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RA, 2P IR B —FPBA HAGHAL T . TR IR £ 2 X0t FHATRAZ AL T By 3t a9 %l 41
b3t i AYHFem AF LR F6E R @@ BT RN, ST KR 430y ik, SRR —FF e it e e
S 3RAE Ay mik Jacobi HHE A B F k. Aok KD FE L A By EFGEIAE. I EAZR
BHHE S F @ eh%vh, 3 —F xR 53 Ko 55 B % Hexagon TSS. 30 & B B iR B ikAgst R4 $ATR A
Tk, BIFE LT Ll B E AR EBERERL 5.46%, Tk KA o5 24.48, 7+ LB RAFH T Rk,

K FEIA): Jacobi A NI ik P KON, MARRAL; S RM

hEE 73S TP301

s A M, R, SRIGUE, B, AL D, — RSB ER 43 P Tacobi v AR I V. A2 hitp://www . jos.org.cn/
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Hexagonal Loop Tiling for Jacobi Computation Optimization Method
QU Bin, LIU Song, ZHANG Zeng-Yuan, MA Jie, WU Wei-Guo

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an 710049, China)

Abstract: Jacobi computation is a kind of stencil computation, which has been widely applied in the field of scientific computing. The
performance optimization of Jacobi computation is a classic topic, where loop tiling is an effective optimization method. The existing loop
tiling methods mainly focus on the impact of tiling on parallel communication and program locality and fail to consider other factors such
as load balancing and vectorization. This study analyzes and compares several tiling methods based on multi-core computing architecture
and chooses an advanced hexagonal tiling as the main method to accelerate Jacobi computation. For tile size selection, this study proposes
a hexagonal tile size selection algorithm called Hexagon TSS by comprehensively considering the impact of tiling on load balancing,
vectorization efficiency, and locality. The experimental results show that the L1 data cache miss rate can be reduced to 5.46% of original
serial program computation in the best case by Hexagon TSS, and the maximum speedup reaches 24.48. The proposed method also has
excellent scalability.

Key words: Jacobi computation; hexagonal tiling method; tile size selection; performance optimization; multi-core architecture

WM TS (stencil computation) J& —FE WIS IA v AR, JLIEACRRAE Al [ v 85 DX 3, A7 B AT AR
[F )T SARAE, BT 2 51 B T R L W — 4R SR BB AR R 22 AR« BB D7 R BN 2 5 454
RS2 BN M. b Jacobi TR — Rl AT FE AR A ) AT SR AR A BEAR T4, KT Jacobi TR ALAE
FEREEUAS KA A Ik SR, (H = A8 — B A A BIERXT Tacobi T B AL AL SIS, Tacobi THEAE L Bl 2211
AT A AT A5 T2 (RS, 03 KRR L Pk R i 23 7 R SR AR VST 22 ),
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KZ HORFF KR N P AR R R S B TR AR R, DR R AR A A T DU R o Sk e .
TEAARAL B FEVE A B FF (loop unrolling) A (loop fusion). A} (loop skewing) FIFIA43E (loop
tiling) BEA, & AT LU 028 A AR A TR, SRR ARG AR R (0 R s e A TR 0 i H i S LA R
SR 3 KT A3 SR AT S8R, AEIBAT KINBE R o S R AR A7 A A7 it % (memory wall)” i) 1), e AR FR AL B A
i, IR A BRAE S — B+ o A VT AF A A, 2E SR 3% 1) B et % 4 S A R U7,

WA 183 RTVEAE AT S B A A R 8 T oy Rtk i DA, AR AR SE bR AT i R o, A B K hid
S0 T SR B A FA R [ AR 7 AR R, AT R A B S B v SRR R IR SR AR T . ik
] AR RN AR PR ARV IR R, S 0 T — R IR 7S 8 20 SO /NIE B v A SO T AR S U WA (1)
K —F A3 /N TTE 53 By Jacobi VHEEARER 43 BURAK 325, A8 43 B Py IR U A M bl EL A 0% S Pk, BT )
A 5 a5 A0 (R AL AL J )T S 23 HCP L (2) 4087 T 40 SR/ N TR P IS AT I ) AL AR . R Ao SA% 41 3
WETRI R, /NI B v SEEL T 3 B KN 7% Hexagon TSS. (3) % Jacobi, Heat 25 28 MR R T 5 FE 7
HEAT IR, 18 5 5256 560 /N 1 T 23 VSR S AR BRI G2 A2 R B A TR T S R D7 T R W 2, JE R BRI
AR

ASLE 1 AT A0 Jacobi VL FIEIRM AL FIAR O AR, 28 2 A5 A A SCHE 19 Jacobi THELIRAL 7V, AUFG7S il
TEARER 73 BRI O/ NERRRE. 5 3 4 SR &5 B, Z- T I AE Fr 88 7 ik A 0. 56 4 15 a5 4.

1 HEXITIE

AT XSRS AT (P OB R AT A 4. 1 28, /48 Jacobi THRIHRFAE; JLIR, R HBR, 4 4y B
TEARFINR AN BB PR A AN 22 AT 3 AN BE TR U0 BH; 350, 23 AR SR FH R0 R i AT U =X
1.1 Jacobi It BRI FINIK

Jacobi TR TSR AR £ M 5 5 4% T (0 4k 7 bR AR T (Jacobi iteration) f S BAE R 7). Bl v bk AR 1k
A1, Jacobi T AESUE RS A T Z BN, AHGIn5k 7 7 FRASK A% . Lanczos P54 (E FH PR (4 B AR 4 7
PR SRR 2 T ST R R B U T CHR T U284 Jacobi 5.

Jacobi THE AL ORI ARRDIE 1 A 5 — 2 I T 4EAR IR, AT IR [ ZEOG 0 4 10 2 28 M 4EPR R, o3 9 R0 38
AT Jacobi A%, ML 5% 1) 4k ) S 2OAS [ 7T 43 Jacobi-1d, Jacobi-2d, Jacobi-3d %:. LA Jacobi-1d #1727 A fsl, H
K2 CAEERARTS QB 1 Frois. R P70 2 (A AT B0 vl g 5, 703 D FE SR 4l oo &, seil— vl i J i N R —A
INf T2 4 B DS TF AR ). 78 Jacobi A% P, AT 55— B 40 J0 32 1 SR AR i T 1 Bl A A B4l oo 3 i 2.

for (t=0; t < tsteps; ++1)

for (i=1; i <size — 1; ++i)
A[(t+1) % 2][i] = 0.5 * (A[t % 2][i — 1]+ A[t % 2][i + 1]);

K1 Jacobi-1d &/ L EFAA AL 7~ 5]

Jacobi V5 7= 230 ik A 48 &2 00 75 I, B A3 BC P AN K /N A I 09 300, A I 0] 25 38 ) — AN 30l IR0
HAERGN T =AM, N T ARG R, FE7 3 5 — AN, 6 545 RS A3 R, k28
e 8 E 07 AEAS Tacobi T HR [R] — AN B ) 25 P X 25 1) 4 ¥ 38 ) 2t 56 42 0T EAT 1, IR Jacobi 115738 & JF
ITA AL 3.

