk have a critical impact on sanitization time. But in case of more
than 65,536 Byte of chunksize, it is faster than normal filesystem without deduplication.
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