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Abstract: Partition is a compiler technique that maps computation and data onto different processors, and is the key issue of automatic
parallelization on distributed memory architecture. Array’s life cycle has been less considered by previous researches on data
decomposition, despite of the fact that the inconsistency of decomposition in different array life cycles often results in communication
redundancy. This paper proposes a new data decomposition algorithm which represents data flow information of array by define-use graph,
and creates own decomposition for each life cycle of array. The experimental results on Matrix-Inversion and other eight applications
show that compared with automatic data decomposition methods that does not distinguish the life cycle of array, the proposed algorithm
not only makes more accurate assessment of parallel benefits, but also reduce communication redundancy and rise up the speedup.
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11 end

12 end
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14 foreach array x in v do begin
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19 end
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21 end
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Fig.4 Algorithm of data decomposition mapping table
4 BRI REBR R L

3 WiESMEE

AT e A iy D B 2 il S AT S0 D T i AR A S, Bt 2 R SE A T 0 S e oy A
SC-5 1 BRI 3 AR S 2 PR SRR b, 500 20 AL A 1) A VT S REAT T S, LR IR A B S 0 O 080 20 i DR
—EGARJE LT T A VP A AR R R 6 R A A R B S MR BRI IR AT 2 B AT e g i T

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



THL A T A SRR SR R 2849
S0 B (WU 4y i S
3.1 s

A5 5 O3 T — AT AT < SRAR T SRVHCHR 43 At 1 7 3k, )3 I8 P T el 43 9 9 v 35S0 4 fi 1) i )
S m 2 B4 25 ) F) oAb B A 1) A R d c A— P,d (@) = Da+ 6 3L, D A nxm (k2 P A,
d &R i, a RS RG] R R S | AR AR S B n o b FR A A ) A W, R R

D (F§ () +5,=C;(1)+7,

@)

D SR A B 5 D B0 A, IS AN T 00 A A5 5 (L) 1 i s R B2 IR R G R W R BE
NEMRENIN 52 LN I AL x 8 ANl 20l A e AT 2 55 5 (3), IR 4 st e A1 LA

32 HER=EMITE

S T B0 o 3 B AR S0 PRI A AR AN B K B T A AT, — AR A L R Q) R A i A
F(4) R SRR — NG IR T TG A5 K 43 1R 8 FH i 158 L U155 43 fiF C=0 FI & 4 il D=0, /37 LA, C 1A% 25 8] N(C) sk A4
FR T BEAEAR AR ] 1D A% 2R ) N(D) A2 B T A 2020 2% 1) ALZLN(C)FI N(D) PRI B 2 S 4 0 B0 7 i

i 52 B AH 7] 4 B 25 1) 25 ) 4 3R
D,Fs()=C,()

X' X

4)

R 73 SR 5 AR L TR AR A SRR B (0 R OFAT P AR RS A N o AN B T 503 A R R AR R
ML A A% A 0] R T G SR AN — AR 23 (R S 1 4R R A T AR R PR A A8 B A T R LB

A7 — oA Jr 2
AL PRI TR A 2 1) 5 O I o) ) 2 4 20 ok

Iy e v S S 4 73 X (¥ A% 25 )

