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Accelerating Iterative SpMV for Discrete Logarithm
Problem using GPUs

Abstract—In the cryptanalytic context, computing discrete Wiedemann or their block variants, the iterative sparséiria
logarithms in large cyclic groups using index-calculus-baed vector product is the most time-consuming operation. Fisr th
methods, such as the number field sieve or the function field o550 we investigate accelerating this operation on GPUs
sieve, requires solving large sparse systems of linear ediens . .
modulo the group order. Most of the fast algorithms used to slve The paper is organized as follows. Sectioh Il presents the
such systems — e.g., the conjugate gradient or the Lanczos &n background related to the hardware and the context. Sd&fion
Wiedemann algorithms — iterate a product of the corresponding  discusses the arithmetic aspects of our implementation. We
sparse matrix with a vector (SpMV). This central operation @n  present several matrix formats and their correspondindgeimp
be accelerated on GPUs using specific computing models andmentationsin SectidiIV. We compare the results in Sefion V

addressing patterns, which increase the arithmetic interisy while d t optimizati b d hard idesdi
reducing irregular memory accesses. In this work, we inveggate ~2Nd Present optimizations based on hardware considesanon

the implementation of SpMV kernels on NVIDIA GPUs, for SectionlV]. Finally, Sectiob V]I concludes the paper.
several representations of the sparse matrix in memory. We

explore the use of Residue Number System (RNS) arithmetic to

accelerate modular operations. We target linear systems &ing Il. BACKGROUND

when attacking the discrete logarithm problem on groups of .
size 160 to 320 bits, which correspond to the sizes in the IastA' GPUs and the CUDA programming model
reclo;ndgmfl;tl\a}ltionst. The ptr9p959d8 68|\F/|)MV implemegte}_tion o CUDA is the hardware and software architecture that en-
a 1.7M-by-1. matrix containin non-zeros, delivers a . :
throughpLi/t of 24.3 SpMVIs on angNV|D|A GoForee GTX 580, ables NVIDIA GPUs to execute programs written with C,
which corresponds to 50 GFLOP/s. C++, OpenCL and other languagés[10]. _

Index Terms—Discrete Logarithm Problem, Sparse-Matrix— ,(Aj\ CL;DA F:rOQCEam Inst_antlateSGIa;)lSthEl)_(:]e rll(mmnlg OndCPU
Vector product, Modular Arithmetic, Residue Number System and a _erne code r_unnlng on s € Kernel code runs
GPUs according to the Single Program Multiple Threads (SPMT)

execution model across a set of parallel threads. The thread
| INTRODUCTION are executed in groups of 32, calledgrps As a warp only
has a single instruction fetch/decode unit, each instodtn

The security of many cryptographic protocols used for e execution path is issued to all the threads in the warp.

thentication, key exchange, encryption, or signature eddp However, if one or more threads have a different execution

on the. difficglty of splving the discret[e logarithm problerrbath execution divergence occurs. The different path$ wil
(DLP) in a given cyclic groupt]l]. For instance, we can reh(hen be serialized, negatively impacting the performance.

on the hardness of the DLP in a multiplicative subgroup . ;
of a finite field. There are algorithms, such as Pollard-rhg The threads are further organized into thrézidcks and