1.2 fEIMaHRER

G PR 43 B g 0 3 8 0 08 AR 25 110 448 S DR AR T B0 Jm i v (AR A A i R UL, R R P IAT AR 45 R 4%l
A JRIFBPEARAL S R A B AR . JErh, RS DA ARe S 2 I ) 4 = M AL, SR OB ER 7 SRR 4R AR T
PEREM TR 7R R AR 5T, A&l 2 FroR, FRER 3 M Be a8 SR AR 5 AT T, a3 i o ot B R PR B, AR
J7 10 8 R AR AE S /N U A7 RS T N, LRSI IE T LRU B 551k K iR T B A7 2R 350, k> U A7 1N ).
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(a) RAOPIFIREAHATING  (b) 2 P)5 FEIRERIAT IR
K2 FRER S YO ARERIEACHAT INUT (¥ 52 1

BN T SRR, 3R 20 Beml DUE A FITAR, BFEHE . SPATTUILE .. BB, 8. ANIUBE. 17F
PRy Eerh, S SPAT WL . BRIBAE 1R ALY, SIE A B A& — N IER B — AR WAL &,
SETENRAEER 7S IATE . FETE 43 AT ST B I RE s, I BLLE BT 20 et b BB A% 38 280 8z v 19 43 B 4 2303 =6 710
B IEEAT ARVFIIEOL R, S IR 43 P R ] RE R R . FETW 23 B b S o V0 A 70 195 2 [ 4 1) 000 44, o LA
FTE 53 PLiE T Point-wise BAR THELAIFERE e 2R B THE, (HAEH] T Jacobi 1.

EFJ Jacobi T B S &5, Bondhugula 25 A M HE H AN SEEL T SPAT DU I 43 B (parallelogram tiling) 77V,
T8 T BTR 7 Be R A 23 e A BB AT B R R, SPAT VYA TS 43 M L TR)AE 7 2% ) 2468~ T P9 1 500 40088, DTtk
WA RESE A AT AT, SR AT VUL 3 B A4 2R AR 3 ml i il ke BT g s S IAT, JEHAT 20 ikt iR . W4k
Hews 3 BB, B2 RA TR BoA B BT BE B R AL, TR AR A B BEAN e 58 42 IR T

N Jacobi M 4 R (K1 3547 FE, Grosser 25 N IR VAT DI 43 B () Jfith 42t T BT 43 B (trapezoidal
tiling) Jj V. BB B Fh oy 453 P (split tiling) 75, #-FAT UL TG 532800 — AN IERR BRI AMEIBR T, Il sy
HR IR B AR T 1 433403 B[R] — 2 1 LE 0 TR TR0 RMEL B T [0 1) 58 A FAT, IEBRTE S RIBE T 28 B I AT HAT. %
Sy T 38 3 ik B S TAT, FEIATHAT I R . BRI R YA AT RE FAR TPAT DU R 43 B, IF BLHESF
AT WO Bt i 1 5 5 11 43 B 205 3 .

Grosser 25 NAERR 2> BREERE B 3EAT OGHE, K5 IERE B S BIBE I R PHEAE &, 2B T /NI 4> B (hexagonal
tiling)">". S BRI A B—FE, NI o Bt i 58 A 64T, (H/N I8 23 Bty e o Sl 5 o5 TR I A0 B, e /NI
Sy R, Bondhugula 25 A UV 3 55 KAk 43l py ff) it ) 448 4 58 73 8138 B 43 Bk (diamond tiling). 32 B2 B 7N
TR PR RTE X, BHIE S Jacobi T 73 BTEAR b, 2278 43 P ml ik 21 dge v R 23 B ) 08l B 28 (R 22T 40
T T A KRR, R MU [R] R BT 5 TR T — ARSI B A B, BARRIF o By i il =
TR T 43 BRI 75 T 43 R D) e 6 12 1) 55 4 1) 1) et A 8%

G3 PR N IEER 73 B IR 8CAAT 5, DRI R o3 R I B0 23 BRI I B 48 43 BOK /N 9% (tile size selection,
TSS) ETF. H A/ K /N B 10 B B A 5 MG A 27 vk, A 7k b, AR K241 Wolf 45 A 1O 5 B
PEH T R A T 0 R R R A A AR A AR A b e S SEIN T I R R A3 B S Ak S BN IR RS
e KRS NI T —Fh T R B G A7 38 ST WL 1 43 B DR 1 3B Y UMC-TSS, 76 40 A A JR 3 k2 W A i 2
IR, 3 PR TSRS I 18 PR AR St 43 B 4. AR 2R 048 2 U7 THT, ATLAS ZR 45 U™ Al 3 3ok 3 [ AR [ I 0 MRS 1) £ A
HOR MR, Ik PP BE R I 0 B KN, GBI R 5 VAR 8 LA > 45 4 120w 30As S s s D R 1 40 B
RN, AR [ 0 437 PR R ) AR R, DRI T8 5 9 45 G R S 20 B A TR 38 B 4 22 1), LAoisloZ s [ 3
1.3 FiEEWL

Je S I SR S B LR S, — HZ R 2 EA, VR 2R AR T T R A S 3
WHIFFE P M8 N BIEE S Jacobi HHELHE HY T — N AEME A 2 U b s 1 Ja3 3 P (R ks, e ) 448 55305 T 2R (temporal
data reuse rate, TDRR). H P 1) I [7] 4 Hicdhs T 2201 52 SR 43 B B H5cdis 1 e 1) 4 T FH OB Bk BA 23 R U5 A ik
ERE, = (D) Fiow.
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reuse
TDRR =

1

range
I, reuse 2753 YL I 18] 4 £t B B, A% &I B T8I0 S B range R /3 B Ui fE b k5 1, 43
PUmER 5 TDRR AHIEAHIC. X5 T Jacobi tH5, 73 e 3 5 H IR EEE T 53 B (R 3k A RS 49 AN B 25 43 B (1) U A7 b
BB FE . Sy He U A7 ik 5 5 e S A B N e K v A7 stk 5 B /N U A7 bl 2 22, BRI R U A7 ik 185 2 R V) 2 RS
FEAEIX Z3 0 A7 25 ), BORAT 7R WA RS, HAE RS T 20 P A e Al 41 -1 T AR, 23 Bk A Qs A
5 Vi AE IS B3 5 BRI 2 YOI 6. 122 SR ST ) 23 BR 7V, T 23 B 2 0 IEAT RS54, h T 4R
UE& 2R RV 25 L I, A 7 BRI B MO ZR AR PAT HTAS B35 A2, DRIkt 12 2 2 AR 2% P e [ A e

ATE PR 3BT D A BE R, 4 BUs A7 bk 45 FEAET 1 T 23 RN OO A P A2 TR B o AT TR S o B 1 2 A v
PRI /I, D)7 A7 Mk B 0N, B 1) 1% 20 B A PO B30 T B8 25 50 iy P A% T 55008 1 1 I B0 26 7 R e 7 i) A1 )
B k. S5BKFE, TDRR RIRTE— E M EAF o H 28T Uy n] A AE IIRER, U A2 fir b 268 i, U7 Il AH ] 2
P IREZ , R4y P R A MR T
14 SEMEEFHAT

e BETH HAT (wave-front parallelism) & —Ffi i) DOACROSS fEFF (1347357 2 B4 33 FH 1B Jacobi #H4F
AR B R A AT R . B TR R PR AR 2R (A1 R 43 9 2 NIRRT 2R (wave-front line), BFANYEATER
PBSCE AN B TRl — AT 42 P R 23 DR BAIRI S FEAT BAT, FR PP PP AT REAN T 42, TR AMRE IR iy 2 I kAT
()25 . A A BRI 2 [ A 7 2 (V) 8 T T P 1900 5 0, DGR st I A 22 A SIS 401 a0 200 i T SR IR AR S0 AT, %)
I 1890 O TR A 0 2B AR AT i RO T PRI BRAT 20 R L 4 s ORI HE S B B, TR LR FIHE T f BEAS R 58 4 FRAT, AN T
S 8 B T AT BE AR AUk i B Tl 5 Y FH T Sweep AR VF S FNSPAT DU 1T 43 BRI FAT