4= : \ A TS v S Ta 02 /I N:G(V,E), & T4£S;
17T Ml AL WU OO AP SRS TTIBERI S R R B g e S e 2 ),
B — VK58 ST 7= A (0 R 28 ) 5 A 4% 0 3652 -5 I 2 04 procedure Calc_Nullspaces
110 B 3 20 4B AR I 05 (R 5 SO JF AT BLIAE g0 O e o i Doacorss4 e
K 1w B AE L3 1A N(Dy)=span{(1)},7 L1 F1 L2 ffj 07 T=TUN(C.); IIAE sl
N(Dw)'ZQ.L{D%éﬁ‘ N(Dw)fﬂ N(Dw)/,%sfﬁ W 7E L1 L2 thily 08 foreach dy in Decomp_Mapl[v] do
TeVE AT S2h5 b 7E L3 i1 SR LL A L2 317 2 N (D) =/ W XA R A,
3T 43 AR I 22, R 05 Sl S [ J0 390 52 SL-5 P £ S 4% 111G ﬁ em““““”
%ﬁﬁﬁ)ﬁ@,’@ﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ gl)\ﬂTi\rﬁﬁEW‘é&ffl‘fﬂE’%‘_)ﬁ—/l\iﬁﬁﬂ 12 Propaga[e_Nu||space(EA);
FO 5273 T, T e 0 1 % A SO0 A T LA R4 B s - g, 13 ToreachveSdo B AT AL
g e . ~ . 14 foreach rhs(x) in Decomp_Map[v] do
AN B A AN B 43 1 0 A% 25 1) 5 B AR AE T & A S 15 [:gmmmwﬁmMWwa
I 20 A B ) R — B0 LR AR BTV AR gy 28 TR
R T R 2 TR I TR A O A S R N2 A 18 return (£74);
19 end Calc_Nullspaces

W23 ) A AR — B E A = W Bk B 5 R, S 2
— AN A 74 Propagate_Nullspace 2 4% 4% & ¥, 1 T 1 5L A 8
P o0 A 2 V) B A2 25 T A% 37, R B0V 40 0 00 I SCHR[2,2].

3.3 FFEEIEME

Fig.5 Algorithm of calculating null-space
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B o3 PR SR T B ST TT R PP B OR P 5 MR A PR 10 R AT A A5 AT W AR, O 38 e xk B IR AT A 19
A AR E A7 B A FFAT I8 A5 A U I VAl o 2 1 Al FC o 5002 7 5 TR 1f, L1 52 Wi O F AT WAL RS

(K PFAly E A (90 A 0 1k B (0 5 SO BeAT 70 AT AE ] A B &% B A8 2 e SC-51 AR R oL T, —
KA 0 P AN — B30, A0 B A 2 2 2 I A At R AT 2 10 it L, T AR 408 3 SC- 51 3 A A X 4ok 3
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SR AR, LAIRG K00 545 PR TR0 RS B2 84 B vE S 4 A8 45 FE RS A .

THEIF RS SR I A 2, o i 1 A H A B i 2 B B AR RS B0 PR . — MR v R AT HAT I A
(I 34 seq(v), EHAR 22 H instr(v). — 45382 I i 8 T4 opi DAKAGERIE AR L iter(v) =& (W3R fA 3K
5510 FFAT AT 7 H B 20 R BAE par(v), ) H seq(v) R DA AR 328 N30 np SR1F B A ILEE K (5).

{seq(v) = iter(v) x instr(v) x cpi )
par(v) = seq(v)/np
T A T 00 SR AR o R T 2 B 0T i S R A A R EAT WS VAl — 4% 0 -5 I e (v, v X) 71 Sk R 38
M w(e), B w(e) Bl ax|region|) AR $RAT . yle) ) H0 4 x I v B v BRI AT 5028, eo(K) 2 72 H ARHLAS Fam FE A8 4k k
AN BT 75 BB T, region| )52 e 51 (020 B o o A 30U A5E 30 (6).
w(e)=y(e)xaf|region|) (6)

AN B -5 0% 2 B 0 A T4, 0 R E AT AR 25 1) & 9 Ja AR TRk, U W AR SR A 70 A — BUR 4 fi ot
A LA XA 72 S5 30 B 1 4 6 s 2R R 2 SPMD. TR, 3T 1A TU AR FEAT $AT B 24 B ep AT B0 7 5 A
Ab R AR TCAR AT W R — AN E A 8 SO B AT I, TR 26 5T A 5 R AR, 5 AR R 7 1 B mT DL 20
& 6 & TT 8 PR I S

01 //TyRg: vF SEE AR 4 IR A5 A
02 /5 \:G,S,Decomp_Map, 4;

03 /% cost.
04 procedure Calc_Cost

05 cost=0;

06  foreachveSdo //i5 T4

07 sequ_cycles(v)=iter(v)xinstr(v)xcpi;
08 par_cycles(v)=sequ_cycles(v)/np;
09 cost=cost+par_cycles(v);