[2], Baby-Step/Giant-Step [3] that solve the problem inetimngOIS of thread blocks: )
exponential in the subgroup size. Another family of methods ¢ A thread executes an instance of the kernel. It has a
known asIndex-calculusfd] methods propose to solve it in  unique thread ID within its thread block, along with
time sub-exponential in the finite field size. These alganih registers and private memory. _
require in their linear algebra step the resolution of large * A thread block is a set of concurrent threads which can
sparse systems of linear equations modulo the group order Share data througshared memonand perform barrier
[5]. In cryptographic applications, the group ordéris of synchronization which ensures that all threads within that
size 160 to 320 bits. The number of rows and columns of block fully reach the same instruction before continuing.
the corresponding matrices are in the order of hundreds of It has a unique block ID within its grid.
thousands to millions, with only hundreds or fewer non-zero * A 9rid is an array of thread blocks executing the same
elements per row. This step is a serious limiting factor far t kernel. All the threads of the grid can also read inputs,
resolution. For example, it was reported fin [6] that the dine and write results t@lobal memory
algebra step of the Function Field Sieve (FFS) implementtati At the hardware level, the blocks are distributed on an
to solve the DLP over GB{*°7) took 80.1 days on 252 CPU array of multi-coreStreaming MultiprocessoréSMs). Each
cores, which represents 54% of the total time. SM schedules and launches the threads in groups of warps.
To solve such systems, ordinary Gaussian elimination Recent GPUs (such as the NVIDIA Fermi architecture) allow
inefficient. While some elimination strategies aiming agfe for up to 48 active warps per SM. The ratio of active warps
ing the matrix as sparse as possible can be used to rediéhe maximum supported is calletcupancy Maximizing
the input system somewhat, actual solving calls for the ui®e occupancy is important, as it helps hiding the memory
of other techniques (Lanczos][7], Wiedemahh [8]) that takatency. One should therefore pay attention to the usage of
advantage of the sparsity of the matfix [9]. Either for Lav&;z shared memory and registers in order to maximize occupancy.
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Another important performance consideration in prograns concerned, we chose to use the Residue Number System,
ming for the CUDA architecture isoalescingglobal memory which appears to be more suited to the fine grained paratlelis
accesses. To understand this requirement, global memangerent to the SPMT computing model than the usual multi-
should be viewed in terms of aligned segments of 32 wor@secision representation of large integers. A comparigdahe
of 32 bits each. Memory requests are serviced for one waxpo representations will be proposed in subsedfion] V-D.
at a time. If the warp request hits exactly one segment, the
access idully coalescedand there will be only one memory m
transaction performed. If the warp accesses scatteretidosa
the accesses arancoalescedand there will be as many
transactions as the number of hit segments. Consequerfily,A brief recall

the kernel should use a coalescing-friendly pattern foaigre  The Residue Number System (RNS) is based on the Chinese
memory efficiency. Remainder Theorem (CRT). L& = (p1,po,...,p,) be a set
Despite their high arithmetic intensity and their large menyf co-prime integers, which we call ERNS-basisWe define
ory bandwidth, GPUs provide small caches. In fact, Fernp 35 the product of all the,'s. The RNS uses the fact that
GPUs provide the following levels of cache for the on-boargh integerx within [0, P — 1] can be uniquely represented by
DRAM (local and global memory): the list (1, o, ..., x,), wherez; is the residue off modulo
» 768-kBytelL2-cacheper GPU. pi, which we write ase; = | X|,,.
o 16-kByte L1-cache(per SM). It can be extended to 48 This number system is particularly interesting for arittice
kBytes, but this decreases shared memory from 48-kBydeer large integers, since it distributes the computatieer o
to 16-kByte. several small residues. In other words, the computatiomiéd u
o A texture cache an on-chip cache for the read-onlythat will work on the residues are independent and need
texture memorylt can accelerate the memory accesse® synchronization nor communication, as there is no carry
when neighboring threads read from nearby addressegropagation([16],[[17].
If X andY are given in their RNS representatiokig s =
(z1,...,2,) and Ygns = (y1,-..,Yn), according tos,
and such thatX,Y < P, RNS addition and multiplication

Sparse-matrix computations pose some difficulties Qf}e realized by modular addition and multiplication on each
GPUs, such as irregular memory accesses, load unbalance ponent:

low cache efficiency. Many works have focused on choosing

suitable matrix formats and appropriate kernels to oveeom Xrns +rns Yens = (|21 + Yilprs -5 [Tn + Ynlp,)

the irregularity of the sparse matrix [11], [12], [13]. Tlees

works have explored implementing efficiently SpMV for nu-

merical values. Schmidt et al_[14] proposed an optimizethe result (e.g.X +Y’) should belong to the intervad [ P—1]

matrix format to accelerate exact SpMV over GF(2), that cahwe want to obtain a valid RNS representation. Otherwise,

be used in the linear algebra step of the Number Field Sieivevill be reduced modulaP.