PEAT 25 VA 5 77 THT, 95 R T SO Ml SR P i A5 R T vk, AR mT ISR T B A 1 J 5 . s T P D VR R P AT RS
AR 2 B A T, TSI e S A MR, A R TR e o D S . AR R iR PO s AT
R P 7 A 1 SE B SR 1T S 3R A L, A R T e KRS AT I T S S A . A R R E AR T S A
WK AEHIE R B AT SIS AL 59 A4 288, M ah S W REIE T Ui £ Mk e 7 A w00l . BELE SR IR AT 4528
AL ) W SEWATA- L. Jacobi T 5EAE A — 2 Ui A7 kb 3 41 T 0 (9 1 54T 4%, 38 A K P A R B vk,

2 FIARABIR SR TT A

AT S o A A BT DG 43 By A7 il g 22 09 52 0, RIS A Jacobi 714 4 B i) 43 BT L. a5 A3k
Bty 1) SRR TN 43 BRSO RS 3 AN A BETHE 4y BRI 23 BPE RE IR RE . d 5, HE S T8 1) /S8 23 B 43
B /NGE R Hexagon TSS. /NI TG HAE—ANIERRIE S5 — AMEIBRTZ M ALE, BRI 2 B faf s, BRIt N T A
IR A AR S8 NBR G 23 BN T, FRIGBRIE 2 BU a5 ey R B /N1 8 4y B,

2.1 SREmMEE

oy PP TR IR 53 B 23 1A b 82 th 43 BB AR K-, 49120 2 4 Jacobi vF 51 751 3 e oy eV E %
HNIATE, EIALP T FE R ARTE; 2 4E Jacobi VHELITAT VUG 43 BAE 3 11 B3R B PAT DU, 5 34
T RS AR TR,

LEMATHRIR 3 B & 562 2 4 2 2 4E DL B 1% Jacobi THAIEFRAIE K43 U1, 230 7% 43 Hen] LU i ) 4 A
23 00) PAT R — Y e o BT 75 B R, AT P 10 28 R0 4RO B8, 4 RS0 1 U5 A7 Sk b, R b, I P9 4
FEIR R EAR S B BLAT S 22 0 U A7 btk 39648 20 0] (907 PA) 2 5 T ) 248 A Rl P~ TR AR A9 23 SR TR K e MR 12245 1) 4 1) U
TS, IR P AE k5 1, AT R st

LU SCE 3 W) Jacobi-2d 7S T oy B Jg i, ¢ Sl N Te) 4, i b 7 0o 2 2 TR IR BF 1 HERINGE 2 4. b j il
Se P YE, j 4 AT R ARAE P A U A bk 8, TP ] S R s iR AR S B 3(a) HP I AR LA ¢ R 7 A BT
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THIAE A 53 ST, 82 53 B () —A i ~F T L PR 0 A ik 82 B 82 1 1T 1] 3(b) Hhr kg2 SR DL ¢ A 7 Al e 1~
TAE A 23 VP, U 23S AT 07 1) LS ARSE R Uy A7 il A JE SR, T 4 77 1) LA ) Uy A7 AN i
2z PR L, K 1A R e S0 e B W i) A J D T 1 DA 2 B, ARV A7t b et A0 T I ) ¢ L 2 ) A 4
e FSCFR) 23 B, HLT & 05 A7 ki 2 SN, O T S MO BRI U A MU 5 32, AN SCOh 7300 73 DRk £ 2 a1 4 1
SRAINE-Lg I T A Js 1 T A DA 70 BRf
2.2 FRBHGRKNENX

I TS; BRI RAESS § eI SE, N, HR Tacobi VAR i YERYIEACT L (b T PRI [ 2R (0] 25 1 2 )
AR 73 BV, SrBRER 1 eI CE TS, ISH 2 YRR TS, AT, TS 1 TS, $5E T 70 BR/D; i 73 Bk
55 x Y (x23) AR ] 45 T A R R R B AR A (A AE 5 x 4 L RSAGE. L TS, A1 TS, 735l 73 Bt il (i i (1]

(a) t-i SYHCFIH (b) 1 4 HFH TS,
K3 Jacobi-2d H WiFh /NIHIE S BV 1] B4 SNBSS JUATTEAR A N 5% 5

T x 4 (x=3) KR T e, TR B/ NERE L BB 18 TS, FI TS, MRS, TR/ A iHe 2 Bk
NTS) FLTS, S5HOAR. . w23 DL R B It e 2t 2 Ta) [ DG &R
23 SRRERE
231 AFHR/NGAEIRIR
TEBBTE 43 e, I w] 43 A R RVRT 3. B o3 R ik tra_TS,, KIRIAMAK LA tra_TS, , FiIRIA K
J¥ tra TS, Stra TS, tra_TS, F Jacobi [MAEKR K 74 . ZERIE e, tra TS, &3l tra TS, W20 J5 4656 K
tra_TS, MTEKZ 4 Jacobi THE 1, BRI T4 1, RIHAEAN N ) A R A BE Ny 2, SO UK tra_ TS, 7T aE IS
A (2) VL
tra_TSy =tra TS, —2X(tra_TS,-1) )
N T R TERTEAR, BRI 23 B A LA B 200K T 0, RIS BETE A R, RIS V4R BE KT 1, BRI BR T 23k
B YEMIKTE tra TS, FEE 2 4E00KE tra TS, 202 A 3) TR ML R &L
tra TS| 22
{ tra:TSg >2X(tra_TS,-1)
[RJRE (1) 5 218 F RIS TE 8 L, 1 TSy=tra_TS, W, 75106 53 Be RS B0 T8 20 B P £, BT LA T TE 73 B
TS, A0 T HEFESLIE IR, s 1 4K 7S, RIS 2 4En0K % TS, Jih 2 230 (@) s AR 4 A
L, XTI, 5 TS,=TS 1 I, SR S,
{ TS, >4

3)

mod(7S;,2) =0 “4)
TS, > TS -1
232 UK/ S AR
TE R FHER AT 25 B A MR T AT 5 SR, T B8R T R A 20 B SR AR R RIS 18 20 B RS, A P AT R AR 1



6 I S TR o Al

TR, 3 BRIK 3 O R 135 B, A5 2 e i e v 3 BB T RE SRS DU, REAS R AR B (1 7 BR AT
[ T 1) AU BEL /N (K Tacobi T8, 45 73 PO /NRE K, 82 it 2 38 iy 2 v 20 e (R Bkl T RE /D T2 R A5,
SPECH I LR SR, LGB S DL XTI UL Jacobi T, A2k il 2 v 7 BB AR T
LREHUN AL, A 2B AT I B I D AN I B I ISR, 38 70 S REAERE URHERE I A 2 I B 2 P A 2 e 22 3
AT A3, A E R ARy IR T 3 BN TS, A0 TS, 5 538 i 2 IR 8 R AR

FER B IE 20 BLIK) Jacobi T, AT ZIN ZIHE th— DM IEBS A AMEBR IR AL B I XA, BT e
WRAZHEHATI, W1 5 B, DI B 2 o 73 BECRE naom g AN TR) 73 B AL 3 R — 2, mIiEaE A 5K (5)
s

N2 _ N2
2xtra_TS, X (tra_TS, +tra_TS})/2 " |2x(tra_TS, —tra_TS, +1)

23 (5) H, N, KR Jacobi THEES 2 HEFEARTER]. WY tra TS, 1 tra TS, FAEFL IR AT B2 ST

LEFEEL threads WIFEEUE, LN num BRUA threads HI433EY remain 55T 0, remain #8IiL A2 (6) vHE. E AT tra_TS,

il tra_TS, ANEEA remain FIHAET 0, BLBS N AT LR FR IS I/, BRI tra_TS, A tra_TS, {F remain [F{E K.

remain = mod (num, threads) (6)

XTSRS 53 i) Jacobi THE, 7E TSy=tra_TS, WIEUL T, NTE YL TS, BTG ) tra_TS, B

£, T 2AE RN ZN S 28 T B b /ST 3 PR num 383 30 (7) V5. SRETE 20 DR B, g i e v 7SI o)