10 end

11 foreach e(v,v',x),vikv' eS do

12 if veS then
13 [ A=V T A T A% ),

14 else

15 A=V S SR R % % i)

16 M.Decomp_Map 1 4% 2 v I F 5 43 fif d;
17 if AFIA'IN(DY) A I #% then
18 if ViFEA 54T then contine;

19 if v & v'eS then

20 I: cost=oo;

21 continue;

22 M Decomp_Map[v']HL Hiregion;
23 w(e)=a(|region|)x y(e);

24 cost=cost+w(e);

25 end

26 return cost;
27 end Calc_Cost

Fig.6  Algorithm of cost evaluation
6 JFEUEAL AL
IRAEAEHR GG A v RV I B NS T AR SEAN R x 9 N(Dy) & JF R il Rk, X B x oA AR
it — 35, A R I B cost B E N ETT K.
3.4 FITEMEE S
HAAE — AR 23 B 2 4R A B T AL A, BT DAAE 34K 80 25 00 oF SR 70 it i, B IS AT E 2 Y
MEIRE IE B —AFRS RN X P T 0058 R 0 B O AR ER, SCHR[L, 2] R T T S A 50, o6 & R A5 AR e j:Fl’J

TR AH X 2 K AN AT RO 0 S N\ TR] — i 25 3l 20 X, mT BE £ 51 B 22 () T 20 A1 SCHR[S, 6] W 17 it R XA i il
1 VT 5y B 5 42 AL 1)) 2 O 2 i VL O i B TR 08 28 S 0P 2 SR (W 1 7 ).
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AT TR P A AR BB B AT (R ARAT 3, T LS S B s 1) 4 IR0 >R 3 FR MR 40 e AR 2 -5 | I 4
SRV AT T FE I Go(V,Ee). Bt 73 i 50244 MR G B ) L IR U, 56 % d5z 9 J2 IR IR0 PR 24T 81 4,
LAY D 45 0 A6, T £ T A5 A [0 J2 R R 0 A ), 9 e B i 0 0 I 4K IR 5 3 oh B P 9 R i i e e —
AL PR OIE HA 445

RV I e (vv) I VEI v IR E S THEATR Y
o3 i, O X PR R AT T8, AW
init_cost. JL I )45 45V 1 B2 82102 v I R JTAT I 4, I
W, &I IT4Y new_cost=init_cost+par(V')+w(v'), & Jf
¥ B JF4S 0 old_cost=init_cost+seq(v)). & JF iR IF A1,
T8 2 3O A8 (7). 24 T 45 AE 0% 3 2 A 45 X (8), BT new_

il

cost<old_cost I, sk i IS v/ IR J 40 & (45 1, B4 A8 v Fig.7  Control flow graph of example 1
HO AT 33X R R B 92 4 025 K0, T AR ASAR BF 4 9 BT sl L HfE

B AR TR S WS & R A, 015 G IR A QIR 10 S T 4R

new_ cost =init_ cost + par(v') + w(v') @)
old _cost =init_ cost + seq(v')
new_cost<old_cost (8)

N T Res IEAAIWTRE R 5 1 MREA R A AR 00 FAT T L 2 BTSN T i & s B 45 Ui 80 28, 1
RIS 1 NG5 R AP, BeAT A2 -5 T, BRI FEAT 1 AL S R B0 S il iRl A v, — FLI L 9 R
A5 0, A0 A5 A B R 5 TS 00— A R 5 o, DU T D4 NI A 18 5 5 368 1A e 2 i s 20 i i n B 8 s,
P o AT 51 H S AR R A R i B 1) 40 S0, T AR SCRIR[L, 2] 2.