(NFS) for integer factorization. Boyer et dl. [15] have atap

SpMV kernels over small finite fields and ringsmZ, where

they used a double to represent the ring. In our contextesir%’ RNS on GPU

the order of the finite ring is large (hundreds of bits), sfieci We represent the finite rin@./¢Z as the integer interval

computing models and addressing models should be used]0,¢ — 1]. Each element is stored in its RNS form. For
In this work, we consider the produat < A x v, where performance considerations, we opted for 64-bit modulchEa

A is a N-by-M sparse matrix. A feature of the applicatiorRNS residue is represented as an unsigned 64-bit integer in

context is thatA contains small values (e.g. 32-bit integersthe rang€l0, p; — 1].

v andw are densel/-coordinate andV-coordinate vectors, We implement the RNS operations in PT@afallel thread

respectively. We denote byxz the number of nonzero ele-executioh pseudo-assembly language for CUDA[18]. The

ments inA. Note that, in our case, no specific assumption Isasic RNS operation is; <« (z; + Ay;) mod p;, where

made about the structure of the matrix (such as the locatidhs< x;,v;,2z; < p; are RNS residues. To speed up the

of the non-zeros). reduction modulg;, the moduli are of the pseudo-Mersenne
We compute the dot product between each rowdofind form 264 —¢;, with ¢; as small as possible. With this particular

the vectorv. The basic operation is of the fordi +— (X + form, the reduction can be done in a small number of additions

AY') mod ¢, where where\ is a non-zero of4, and X andY and (half) products [19].

are coordinates of the vectorsandwv, respectively. To mini-  To make our implementation more efficient, we propose to

mize the number of costly reductions modéjeve accumulate relax the condition on the input and output; z; € [0,264—1].

computations, and postpone the final modular reduction 8ince2%* = ¢; mod p;, we consider the high part af + \y;

the result. When iterating many products (computation&ief t— i.e the part that exceed$* —, which we denote by. We

form Av), we can further accumulate several SpMVs befoteave (z; + A\y;) = ((#; + Ay;) mod 2%%) + ¢ x ¢; (mod p;).

reducing, as long as the intermediate results do not ex¢eed If the right-hand side exceed$?, as it is below thar? x 264,

largest representable integer. As far as arithmetic @ ¢; is in the same way added to the low part. The comparison

. RESIDUENUMBER SYSTEM AND MODULAR
ARITHMETIC

B. Sparse-Matrix—Vector product on GPUs

Xrns Xens Yens = (|21 X Yilpys -5 [Zn X Ynlp,)



with p; is thus replaced by the overflow detection, which
cheaper, and only; is stored instead gf; (cf. Algo.[2).

For the problem sizes considered, taking < 2% is
sufficient. The algorithm is valid whilét x ¢;| < 254, This
ensures correctness fpx| up to 2°°.

Algorithm 1: RNS Add
Input :0<a; <25 0<y <p;
Input : ¢; < 28, such thatp; = 264 — ¢;
Output: z; = z; +y; (mod p;),0 < z; < 2%
1 2 < |25 + Yi|ges !z + yi
2 if carry then
3 Zi & 2 ¢

< 264 4 g,

Algorithm 2: RNS AddMul
Input :0<a; <254 0<y; <p;,0 <\ <25
Input : ¢; < 28, such thatp; = 254 — ¢;
Output: z; = 2; + A X y; (mod p;),0 < z; <
1z (A XYL //the low 64-bit part
2t (i +AXy)H //the high 64-bit part
321'(—|Zi+ci //cixt<264
4 if carry then
5 Zi & 2+ ¢

264

C. RNS modular reduction
In the chosen RNS representatiqi} — 1) is the largest

is Let us also define the integeras follows

(53]
=1 =1

1)

n
X can be written asz vi

=1
have thatD < o < 1. '

P, — aP and, sincey; < p;, we

Sincep; ~ 2F, in [22], Kawamura et al. approximate the
quotientry; /p; using only thes most significant bits ofy; /2*.
Hence, an estimate far is proposed as

&= Xn: bZiSJ +A

2s ’
i=1

)

where s is an integer parameter ifl,k] and A an error
correcting term ino, 1.