B i U RS B R HL remain BB A L (6) V15

N,
2X (TS, —TS/2+1)

®)

num =

num =

— N2 7
T 2% (TS, + 1) =TS, @

7 Si7 8
S7 S
7 S7 O

>

tra_TS; tra TS,
K5 BR8P ol i

233 YRS mEE

X HAT SIMD F54 44 €I CPU, Al #4¢ SIMD $i54 w] BL5E ik 2 4G (I8 57, Wi 2 2 Hia S
58 5 5 1) S R AE A T R BN SE, B — A ) B A A AT AR SRV SIS L ERE RN EON 5. AN S, AL
A KA I bR IS SR 2 S8 AN S 4 B 5. 6 TIRER 3B, A5 oy Yl K B ) i B A7 40 8 BT 55 AT, IR AR
H AT IE H Al SIMD $84- AT, 58 e Py (1018 BT 75 1 AN B0 2D, s> A B3RS A% Sy LT
[T H RT3 R e A A S 4 B 8 ) Ak, TSR BRI A okl 2 A M bR T B 4 4 SIMD #8584, T
i ikge LRI B3l LI RE, £S5 Mt fefe i, K2 EU0E O TR AT ZTF i A M 4iHE SIMD 48
A, R BRSO B v 5% b

i B TR REAN I AR S0 T 7 1K) 45 4 45 L (instructions per iteration) & IPI, IPI 54y Bt N 4 (1K B ok,
IPI RE 72 Wb S BJC o3 B 1) S A0 A0, e IREDRR /D, 158 B 43 R o) 2 A 803 e, T8 T 5 TR 2 S Bt b . %
T n 4 (n23) BIE /3B, &0 IPT 55 T4 I [R] 25 0] B, 1) 225 (8] 4 68 T T8 5T 7 48 2 4400 2 00, TIRBR LA2r B ik
RN EL, Ffaifk 5 pvt A X A8 (8) B,
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U (L W1+ mod(Ly, W)
S

Horp, W R AT AF AR BRI L, A o Hdne P YR (R SE BRI, BEIN RS ARG, 8 n>3 100 1 e 55 1 05 20 3R 1

BTG N, AT, S A 3 e ARSI AN 25, T E 5 43 Bon I 0 JLAR) TR TR ARAS 21, e il Hb, Y n=2 W,

RIHI ) Jacobi-1d F2IFH, tra_TS, VE R 5 Hds W 4E 10, BRIE 53-8 1PT (o 5007 A bR RE Bk, it A2 (9) T,

o K=mod(tra_TS,—2t, W), tra_TS, W 1A (2) tH4.

S Aara s, ~20/ Wl K) " ((era TS =20/ W]+ K)

IPI = ®)

_ =0 —
- tra_TS) X (tra_TS, +tra_TS})/2 tra TS, x(tra_ TS, -1)+1

NI Pl B AR A BE T AL, FEAEIRLEE n>3 N, NIUTE 2 B i) IPT 5 HAT TR TS, BB T 23 B )
IPIAHAE ABTEEIRYE S n=2 I, 7NTTE 53 B IPL (WVE 55 s BT oy Ml A 2200, eI 7S I8 43 Bty IPT i A 5K (10)
W, Hoh, K=mod(TS,—2¢, W).

&)

S s, 201w+ K)
(TS1/2x (TS, —1)+1)x2
R AE B ERE W S AR IR SIMD $5 4SRRI %, 4 1 4yt T H55- 35 1 SIMD 154 B ) 25 17
SIERE. 1 SV ERRAEIE n=2 W, V95 5 AN TS, A1 7, A BRI 5 Bl 1P, B A Bk It 49 B it Ak
BRI AZAE T 1 4E Jacobi TH5T . ZEEIXS Jacobi-1d F2 &£ 40 O/, nlKE S5/ IMb IPT AR — M4k H
i, LS 7S, R TS, S ECRATFARE, Wb 4T T i 4 44

F 1 W SIMD iR I HEE AL %

IP] =

10

SIMD¥§ 4 #£27 - — mi%ﬁ%ﬁﬁw — r—
P58 (bit)  FREFERERCR R () BUREFERAE RO B (1)
Intel SSE 128 4 2
Intel AVX 256 8 4
Intel AVX512 512 16 8
ARM NEON 128 4 2

234 SrHOR/N 5 JR B A

FEG B RN J i v W5 T 5T T, iR 2R3 (conflict miss) PO, ##i #FH (data reuse) *%. 221748 it (cache
capacity) " RIZEFE— 2Pk (cache coherence) 25 #5 /2 T B2 A RN IR 32 AR 1 1 9% R0 5 R A7 — S50k L sod LA b4, it
AN T B 12 R 2 DR R 06 A BRI BRI R R A I K, PRI AR R T R A R 43 B AN P e T I ) 4
A T IR AF B AN R E.

FH T AL 235 U7 ) A7 BT 5 PRI TRD 32 R T 7 1) G4 1A IR 1], R0k 58 4 iy Hh G2 A2 AH LG T80 23 U A7 A i Hh IR 0L,
ViR S AT B35 4T, £E Jacobi #EFR /) BFL R vb, 30 1o 1 15 25 180 4 23 Bk /N ol DA 43 B (1 1 A7 b bk 195 15 . MR 9 U
FEHBAIERS 5 1Y) 6 L, Jacobi VI EEH BRI 23 BN/ N I TE 2 S Ui A7 Mk 85 BE range 523 M 4E 53 BN TS, Z 11158
HRARAHAA 1) k.

rangeszTSle_[TSi (11
i=3

TEILFE A3 BRI, NS AE 4 B B V7 AR B4R 58 Aty S — A7, 0 SR U A7 MUk 85 B N /N T H AR 2R AE
. Pt o KON TS, Mt — A5 B AR R AL R FAH G A R & A, HE— D BT OO N E R R
I8, A A GAF U A 5 (12) FR.

{ range

- J X cline X typesize < ccapt (12)
cline

w3 (12) W, cline FKos HFRZEAFAT KN, cecapt Ko H AR RAF I, typesize FRonBHE R KN, BT 2047 2 LR AT



8 R S e it

AT 9 AT AT B0 30, B DUAE T B0 HUAE 2 A7 A 1 SI2 s Uy A7 il 385 58 I, 20005 43 e 1) 05 A7 bl 15 88 8 550 1l 2
He by I RAFAT AL, e LB AAAT R/, AESEFR N F A, — AN Bedl 5 AN RES S H AR 2B A7, AL TS, (13 B0 fh
IN—E
T SCHEF, 43 B (R s 7] 4 508 2 3 TDRR fie% 50 W b sz e 43 B () J=3 3 1k, 6 25 T 43 B v B B0 1 I 1) 4
B IREL reuse B LAy Heity v A7 bk 55 52 . Fe J I 1) o 2 FH R 800 58 S, o JE 20 e (g s i) o 0 FH R B0 55 0 B i)
FEAR S AN Bk 22 43 e 23 (R 4B T _E B2 TR, HAb W) 5 v S o7k 228 (13) s,
reuse = (tra_TS, —1)x (tra_TS,—1) X 1_[ tra_TS; (13)
i=3
BT INIATEAY B, 76 TS, MRS LT TS, BT 2 BG4, (7] I 7S 127 43 B i 38 AR S0 AN 203 T 9 4 B
TE 43 B IEAR S AN B2 . AE 2 78 4 B i) 1) 18] 4 55 VR B0, I B0 B AN BETE 2 IR0 — 2 I TR 4K R 1
FIRE T 73 B AR AR 2B AN E. /NI T 43 B ) I 1) 4 25 FH IR B B 5 80 T 20 BAARRL, In A 2K (14) B,
reuse = (TSy X (TSy — 1) +2) x ]_[ TS, (14)
i=3
FEAR BN ST o3 He v A7 ik 1985 5 R0 i 1) A 008 s FH R B, RS 28 (1) FA X (14), 7Sl 43 B TDRR
WREA X 5) T BRI N, BEE AT TS, AT TS, BLs kA 23 B (1) e 7] 45 550 4% 5 % TDRR.
(TS, X (TS, — 1) +2)x ]_[ TS,
TDRR = =2 (15)
2 X TS, x ]—[ TS;