01 //3jitie: S #RB) S v SR B /) i

02 /N HRATREFP;

03 procedure Dynamic_Decomposition_Algorithm
04  BPHESLE X-5I FHEIG(V, E)

05 HRARE PG 37 45 1l v el GV, Eo);

06 Decomp_Map=Create_DecompMap(G);

07 foreach veV,4 do

08 WL VEH S T 4ES,;

09 (L3, A) 2SI 53 1% 25 () B

10 (13,4y)=Calc_Nullspaces(G,S,,Decomp_Map);

11 end

12 foreach level p in G, in bottom-up order do

13 — foreach e(v,v') eE. at p, in forward-flow order do
14 (£, A) 7S 1 53 i A% 7 1) 4 A

15 old_cost=Calc_Cost(G,S,,Decomp_Map,4,);
16 old_cost=old_cost+iter(v')*instr(v')*cpi

17 (L3, A) 72 Sy (K193 A% 25 T AR

18 & IS BIS, B (1, 4);

19 if Calc_Cost(Sy,4)<old_cost then

20 VNS

21 else

22 FEE I BN

23 TEV' BTV N — A 1 45 2 Hy;

24 L e’ (He V) BIE:, FH T F kAR AL By 181 43
25 end

26 foreach S,eGIH#& T4 do

27 FRAE 22 3(2) v 5553 M S I

28 A A K (@) T ;

29 end

30 end Dynamic_Decomposition_Algorithm

Fig.8 Algorithm of data decomposition
K8 Hdls ok
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4 Tl RSN

4.1 EHI55H
Pl 9 A B 3z B r 0 SR SR A0S FLREAT S S0 M A AR SO 23 i S 2 L R

for i=1tondo /ldoacorss
ali,i]=1/a[i,i;
L1 for j=1toi-1,i+1 tondo
a[i, j]=ali,jI*ali,i]

L2 rfork=1toi-1ndo
for j=1tondo

alk,j]=a[kj]-a[k,il*a[i,]
for j=1toi-1,i+1 ton do
a[ij]=ali,j]-a[i,i*ai,j]
for k=i+1to ndo
for j=1 to ndo

alk jl=alk,jl-afk,i]*a[ij]
L3 [for k=1to i-1,i+1 to n do

orl a[k,i]=—a[k,i]*a[i,il;

Fig.9 Matrix inversion
K9 FERESk

1. B3 I -5 K.

o PGS 3 AMEIRGE SN LA,L2 AT L3, L1 R L2 A A T AN ER, L3 MAA T 4 AR,
T E T U ) AR SRS R AR R — AR ER A

o RGN —ANEA)GE SN ali TSR LO. T AN IR TICVE AT BT LA ali, i sz bR L
JETE AR BERS EIUA AT AT 0,90 B R BIHAE L2 & X — AN, 703X B8 Nk Z20ms 20 A i 359 A0l
45 )

o I AR N 1) defout,use,kill LA livein 554 SOG4 s5 a8 e SC-51 . FeAl 146 B 10 Pl it &y, a,
Al ag Kbr B a B0 3 A .

— X5

Fig.10 Define-Use graph of matrix inversion

10 HERESR I E -5 1T E

2. FENTHUR 5 i 3R

o LN afE LLL2 Al L3 AR SCEN A I ER S d, ,d, ALd, BN E] > R 2B, Opr
W,Region 24 & H ¥ defout ££4;

o RJEMUEIRI LY AW A -5 1T, a B I P AN Bl 4 i d,, A d, Opr i R Region i i #
4550 (2)3k Hi 1) expose £E A

o I, AR DL L2 T L3 Oy & IR I, R 0 0 i L

Er o T U S U E TR U
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Table 1 Data decomposition mapping table

x1 Ml RUN R

fE3A | $dig | Opr | Bl fig Region

L1 a w d,, [i,1~i—-1]U[i,i+1~n]

L . o d,, [i+1,1~i-1]Ufi+1,i+2~n]
d,, [i+1,i]

L2 a w d,, [1~i-1,1~n]U[i,1~i-1]U[i,i+1~n]U[i+1~n,1~n]
d,, [i,1~i-1]0[i,i+1~n]

L2 a R d,, defout[L2]-[1~i-1,iJU[i+2~n,i]-[i+1,1~i]U[i+1,i+2~n]
d,, [1~i=1,i]ufi+2~n,i]