The following result is derived from [22].

Proposition 1. If 0 < X < (1 — A)P and (e + ) <
n . k—s
wheree = Z 20—; andé = n2

i=1

A<l
—1
o , thena = a.

Proof: To measure the inaccuracy induced by the approx-
imation of ~;/p;, we define the error terms

{ o J
Yi Yi 2k75
=2 ands,; = .
“= 2k ok T T s

representable integer. So in the case of iterative SpMVs, we

can accumulate at mogtg(;£;)/ log(r) matrix-vector prod-
ucts before having to reduce modulpwherer corresponds

to the largest row norm (defined as the sum of the absolute no n n

values of its elements) in the matrix. To reduce the vedtor
modulo/, there are two options:

« Convert it to the conventional formgconstructiof, then

We have

®)

reduce it and convert the reduced vector back to its RNSAS €i,d; > 0,

form (evaluatior).
o Perform the modular reduction in RNS.

Z {QZ;SJ < Yi 4)

For the first option, the steps of reconstruction, reduction pz

and evaluation are time-consuming (much longer than the

SpMV). To further increase the number of possible productssince~; < p,, an upper bound is given by

before reduction, we can increage but this would make the L

RNS operations more expensive. € = Ji (2 —Pi) < 28 — p; _ &
The second option allows us to remain in the RNS form pi \ 2k 2k 2k

throughout the solver computation. However, the RNS repre- Y

sentation has the drawback that modular reduction is difficu Moreover, asy; — {yc—s

to perform, compared to addition and multiplication. Thare Vi -

in the literature algorithms for RNS modular multiplicatio Vi~ bk—sJ x 2 ok=s 1

[20], [21], that we adapt here to derive a method to perform - ok < ok

modular reduction.
We start from the CRT reconstruction:

i=1

=2}
o

n Eq.[3 lead to
X = Z'WB mod P,

i1 n Vi <z":bk SJ Vi

where we have define®, = P/p; and~; = |:cin1\p, = Di Pt Pl

J x 2k—s < 9k=s _ 1 e obtain

Eg.[4 and the introduction of the previous inequalities in



n

i and the addition ofA
Pi
=1

i
b=l
25
A)P, it follows that:

" L Vi J
o<y 2
i=1

o X
The substitution oty + - for

result in:

X i X
i < - .
a+ (e+5)+A<i§:1 +A_a+P+A (5)

As X < (1—

+A<a+l.

m
Now, let us defineZ as> v, | P;|, — |aP],. We can easily

i=1
check thatZ lives in [0,n2%¢ — 1] and is congruent toX

modulo ¢. After determininga, we are able to perform a—dlobal_
fully RNS computation of Z. Algorithni]3 summarizes the

steps of computation. We denote ByandT the RNS forms
(|Pf1|p] , ,\Pn*1|p ) and (y1,...,7.), respectively.

Algorithm 3: RNS modular reduction

Input k. ln,A, s B, P precomputed

Input : precomputed tableP;|, fori=1...n
Input : precomputed tabléxP|, for o =1. -1
Input : positive X < (1 — A)P in RNS form

Output: Z = X (mod ¥), Z < n2k¢
1T+« XxP //1 RNS multiplication
2fori=1...ndo
3 Ci < v x | P,

4 Z(—ch
=1

//1 RNS multiplication
//(n — 1) RNS additions

5 (< //sum ofn s-bit terms

-

1

6 7 + Z |aP, //1 RNS subtraction

All the operations can be evaluated in parallel on th
residues, except for step 3, where a broadcast of the wh

vectorI' is needed.
Even if the obtained resuff is not the exact reduction of,

it is bounded byn2*¢. So, we guarantee that the intermediate
results of the SpMV computation do not exceed a certal
bound less tha®. Notice that this RNS reduction algorithm
imposes thatP? be one modulus (k bits) larger than implie

by the earlier conditiof < P.

IV. SPARSEMATRIX STORAGE FORMATS
A. Compressed Sparse Row (CSR)

ends in the other two ordered arrays. In the pseudo-code, the
vectorssrc anddst represent andw, respectively.