i=3

2.3.5 Hexagon TSS &k

IRATRGHE T I 7 7S T 43 BRIK 43 B /N IR $E 57 Hexagon TSS (hexagon tile size selection). Hexagon TSS £
HIAZ O 2 FAR R, RIS At — AN R 0], 7R3 R 7 0] HE AR ) F AR 3 R . b 2y
LR 73 PR NE R AERE/STBIITEAR . 53 B U5 A7 S 0E 5 B /N T AR A2 5. Dok H bR WAL e 1 2 R Fs AT
I SRR e M 2> B AP PAT RN IEAR S AR5 DN B IPL. S KA Vit I 1] 4 504 55 1] %€ TDRR. iy
Hexagon_TSS 530 FUAG AN ] I 15K [ A2 &, 7350 A4 N ) 473 BACTE 7Sy RIS )3 1 deip UK RE TS5, 55 A3 (4).
23 (6). AR (10)-2A2 (12) MIAR (15), LLEE/ME IPI R KA TDRR LR, S G751 % 4 e nl i
ISP TS, F TS, HIEA R E AR L RO AL H b, e, G2 225K (16) P,
TS, >4
5, <M,
mod (75;,2) =0
TS, > TS, -1
remain = mod (num, threads)

ccapt

TSZ < min Nz,

2 X typesize X I—[TS; (16)
i=3

TS -1
D U(TS =20/ W]+ K)

=0
(TS, /2x(TS, —1)+1)x2

min

(TS, X (TS> — 1) +2) X ﬂ TS;

i=3
max

2xTSzxﬁTSi

i=3




JEAM . —AF X AT HEIR B4 Jacobi i FARAL T & 9

Hexagon TSS HEMAIIUA H bR 2 fros. 32 2 o, PEAL Has 1 AL H AR 2 2R TR, 7EREAT B i)
I, 27 e g L Lt H AR 1, WA B2 B ALAE FU AR 25 2, FF ANBEWS L ULAE AR 1, FE5 RS A4 H b 2. R IfTHs
P EL 4 AL H ARG 32 2004 H bR EAT 20 R, B AR R HE.

#* 2 Hexagon TSS HykAuAk Hbx

Dotk H brd's H b R % e
1 A 5(6) 0
2 A 3(6) Hremain#0 PN
3 2~ 3(10) /M
4 A (15) AE

5, A2 LA 2 SRR IS AT I S A A E bR B0 R S5 BRARLR R D0 3t 28 20 D i 5 I e 55 O
AT LRFEH A AL, B 25 43 B B ok LR R B R B remain 5T 0. SR RBHITHE S K 5 TS, FI TS, Hi2%
(YIS d A, T HOASSIE B 10 45 R LA B PR AL, M DA I S RO S RS W A A L. BRIk, o DA iR 2 28
FHIZAT I S 395 A LAk B e, ROE @ ) 1) 7 VR L R AE A remain 51 0 161 TS, Al TSy; #5718 25 W W ATEAE
TSy F1 TS, {f45 remain 25T 0, WAL remain 152 KAERI TS, F1 TS, AF ik xR B4 H/N.

R, JE AT PSP AT RN IEAR S 384N TPT 3t/ ML 4K B AR 3 k). gz A 5K (10), T
ZANPIEAES TS, A TS, MK WEIZ S, IPT 5 TS, Al TS, 2 [l ANAELE W (W B 6 R, ASHESR IPT % TS,
TS, M 580, BURLS B 45 R B A BSRIBEHLE, MELES IPL 5 TS, F1 TS, Z MRS M OC R, R o 44
R TS, T TS, AT H ), 183 AE IPL /N TS, T TS, AF A4k B br R 1R 23 B,

I, S LAy BRI I R AE BN = %6 TDRR S KA LAY B AR I ECE IR, 45 8 /NI B 43 B, a4 5K (15),
TS, F1 TS, W3Rl /& TS, =1 A TS,>1, Rkl il 43 51>k TDRR % TS, 1 TS, Wk %, vl &8 TDRR Bt TS, 5% TS,
PRI R AR v BRI P ) 4 2R R BRI K TS, B TS, (B4R ER KU A b 1 R REREE TS, HI8E K
K, N T s/ Mo B Ui A b 5 8, 765 KAk TDRR IS AR SE38 K TS, 193K TS,

Hexagon TSS HISZHLEVEN T FT7n. Hexagon TSS B3 1 Jo MR HE 1 PR (1035 AQ V0 B 1 20 3 4 LA B N 4 1)
RN, AR A 3 (16) TR A R AR 1 — AR R 2R 0], JERIE — MR R SE S candidates, WL 1 2R
1, 2 47 SRIGTEAE &R A (R P8 g 00 B AR 1 RO 2006 A2, MK AR U candidates ™, BRIIAEAL H AR 2, &5 1
S 3-9 AT, BN HAR 1 AR, WIS TR H AR 2 3 P48 R 25 ), 125% remain (¥ 5 AR FE4G 5 0 1 gt
IO candidates 1, WKLV 1 HH 2K 1024 AT, HIIAYESE n=2, WIETF LA H B 3, WIRIEMFLE S candidates, it
Sk IPI Wik /IME, FEMER candidates WANH 2 IPT IS B B/ ME IR, B TRIRESE n=3, WISk 4k B A% 3, Wik 1
WS 25-37 17, IR S T4k H bk 4, EARIEMREE S candidates P31 BERS A TDRR 75 3 5 KAE IR, HAE Hod 3k
B TS, B /NIRRT R B 44, L 1 PR 38-50 4T

BiE 1. SISy POR /N R EE Hexagon_TSS.

BN MEIRYETE n, OGN IEATEH N={N\, N,,..., N,}, IATEREEL threads, |7} B A7 T8 W, HVRZAFA & ceapt,
E(ETEL NG typesize;

H: NIATE RN TS={TS,, TS,, ..., TS,}.

| WILEAATS,, TS, ..., TS,}, MIEARIEMF RS candidates FIPLSCHBNT priority_queue;

2 MRPE A (16) HIEatk TSmax, F1 TSmax,;

3 FOR ts1 =4 : TSmax, BY 2 DO

4 FOR1s2=tsl —1: TSmax, BY 1 DO

5 IF (remain(tsl, ts2) == 0) THEN




10 BRAF AR SR g K B I

6 candidates.add({ts1, ts2});

7 END IF

8 END FOR

9 END FOR

10 IF (candidates.empty()) THEN

11 maxremain = 0;

12 FOR 1s1 =4 : TSmax, BY 2 DO

13 FOR ts2 =ts1 — 1 : TSmax, BY 1 DO

14 IF (remain(ts1, ts2) > maxremain) THEN // remain(a, b) T/~ ELL a, b 2350 KIS (R 5046 5 26 43
Y H, 5 threads B 4%

15 candidates.clear();

16 candidates.add({ts1, ts2});

17 maxremain = remain(tsl, ts2);

18 ELSE IF(remain(ts1, ts2) == maxremain) THEN
19 candidates.add({ts1, ts2});

20 END IF

21 END IF

22 END FOR

23 END FOR

24 END IF

25 IF (n==2) THEN

26  minIPI=INT MAX;// INT MAX %/ g Fiis o S F5 10 i sy
27 FOR {ts1, ts2} IN candidates DO