L3 a w d,, [1~i=1,i]Ufi+1~n,i]

L3 a R d,, [A~i-1,i]Ufi+1~n,i]

3. BhARI A FE AR A IRER 1A% 25 (1), IR BN AT AT

e R IH H R LL 20 E9F L1 B H MERS T8 H &R A S WIGEIT8S AR 0.9 DL B
S LRI LL A63F AR AT $AT 5 AT AT B JFAS.LL R L2 fA% 25 IR & R AN RR, 1 L3 BRIA B AT BT LU S AN
J3 0 RIEEX G~ (7). Rk T A Hur FF49 old_cost Fl#& 3 J5 FFAY new_cost. & 3 57 FRES I vT 5 77 vk K
old_cost=init_cost+seq(L1), H: #,seq(L1)=n(n—1)cpi,init_cost=0; & I 5 JT 44 () 7+ 5% J7¥: & new_cost=init_cost+
seq(L1)/np+w(L1), £ 7 w(L1)=init_cost=0,seq(L1)=n(n—1)cpi. 4 i# £ new_cost<old_cost i ,El n(n-1)cpi/np<
n(n—1)cpi B, LA L1 K FEAT AR, 7T LURAE X L1 1R 4. o T 34T R P I ERR AL np=2, 4 Re g il 2 H 1
L1 & I3 A T4, L RO L1 #S T4,

SRJE, ARG L2 B L1 S 15 W00 0 LL IR J5 FFAS . L2 R L AR A TR 45 0T AN Rk L3 AR AR H AT,
BT LA R S5 B A5 e -5 L (L2,L3,a) % i region. A4k 45 2 (5)~45 X (7), 6 G T 10 5 BT RS EAT T oH . GO
i T 45 B9 6 779 4 old_cost=init_cost+seq(L2), I 771, init_cost=n(n—1)cpi/np,seq(L2)=n(n*~1)cpi; & 7 7 IT 4
new_cost=init_cost+seq(L2)/np+w(L2),H:H w(L2)=nx a{(n-1). & AG IR ERIXKEL n K 1 024, F2HL np—28 4,70 A A
1(8) 4 (1024+10242-2)cpi/d+a(1024—1)<((1024—1)/4+1024%~1)cpi. BN 24 o(1)<769xcpi If,L2 (1) AT #4228 MR %
EX B 5E R T A I LU L1-L2 #aS T4E.

BEJG, 22 A L3 B L1-L2 B8 T4 T L3 R L1-L2 B A A5 a B A3 43 il % 23 IRt %,
R MR G FE L3 BTSN T FE 45 5 Hy, 22 & JF L3 B Hy S T4 MR b 0.6 )5 A7 75 P 4% W7 22
518 -5 F 12 region| F s & 24 n—-1 AR 4 55 20 (5)~%F 0 (7), K I T & I 0 )5 JT 4. & JE AT T 85 old_cost=
init_cost+seq(L3), M A7 ,init_cost=0,seq(L3)=n(n-1)cpi; & I J5 FF #§ new_cost=init_cost+seq(L3)/np+w(L3), H
w(L3)=nxo(n-1). 4 n=1024 FI np=4 48N A~%% X (8) 1f 45 :(1024-1)cpi/4+(1024-1)<1024(1024—1)cpi. R 24
a(1)<3laxcpi I, A 43858 L3 W FFAT . 75 18 B 43 A 474k 45 44 1 T84 fie ) Ak 568 g AOAS DL INE, AT 76 30 A 2
WRI, A X L3

WAL RN LL R L2 KI5 5 &R — NS T8 a A TE 750 i —BGL3 A ikl o, a A TE L3 @
X AT AT

4. 7& 1BM System x3850 M2 X 4 B3R 305 1) 3 Fh AT R P AT T 1EAff P2 00 3 R 1 e A 4.