1) Scalar: To parallelize the product for the CSR format,

a simple way is to assign one thread for each rewalar
approach) (cf. listingJ1). Temporary results are stored on
registers and the final result is written to global memory. In
the running sum, the RNS AddMul is performed in PTX. For
simplicity, it is denoted here by the operators “*”, “+” and
“%”.

The major drawback of the scalar approach is that making
each thread iterate over all the RNS residues increases the
number of registers per thread. This approach also suffens f
a poor global memory load efficiency, because the threads
within a same warp access in a non-contiguous fashian
anddata.
void
spmy_csr_scalar kernel ( const int * data,

const int = ptr,
const uint2 src,

const int = id,
const int * p,
uint2 dst)
{
/I one thread per row
int row = BLOCK_SIZE * blockldx.x + threadldx.x;

if ( row >= nRows )returry
uint2 vals[n]; // array of n (the # of RNS moduli) 64bit words

for(int j = 0; j < n; +4))
vals[j] = O; // initialization

/I running sum

for(int i = ptrrow]; i < ptrirow+1]; ++i)
for(int j = 0; j < n; +4j)
vals[j] = (vals[j] + data[i] = src[id[i] * n +]]) % p[j];

for(int j = 0; j < n; ++j)
dstfrowx n + j] = vals[j];
}

Listing 1. SpMV kernel for the scalar CSR format

/I from registers to global memory

2) Vector: The vector approach consists in assigning a
warp to each row of the matrix. The threads within a warp
access neighboring non-zeros elements, which makes the war
accesses tad anddata contiguous. Each thread computes
its partial result in shared memory, then a parallel reducin
é[?red memory is required to combine the per-thread results

0 synchronization is needed, since threads belonging to a
same warp are implicitly synchronized.

However, in the context of RNS arithmetic, thesctor
ﬁgheme still suffers from a low load/write efficiency when
accessing rc anddst, because threads within the same warp

05|multaneously access residues of different entries, whie

not contiguous.

3) Residue-vectorTo overcome the limitations of the pre-
vious approaches, we propose to organize the threads within
a warp intongpg groups ofn threads, wheregps x n (that
we denote byicpg) is closest to 32. Each group is associated

The CSR format stores the column indices and the valuesa non-zero (cf. Listin§]2). For instance for= 6, we take

into two arrays ofnnz elementsid anddata. A third array ngps = 5, so the first 6 threads process in parallel residues
of row pointers,ptr, of length N + 1, is used to indicate of the T non-zero, threads 6 to 11, process tH¥ @on-

the beginning and the end of each row. Non-zeros are sortegto, and so on, and we will have two idle threads. Like for
by their row indices. The CSR format eliminates the explicthe vector approach, a reduction is needed to combine the
storage of the row index, and is convenient for a direct axcagsults of threads working on the same residue and belonging
to the matrix, sinceot r indicates where each row starts ando different groups.



In this scheme, which we caiksidue-vectarthe number C. Sliced Coordinate (SLCOO)

of registers is reduced by eliminating the per-thread lo®p t 1o 51.cOO format was inspired from the cADO-NEFS

process all the residues of an entry, and contiguous a&es§yare for CPUs. It was introduced for GPUs by Schmidt et
to src anddst are performed. al. for integer factorization, in the particular case of ricas