28 IF (IPI(ts, ts2) < minIPI) THEN

29 minlPIl = IPI(ts1, ts2);
30 END IF
31 END FOR

32 FOR {#s1, ts2} IN candidates DO

33 IF (IPI(ts1, ts2) > minIPI ) THEN

34 candidates.remove({ts1, ts2});

35 END IF

36 ENDFOR

37 END IF

38 maxtdrr = 0;

39 FOR {#s1, ts2} IN candidates DO

40 IF (TDRR({tsl, ts2}) > maxreuse) THEN

41 maxtdrr = TDRR({ts1, ts2});

42 priority.queue, clear();

43 priority_queue.push({ts, ts2}); // priority_queue.push({a, b}) R/~ a A1 b I EEANAL G H A, FFXF BA
FUH IR b LT HE, 47 b ARSE WIS ot e
44  ELSE IF (TDRR({ts1, ts2}) == maxreuse) THEN
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45 priority_queue.push({tsl, ts2});
46 END IF

47 ENDIF

48 END FOR

49 {TS,, TS,} = priority_queue.top();
50 RETURN ({78, TS,, ..., TS,});

Hexagon_TSS SiLH & W ZIRETEI, 2 1 R EATEEIA L Ny, 45 2 25 1040 BA T
Ny, JEIR A EE SRR I a) 52 2% B2 0 5 202k, SREIIIN TR R O(NN,); S iR 21 0.5N N, ML Ak, Wik
iR & LR NI s KA BT A N 0.5N\ Ny, HIERI B IR IR FE A O(N\N,). BEAt, fEI £ H ARG A7 I, AL
WEPERR BV AR . U R B R L1 B 9247 A7 L1 B 247 1O A AN AL U A B/ R 23 B, TIIE % L2
A7 A L2 AT I AN AN RE R A IR AN Ve, IS A AN FE VA7 MRS e /N T A7 A5 B 2R 44T, 4 Hexagon TSS
S0 B (K A P L B dme /N ) 73 B b B 2.

3 SEIGHR

AT S B K T S AS H AT (1) B04F Hexagon_TSS 48 B K/NE B A 240k (2) XL &
Hexagon TSS 7} PR/ R A /NI B 73 Be7idi 5 AR ARAL T V5 K P RER L.
3.1 ZWRESHE

H G S BB AL, P SR A A — 5 g5 4 L REAT, SEU I M R AR5 B ik 3 pons.

R3OERIAER

fibs SRR
CPU 2xIntel Xeon Gold 6248 2.5 GHz
(e Cascade Lake
% LHL 2x20
SIMD#R 44 Intel AVX512
A 32 KB| 1024 KB | 28160 KB
GAAAT I e
EEved 6x32 GB DDR4
BRIERS CentOS 7
ETNESE GCC/G++10.2.0
i BT -03 -mavx512f -fopenmp -ftree-vectorize -Wall -std=c++11
PLuTohft A 0.11.4
PLuTo flags ./polycc [source code] —tile --parallel
perfhit A 3.10.0

A SCHEFF Jacobi-1d. heat-2d. heat-3d Al seidel-2d 15 A MR ), e 11 5 WA 1 4. 2 4R 3 4kl
Jacobi VAL MRFR 7 (0 F 505 A7 LU IR 2 AR A R 520, 2 4 25T 4 Mllalis v vk s
LELG, VHEVIAF LG B UGEAI TT SE B U A7 OB LU AR, 7T DA R BOAS [ BRI B 1 2 5.

SIS REFARE A ST 4 PR, 435024 baselines pgram. diamond Fl hexagon, 271 hexagon iX
AT IAEA S SLR: B AR, T34 3 MRAE K6 B 415 hexagon WRASHEAT ) L. baseline MUASANEATALAR 4 443
Bk, {B5: T OpenMP SZHL T 2 4 FEIF4T. pgram J&3E T PLuTo &9 U SEHL I SEAT PUIL JEARFF 23 B, 1 diamond
JEHET PLuTo+573k IS S5 I 2 B, P A IRAS (10 #0466 F PLuTo 4w it 4% 4 . pgram A1 diamond 73 HfC Y
5K hexagon 3 HRAHE —FEAE FH 2 ()G I $5e 4/ b 2 R A ) 248 ) e 43 BP0



12 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

4 PR e EAT AN R (¥ Jacobi AARANIRIALE FE, DA e ELAT AN 7] (1 1) U RASS 4 A% 3. D 17 68 [ A 11
BIE, g ] RS N BIR RN 53 Ky 4 ARG 465 HIH T 4 Fhin) URAELE A [A] Jacobi AEAR HF ok 1 ik H
KA

x4 WAFETEE K5 MR 1) AR
S Jacobifbii 4 VI AT L N Jia) LR R
- e A
Jacobi-1d 1d3pt 0.33 1d 2d 3d
heat-2d 2d5pt 1.20 sizeA 40k 200%200 40x40%40
heat-3d 3d7pt 1.29 sizeB 400k 600x600 80x80x80
seidel-2d 2d9pt 1.00 sizeC 4000k 2kx2k 160x160x160
sizeD 40000k 6kx6k 400%x400x400

AN T ) 256 P BEAE 3 53 S U 2 00 B PR BB AH R0, 4810 G ) ) ) R . A ) 1) AT R PR R . Ol e e R 5
2R, TR UL, J0REAS 92 56 2 B B B 4 BRIA A : 24K H double B, IFATERFEECA 20, 10 AL
sizeC, I [A] 4EL:ARTE 24 300. BbAbh, ZEBRARE T, hexagon MR AR FE il i Hexagon TSS ikt H 43,
pgram 1 diamond JRASINAFE il ik PLuTo 1531

SEIGAY FH perf SRAEFRIT VI 1) SEAE I IR B LA S SR AE R B SE R ATAH AT . perf J2—3KZE T Linux & 1IJF
I profiling T H, BRI CPU SHAFic 3 & S ZEAT IR BRI SRR, H5 182 SR B b LA R BOmT 45 21 3¢
KAF. BAR perf TCIEFRERLT N BAE S F AR, 18 Tacobi THE I TR M DAL 4 3=, DRl e 3 O 3 2k 2%
AT T LB S R
3.2 Hexagon TSS BE:ZBEMMIIE

ARG HEAT P T TR 256 (1) DX AKX EE baseline. pgram. diamond. hexagon iRAS T 4 Rl 2 7 1 %% 2%
G R, KAl /NI TE 5y He 44 Hexagon TSS HiEXT Jacobi T8 2247 R BCR FI G E H; (2) #FX) hexagon fit
AR F, % Hexagon TSS 21531 1) 73 oK /N 15 552 b die A 23 O/ INRE I, 1RO FE 3 1 .

32.1  ZRAFRAERE

K6 FNMT 4 FNRAFE P MWEAERBEE. AT L3 HE PRGN EZ B E N T ERRAT

L2 4%, It HAEAE S I, BTLA L3 SR AE R3S KT L2 A7 R

K6 AFAIMIRANRL P A7 KRR (%)

Ny G HCE
PR
L fEtehiA L1 cache L2 cache L3 cache
baseline 62.51 13.74 27.01
. pgram 13.39 31.75 49.34
-1
Jacobi-1d diamond 175 25.13 73.93
hexagon 341 14.02 69.84
baseline 48.55 1.46 44.09
47.56 1.52 28.71
heat-2d Pgram
diamond 42.67 0.71 44.71
hexagon 41.40 0.53 37.74
baseline 39.30 9.00 34.73
pgram 33.42 13.25 34.84
heat-3d
. diamond 30.82 11.63 47.51
hexagon 31.18 9.71 32.53
baseline 38.84 1.21 43.73
. pgram 38.18 1.21 29.14
del-2d
seide diamond 3435 0.67 39.24

hexagon 33.59 0.46 41.60
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% 6 1, pgram. diamond Fl hexagon RA L1 204 A7 K3 F KT baseline WA, 7F Jacobi-1d MIRAFET
HIL W, 1T hexagon KXAAE Jacobi-1d H' L1 £l A7 ¥ R AR AU baseline [¥] 5.46%. IX AL 1 4k Jacobi H]
A SE B U A7 ik 55 P AL /N (R 23 e, (A3 X 1 4 Jacobi THE IR ER 73 B A RER 2 255 Hh PR AIC S2 A7 AR A6 44 |
diamond WA R T 15 B T BAKIN L1 47 R0, 3X 2R 0 288 73 Yo S BUR MR R (0 23 BOBAR, Refg 5 Rk
53 B P IR N ) 4 2 Y 8. hexagon JRASTE L1 G247 K204 LAHEL T diamond JRASIEAT AN A2, (AL L2 BeAr RAMH
AR L. SRR B, JNIE 7 45 Hexagon TSS 43 B K /INIE B HVE 1T 8 35 [RAIREE A7 08, HRzR ]
5 HurgSe ik diamond ¥ 43 B T7 7404, 28K LT diamond )43 U7 V4.