M2 fiE T W 4 % CPU, S & Intel Xeon E7420,#% Lo H) 2.13GHz, W77 4 4GB.3 N IFATFEREH,
CloseL3 X3 T A AL MR 445 B, th 2 122 5% 1 ) 28 i, %A §1 43 L3.OpenL3 JUI /2 7E CloseL3 J&4ili I F 141 JF
T L3 AT .A&H A3 T SCR[1,2,5,6] 1 W47 56 2 i S0k R 18 SCTF Do S . =& Wl g R an 18] 11 s ji Ak
B f 2 T A 200 AR R A e L

R SR T PR R SR AN R ER TG IEAT, N B IR FR BT AN 2 6l AE R UK e A SRS T
2 VA3 2B 4 A AE A IR 3 2 i B0 0 195 34 1) 4 1 2 k% Tl B region|=n®, A 4 28 2 (6) T AL H 11 T
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HE R nle(1).0d 2 T ARBAS AR T IRAT IR, P E AGH (¥ 0 L AN 5 A A S A Sk Bl o s n T
A= iy 1 M AR R 28 SX(B) T B A 0 B bl nP (1) n(n=1) (L), B AN O(n?)i /b E T O(n?). MR HL
P T B I L IR B T WU R AR Openl3 BARSTIT T L3 MJFAT B4 & N 2 2n(n-1) o(1),1H 12 JF
AR IAG ST 14 JFAT 28R I3 L S it A7 BT BRAIGL 32 B 1 M2 R T S 6 0 AR5 AFL 2 7 A B 1A g 5 AR B
S,

OA&H
8 H CloseL3
H OpenL3

REL I SR 390 ) 2

2 4 6 8

Fig.11 Experimental results of matrix on M2
B 11 FERESRIE ) M2 9056 25 2R

42 KB5S

BlEE TR R P AT 7 IR

AL IVER oy iR L 2 R8T Open64 4 i3 4% STILIN 8 1k B 2 FRAT 44, 25 5 T I3 481 1) AT WA 52 362 11
Wk 45 5 5 Andersont™2F1 Hanl 8y 3k HE4T T %5 o Anderson 55338 1 T /07 55 40 8 008 35 &, - ik 2 28 5
TR T SR EOHE A, AT AR L Han 53 %) Anderson T 5T 1 S50t 1 3843 PRI T Ay Wil 4 R 1 2 TR 4
1R B TR A TR AR 9 2 (8 S IR R B 64T T T L IR AT T LI AT TR AR R & 1 Sk b ot NPB R (R A% O
AT T R AR T T — B TR s ANMIGER . TR Al F 4 R AT T 42 IFAT
421 FEFEIEHEF ADI 7k

HE T DR 50 AR i R O o AR S S, A T SEAE R U S5 A BT 4 SRSV SRR AT T I L
DL 36 TIE B9 1) 38 FH P RN I A P B IO 45 S8 TIL T 4 9 6 1% CPU, B S /2 Intel Xeon X5670, 414 2.93GHz, M
A72% 36GB. MR I AL 45 T Fiz S v () B SR 30T R BT P AN FE 7 . ADI IB 5 DL T ADI ) 2D-Heat 72
J7 AR 5 S ] 12 FOIE] 13 o A A A il g R 0, AR A il A i

R 0 38 B A T A e o T () 2B B R A R AR B 3 W P R B A 1 4
TR BT R I S 3 R0 R B A S S A R P

S4BT R PR A S TR B SR AR R R B, R AT T R AR SRS A A AR I E A NS, 4
REASCEA AL, A5 RN O(P) ik 1 T O(n?), 78 BB A 1 B0 IRt WA T 30 P 3 260 SR b o A R A AT
Ja Rafisk T /s WA, 20 @4 I AT.3 TR 7 Jr B R R AR e 45t T — FF (B0 20 ik 45 2R, I T g R
A B AN TR P IR A NS WL SCHR[22].