3.2.2 Hexagon TSS HCRIGE

Hexagon_TSS & 132648 LU 8 H Hexagon_TSS HEAF B (1) 73 K /INKE R R 14500 26 ok LUk 77 48 2% 2 [R1 43
B £ 51 HK /N Best_Hexagon XN 1T 803 . b, Best Hexagon /& {727 TH A e UL 1 43 Bk, HAE I8
Tk S 1 K o 4 R 2 ), AR 3 2 ) PN B T AR AT WIARAS . Tl I IR A et o N R R R
KB S TR R4, AR SEISAY CAE 515 47 L@ H 1Y) seidel-2d 18 KA. & 7 I T 1] Hexagon TSS $7%4
hexagon A K] seidel-2d MRFR 5 T 520 BRI, 76 4 Foft ) RUBUBE T 1R 350%6.

%7 Hexagon TSS 5Lyl

i A Hexagon_TSSZ B k/h Hexagon TSS| 5 %R Best_Hexagon il 5 % Hexagon_TSS efficiency
(TS1<TS,) (GFLOPS) (GFLOPS) (%)
sizeA 10x9 13.42 14.83 90.47
sizeB 30%29 85.27 129.45 65.87
sizeC 16x32 216.70 222.75 97.29
sizeD 10x10 116.62 117.55 99.21
Sy — — — 88.21

# 7, Hexagon_TSS 5502 B [n] UL ) 35 K M0 BT, 75K 22 B0n) UMBE T~ # Bk 1) 90% LA F. (1
Hexagon_TSS HVETE M BUAR . sizeB I AR A B AT HoAh ) BURASE. 32 IR R % T 2 4 Jacobi T4, TE sizeB
(1)) RS~ Hexagon TSS SHETHE I 4 PO AMEZSTUTE 73 B Vi A B 85 BERE L T L1 BAE A &, B s it
T L1 A7 PERE & (cache performance cliffs); {H 23 H ¥ 15 /7 bk 5 B ) AT IR B L2 A7 A 1, S /Ml
XFT L2 G Ar g i/, AR et KAk 7 BRI () 2 5 H OBk 255K, Hexagon TSS SEIATEAL K 2 50 in) A
HBEAT BT, ARAEA 9] o) AR L AT SR A7 A 30 = ).

3.3 RERMREMIR

AT REAT PR IR AR B 520, TEBRA G50 S 40T R S — IS S 40, 10 s & AU RR AR G B (1 R
(R T SR (1) U AT SRR (2) e il ERIAEE.

331 ANFEDJHTERREEC R PEREXS L

BEE 4 FhIFATERFEE: 100 20, 30, 40, it 3% baseline. pgram. diamond. hexagon FRAS AR 776 AN 6] IF
ATERFRECT W RO SR, A AT 8 TR,

K 8, v SOl 287. 79 GFLOPS, X MAAFE T seidel-2d, M4k /7% diamond, FATZERECY 30.
H pgram. diamond. hexagon J§ A 1) vt 5 H 4 7) J)I BR LA baseline MUAS IR o S %, 435 pgram. diamond.
hexagon R AAH X T~ baseline AWM L, &5 KKl 6 Frox. Ho £ R 34T R 8, PR X T
baseline MRASFRINIE EL. B P 6 BT 40, BN EL h 8.78, X N (R FEFF 4 Jacobi-1d, Hifk 775 4 hexagon, J1:4T
LFRHCN 20. 7F 4 FPKFR /7, hexagon IUASTE 40 £872 T 1K INT8 B 55 B R s Bl IR B AIA B0 T 50%, &
W hexagon J7VER A RIUEFIIFAT AT 2.

FEER 53 B T 2 S B A b B AR E S & T T B, H. hexagon J7 kR34S /], 1B it A 2 B A 4 7%



14 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

o 2, RE /¥ AT IO FFAT BEEVEAN, 32 BEE B e A2 D Vi A, B8N 2 R KRG (0 PE e st o/, RN 2R ) 20 T
BTG R, DR A R B A AR 6 45 R R, hexagon J7VATE Ui A7 77 THI IR0 AU A T 2o Ath 4y B J7 V5,
2 B R LU T e A8 DA U5 A7 ), hexagon AH LU FLAl 5 & IO UL #5omt pi 20 1. 45550 1L, Jacobi-1d 12 3>
diamond 1 hexagon fRAS IR I ORI LN 56 L TH 5 R B, 32 IRUA i3 73 BRAS 1 4 Jacobi T 5 HATELF 1
ViAE AL BOR, Tacobi-1d F2Jy £ £ R £ b I 32 ZEE B SUR I AT S5, eIk 88 n 2 R B0 A T 32 TH s R
2 Jacobi-1d 2/ I FAT BEAN i, 5 Sk RS 22 0 U A7, HE IR e SO0 A5 10 PR RE ML 2 ool s, ) I e B[] 28
SIRCECR IR DN

R 8 AFIFATLRRECT SRR R e (17 SR

T2 (GFLOPS)

WA PR A - - - -
B 104 20472 304k 7 4027
baseline 6.20 9.40 21.34 22.55
Jacobi-1d pgram 18.38 24.58 21.23 18.94
i-
aco diamond 29.64 54.08 74.91 94.41
hexagon 46.06 82.51 127.03 124.80
baseline 39.71 74.24 99.45 108.06
pgram 43.64 71.79 87.02 98.11
heat-2d .
diamond 100.52 161.68 218.69 212.33
hexagon 103.56 168.23 217.02 200.21
baseline 41.63 44.12 44.23 35.93
pgram 12.82 20.26 29.87 31.01
heat-3d .
diamond 78.92 70.14 51.01 39.92
hexagon 104.53 78.24 55.92 34.67
baseline 51.75 87.87 130.05 150.78
. pgram 53.40 89.90 107.11 126.28
seidel-2d .
diamond 122.79 209.58 287.79 271.15
hexagon 133.22 217.18 276.85 277.78
10 8.78 3.0 2.60
3 7.43 . 2.5 2.23 2.17
. N 595 s 20 zgf\\\\\;gggggg‘\\\\gg’
26 a7 532 o 53, X 2. 2.15 2.12
2y . 35 5 1S 1.10 0.96 0ss L7
= 2.62 : =10 e g 079,
2 2.97 100 o84 0.5
0 . . . ] 0 . . . .
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
—e— pgram —e— diamond o hexagon —e— pgram —e— diamond & hexagon
(a) Jacobi-1d (b) heat-2d
3.0 3.0
2.54 2.46
o 251 55 . 2
2.0 1.78 1.77 2.0 2.34 2.35 e ’
Y Y Y \.
1.5 1.26 1.5 0.99 2.12 1.68
=) 127 . 0.95 510 12Eggggggs_ahh__jyﬁngg;g‘
0.5 028  0Jo 0%, 09, 0.5 0.77
0 0 . 0.52, 048 | 0 ) ) ) )
10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
st LRFREL
—e— pgram —e— diamond o hexagon —e— pgram —e— diamond o hexagon
(c) heat-3d (d) seidel-2d

K6 AFIFFATEREECT WU e I R
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BeAh, I 6 HAT I, diamond F hexagon R A [T M0 S K B BAL T pgram AR, FRHZETE - BRI /ST E 43
PR L TFAT UL I8 43 BAE Jacobi TR ERAT T4 1) PEBEL . 1M hexagon JRASTE Jacobi-1d MIAFR /7 H (1)
ISR W ZALT diamond RRAS, 78 HARMIGFE e vh (19 D0 2 R R B SR T diamond FRAEG 5 H A —F, X 3
ZER g Hexagon TSS SIEENXT 1 4E Jacobi HHAT T i Xt F Ak, 1S 7SIATE 23 HAE 1 4E Jacobi THEL_LARXF
ZE TV 43 P RA T i ) ) A AR R EAIR 2P

W R BEH S POLATE 4 Fh TR b BB A R0 IR R, 7E Jacobi-1d _EtE, HCh seidel-2d
heat-2d, 285 /& heat-3d. ¥ 7 B A0 I DE AL R 15 787 AR & R0 S0 A7 Lo 0%, TR BT A7 LUk, I8 A F2)7 1 15
AR R B BTRR TS, R 3 B ARt i
332 [ R T EREXT LG

PEE 4 i) R sizeA. sizeB. sizeC. sizeD, I0.3% baseline. pgram. diamond. hexagon WA ¥l F2 7
TEANTR] I BURASE B (1937 s v SR, L5 AR 9 R, £ 9 vh, S st BIE %04 211.40 GFLOPS, X Ml FE
7 )3 seidel-2d, A4 77729 hexagon, ] BUERAR A sizeC.

R AFRGERE E A RRA TR e ) o S R

o . T & (GFLOPS
AR PALIA : : (GELOPS) :
sizeA sizeB sizeC sizeD
baseline 2.22 12.32 11.82 3.38
14. 17. 26. 4 2.
Jacobi-1d Pgram 30 7. 60 6. 46 32.58
diamond 17. 17 32.34 52.78 51. 81
hexagon 22.96 49.23 79. 62 82.76
baseline 12. 89 48.23 73. 41 20.01
25. .61 L4 4.
heat-2d Pgram 5.75 35.6 68.40 84.05
diamond 8.78 42.78 162. 61 77.85
hexagon 9.21 64.75 164. 96 77.93
baseline 12. 61 38.36 44.74 21.55
pgram 6.90 11. 61 19. 05 14. 89
heat-3d .
diamond 8. 04 28. 65 76. 06 40. 09
hexagon 8.27 31.59 90. 04 39.95
baseline 17.78 55.32 96. 31 29.47
R pgram 31. 14 39.26 86. 14 102. 92
seidel-2d X
diamond 13. 14 62.48 204.77 120. 71
hexagon 14. 30 82.24 211. 40 116. 47

W 9 25 I E R TH A pgram. diamond. hexagon JixASAH X} T~ baseline A [ 135 Eb, i3 Eb B i RO ASE
AT SRR & 7 s, b R R n) SR, R AR T baseline MOAS R INE EE. B B 7 WA,
hexagon WA AL 135 KIS EE Ky 24.48, 5% R AT T4 Jacobi-1d, 1M BRI A sizeD. hexagon R AL ALTE
Jacobi-1d #2)5 HP ELAT S R (K M ROCR, 76 H A DL e b I BOR 5 diamond WUAREA L. pgram AILALTE
2 4 Jacobi THE I/ A EEAE EIER AT diamond F1 hexagon hit 4.

Bk b, IR HAE Jacobi-1d MR 7 B A I AR, 7F heat-3d IR 7 o 00 s a4 SR e A,
pgram JRASTE heat-3d F52 )5 P I A7 il /RN ASE S 2 It AR DR AR TR BCRL. A FA 43 R e 25 A B ] U RIASE Y 97 K
T, AR RCR 1) _ETHEFAAE n) AL F] sizeD 822, T8 t1 T 1) BUAR 1) 97 R 2 B0 3 10 5 21 RE A
TSR A B UTAF. R4, 7E 2 4E Jacobi v 5P ARIA 7 B s BORAE o) UL 21 sizeD J& HBLW] 2 R %, 1X
JEKAAE 2 4 S UL L) Jacobi vH5LH, 43 HROK/INBEA ) REURUASE I 384 0K, 224 i) IO sizeD J5, p BREEAR R 2T
JRER I A . B F 3 4 Jacobi V1 HLE R BURIARIA 2 sizeD Ji7 73 B R0 35 B HE B A2 R B, 1L T-AR 3R B
15 3 4k Jacobi F2/7 EIA A RAHAE, Jir LA S50 v A SR 0 HH s R SR (e B 2 e
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25 5
20 e 4 420 3.89
15.32 A
SIS0 1036 4.00 =3 >
=N : : 6.74 B 20 1.34
= 7.75_ ¢ =
ES 2.63 4.47 = “[071 0.89
9.64 | \ o
oL i : o Lo68 0.74 , 0.93
sizeA sizeB sizeC sizeD sizeA sizeB sizeC sizeD
Ji RN AR i) R A
—a— parallelogram —e&— diamond o hexagon —a— parallelogram —e— diamond o hexagon
(a) Jacobi-1d (b) heat-2d
2.5
2.0
Fﬂf) 1.5
=10
sizeA sizeB sizeC sizeD sizeA sizeB sizeC sizeD
Jii R A ] R AR
—a— parallelogram —e&— diamond o hexagon —a— parallelogram —e— diamond o hexagon
(c) heat-3d (d) seidel-2d

7 NI i SRR R 2
4 B %

Jacobi THETKIPERE S U EEIR, HRAT A0S 5 HI, SRR 7 DRI A6 T3 VA RENS 25 MR T} Jacobi
THELIOPERE. 73 B/ INEHRFA 73 B (RO AT FE EL M, DA 5C T 0 BOR/NIBIE TR 22 BLOY SR PR RO FAT 1
AL H AR, (E Bt AE LS BOR KA, 3 RO/ ) S AR A A7 8088 1 25 3 T f1 532 i 2 A2 A9 AN ] 2B AL
Btons B3 ) B, A SCUE R NILTE Sy BeAT D Jacobi TS MIAL AT i, 3 I BEVHRISEBL - FONILTE 2 BRI B
Hexagon TSS, #¢ T Jacobi VI 1R #B 1k, 7870 A ZAZALBLE IV HLRE ), MTude i Jacobi V1L HIF I SR,

A TARIEAFAE AT A3 ). B, AR SCR v RSB 7S T AR IR 53 BAAL 75 75 5 AR AE 25 PR 55 #B
RIS BRI PE RER I, BUAT IR HAR DAL T AR 3SR R IRCRAL TN IR 7y B, DR, Bevt— R i pe s
3 SORFERER, MR I AT A BT R I AR A PG 5 SR 2 A SOR KRBT T A, B, AESEBR N, S5 Btk ek
SRR ZR AR S 2%, M LU SRS B 0 B2 B RR SR A i R 20 IO/ ASCHR ) Hexagon TSS H2 —Flhifas 7>
B /NEFEELI, W APAGHAL e A 73 BN PR RE. SR H LA 31 U573, T VI ZRIR BEAR e I 28 SRR A de £ B
SRR TN ATTITFUTS ), EOK i SR AL SRIOTT 0 0 A, IF HL SR I R g, Rl a2 20 07
LSRRG G, K a2 B NERERN T BB .
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