R TT AR ADL B H T SR AR R A0 43 7 R A OARIB AL T 6 AN AT IEAT IR EAE IR T B AR W 5% i,
B3 MBI RAEHEATAT Ry, 5 3 MEH R BEREAT 21K 4> ADI h A 1E A 5 2% 1) AR dn B B L4 (H 2 T4k
BRI T K20 328 8, DX A i 1 5 R Vgl b P AN ERS T AR M AT .3 A RIAY vk g iR T — R B0 o) il 45 1
o3 L RN G A A WA SRR R 3 A SO0 L AR ST ADL R B 5T P A e s T AT R
43, I H AR ER 5 AT 00 B0 o0 i 45 T 08 TF T SE 0 7K AR I IRAT, AR 45 R BARAE A 2 FRdERE 4 IR T
FEUF QI LG AR 3R 5 3 i HAT R 7 0

2D-Heat {# 1 T ADI J7 kAL HE 2D (#1428 X (heat equation), B0 15 43 J5 B2 U=y UssHoaUyy, IKE P 4 [ 151 155 1k
3% I — 4 ) . 2D-Heat (¥ ARRT 43 2 AT 42196 DX 3R 47 421 8 DX 35, A DX 3 BT Oy AR (4 A7 A, A R
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FERE AR5y R A AR PR u A v AR DR IRN AT 76 2 Ay ST B IS AH el T 5 M B AR, DX A i
W) JF AR A A . AR EAL p AN q AR P DX AR A AR AN BB 1 2E A 0L, AR SCEE AL T p A g IOOUAR
WAF G B TE T s b . 2D-Heat [ Y540 HS W, SCHR[4].

0O A&H 8 O Anderson
5 8 ECIoseL3 =7 B Han
F_f) OpenL3 =
= 6 "6 WOur
= S5
4 I 4
% u 3
= 2 w2
=) K
2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8
Fig.12 Experimental results of matrix inversion and multiplication on Supermicro
P 12 KRB0 S 200 R RO 3 ) R Al 0 6 4 2R
3 0 Anderson 0 Anderson
= Han =t 3 B Han
ﬂ, H Our pis) W Our
" 2 = Row E 2
= g
3 1 £ 1
< a
0 “ o
2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8

Fig.13 Experimental results of ADI and 2D-Heat
13 ADI 1 2D-Heat [f) 52 % 45 5

4.2.2 NPB IR

H T B UE SR AR BOR FUSE I 1) JFAT 1 g, AT AR # B D' (Sunway  Blue-Light) &2 B T~ % NASA(National
Aeronautics and Space Administration)$2 {1 NPB JEE AR HEAT T WA, fob Bl Y A2 B 3 ] B 307 1) v
RETVHSEHL R 8,CPU 2 16 1% 64 £ 4b L35 (1) SW1600, Hui% fi i % 4 1.1GHz.NPB JEHE IR 4R H w2 N T
AT NN BERITEN AL I T BTHOR =) SP(TN M5 18) . CGOELHEME ) LUK i S0 B 4> fil ) A1
FT (R A B A8 )X 5 AN G0 HEAT A IR AR A A RS, 45 T an /8] 14~&] 16 JiToR.

BT A RIS RAAD) 1% rhs JEREFP 0 1 S5 IF L EE T 3 MNP BO HH T 5.3 MR BoAR
ALE TR BN, AH T BRI A7 A6, SRR I P AN A [R) R 1 43 #0474, fjac,njac, hs 5 3 AN S 421 = 22
S rhs (RSB AEHE, SEANRR P BERORE 2 B0 1 SGERT TR 3 AN SR 3 MR ESNAEMH. BT
Anderson A1 Han [FJ5IEAR X 433021 0w ORI 51 i LAERE TP B 2 (B 2 7= 42 T fjac,njac,lhs [ 2504 H 20 38 15 .
AN SO IE I Sy B 43 AN 0 A Ay M A S T R T S T AT B T UM R AT R i A B A R AR 1) I
TRy BRI AT T N L A I 22 (W38 A5 AR T FRAT MU a5 .SP IARAS7E4 Y b5 BT 43 280 IX ) 238
A5 AR VTS5 14D LB 5 g, T LI T L g 3.

CG T 3R i oK ZU A i 00 Rk L 52 P 1) g /N AR5 AUE AL (9 U B, B A0 2 A8 A8 SRV U 47 2 1 B ) 4 1
T LRSS AH 3K P B PR A AN R FEAT SRR FE VA S B0 PR 2 R A ) A R B TR L R w R r SR
2 P T T FATAE 2 A AT S I AR A X 82y 12 T 1) U AR5 BRI T Anderson I Han P AN R A RS 7
19 47 %, 24 SO B2 U Jo A 5 o s o 2 o A R AR T R (R R

LU FRIAZ oI R A7 AE LR, PRI G VR4 S0 43 ELAR R B rhs tRBL & T V8 2 (MR R 4 2 TR T A A 3
PRV R B E AN K 6 I rhs o AR EAT R )5 B T /b B AL Andeson B Han R JFAT RRA A7 7E 4K
21 Flux AS [/ A= iy 3018 (0 0 A8 A5, (5 T rhs B0 A0S 76 T80 P B 4 32 S O, BT LA 3 Bl EATRR A A N Eb 2= )
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FFANA 23 WA FT (R v SRR /N AR K R A 3 7 I AT ezl AN vy 24 yO UAE R O I 3R A7 AE 3
NANE B E A L AR R T AT e I G B T R T

SP ¥y in i L
R N Wb oo

O Anderson
EHan
HOur

2 4 6 8 12 16 32

Fig.14 Experimental results of BT and SP
14 BT FI SP [ 556 45 5%

12 16 32 64

Fig.15 Experimental results of CG
K15 CG s g R

0 Anderson
8 B Han
2 Z H Our
i 5
-!:Q[
= 4
~ 3
@ 2
1
2 4 6 8 12 16 32 64
CAnderson
9T EHan
3 EOur
- 7
p]
= 5
=
O 3
o
1
2 4 6
1 Anderson
15 E Han
2 14 M Our
B 13
2 12
S 11
1.0

2 4 6 8 12 16 32

64

FT (i b

O Anderson
2.0 = Han
1.8 M Our
1.6
1.4
1.2
1.0

2 4 6 8 12 16 32

Fig.16 Experimental results of LU and FT
K16 LU Rl FT fsci 4t

64

64

FEDR [ 5 4> NPB R oy, 3 S B4 A7 A 2L iy T B I3 1y HLAE A2 B 3(b) s (R . i T 3 B i
G0 Bt KA 1h) b 2 3K SR 0 AN — BN 2 1 A3 AR A ST A AR L — A 2T DA A ST R s o)
SR ARAL NPB U0 LRI G AL IO RO [R5 > NPB Ry A7 £ T 502 1 2B i AN T B
Db B 2 il SRR e DX 2 A o SUD6F R SR A BLEAT T A, BT TR L

5 HRiE

FHORS T IC 57k 5 A8 R o) B 0P 1 55, S B0 A A7 A 45 KN 1) 1 3l AT 400 B Jom W e 474 i 16 8 AN X
SEPUM HRE P T I FAT Ik B AR T AT U8 E, [ I A5 B B b o3 A (0 A fidh 225 1) 3 SRR R B2 T R s A A
(7 R A7 i e 2 18] 5 B 9317, O HAE TFAT AT S e 22 HE v LA A ORAIE Bcdhs /5 48 A HE R 18] 10— B b

HE o3 fip S e 7 KA A B TR R MR O R AR I 2K 7 1 B4 1K) 7 i U0 AR A s SC-5 1T YR T
B 3 i AXAER 73 > T AN BB 2, SRR VE A DR AT AU AR I D T IUAR AR BT TR R OF

T rERE.

ECE G PR B AT R B, B AT — LE IS AERE > A 30 IFAT 5 2 To VR 8 G 1) 1 A% 8 1R AR A T 94 48 il oL
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TOAR SRR AL AR, 2 e — A b PR ) 358 52 S A7 8 0 O < o 026 380 L b A Kb BHL 5 X bl
SV T AR AR A 1 i B T S B A R R A AR B B s B BT SN T BB R 2B W ST R R AR A
HCHE A A 5 2 A I 0 A 8, T RS B AL T SR IT RS U AR BEAR R H b Ak P G o e E A UL AR kR
R I LA T R
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