__global _ void over GF(2) [14]. The aim of this format is to increase the
spmy_cst residuevector kemel ( const int « data, const int «id,  cache hit rate that limits the CSR and COO performances.
const int = ptr, const int = p, . . .
const uintz Src., uintz+ dsty  Like COO, the SLCOO representation stores the row indices,
{ column indices and values. It divides the matrix into homizd
—shared_ uint2 vals [(BLOCK_SIZE / 32)+ NCUS]; slices, where the non-zeros of a slice are sorted according
int tid = BLOCK_SIZE » blockldx.x + threadldx.x: to their column indices with the aim to reduce the irregular
int warp_id = tid / 32; accesses on source vectorc, if they had been sorted by
int lane = tid & 31; o o their row indices. A fourth arrayptrslice indicates the
int residid = lane % n;// residue index within the entry beginni d d of h sli
int vals id = (threadldx .x / 32)x NCUS + lane; eginning and ena of each s 'C?'_
_ _ For the SLCOO kernel (cf. Listingl 3), one warp works on
int row = warp.id; // one warp per row a slice. A group of: threads processes in parallel a non-zero,
if (row >= nRows)returr each thread being assigned to a residue. Since e_ac_h_thread
if (lane >= NCUS)return //idle threads works on more than one row, it needs to have individual
uint2 val = 0; storage for its partial per-row results, or to be able to have
for(int | = ptr[row] + lane / n: < pirlrow+d]; I+=NGPS) exclusive access to a common resource. I [14], where adhrea
val = (val + data[i]+ src[id[i] * n + residid]) % p[resid.id]; block had been assigned to each slice, three possibilities h

: _ been mentioned to solve this issue:
vals[valsid] = val; // from registers to shared memory

o Small SLCOO: each thread has one exclusive entry in

if f(()lrar(\?nfkn)_{i/_ kfirthng'glér_) - shared memory to store the partial result for each row.
val = (val + vals [valsid + k + n]) % plresidid]; # reduction o Medium SLCOO: threads having the same lane (index
dst[row* n + residueid] = val; within the warp) share one entry per row in shared
} memory and access it by an atomic XOR operation.
; o Large SLCOQO: all threads share one entry per row.
Listing 2. SpMV kernel for the residue-vector CSR format The Medium SLCOO allows one to put (BLOCKIZE/32)

times as many rows on one slice than the Small SLCOO.
Similarly, the Large SLCOO allows one to fill 32 times as
B. Coordinate (COO) many rows than the Medium SLCOO. This way, increasing

For the COO format, the row/column indices and the val3¢ number of rows per slice (from Small to Large variants)
creases the texture cache hit rate, which compensates the

are explicitly stored to specify a non-zero entry. The farmd X
consists of three arrayisow_id, col_id anddata of nnz drawbacks of the atomic accesses.

elements. In this work, we propose to sort the entries by thei HOWever, because of the reduction, it is not possible to
row index. perform an atomic addition in RNS. For this reason, we only

A typical way to work with the COO format on GPU isimplement the Small SLCOO. Furthermore, this kernel seffer

to assign one thread to each entry. This implies that difflerd’O™M the excessive usage of shared memory, since it stores

threads from different warps will process the same row. 1%/% entries.

combine their results, one possibility is to do atomic updat__global _ void

on global memory to the result vectast, which significantly SPm\-sicoakemel(Const int » data, —const int « row_id,
I const int * col_id, const int * ptrSlice ,

decreases the performances. Another possibility is thelt e const int * p, const uint3 src.

thread computes its partial dot product, then performs uint2« dst)

segmented reduction [23], [24] to sum the partial results t

the other threads belonging to the same warp and spanning

same _row. We followed the scheme proposed by the libra int tid = BLOCK_SIZE « blockldx.x + threadldx.x;

cusH#], which performs the segmented reduction in share ::; ‘l’;?g’—f t:id"g é1_32;

memory, using the row indices as segment descriptors. AS  int residid = lane % n:

theresidue-vectoCSR kernel, we assign a group of threads t int vals.id = (threadldx.x / 32)x NCUS + lane;

each non-zero. Each warp iterates over its interval, pedcgs

NGPS elements at a time. If a spanned row is terminate

its result is written todst, otherwise, the row index and for (int j = 1; j < SLICE LENG; ++j)

the partial dot product are stored in temporary arrays. The V&Sl * (BLOCK_SIZE /32)« NCUS + valsid] = 0;

a second kernel performs the combination of the per-wa for(int i = ptrSlice [warpid] + lane / n; i < ptrSlice [warpid + 1J;

results. i+= NGPS)

__shared_ uint2 vals [SLICE LENG * (BLOCK_SIZE / 32)* NCUS];

if (lane >= NGPS* n) returr

Ihttp://code.google.com/p/cusp-library/ 2http://cado-nfs.gforge.inria.fr/



vals [(row_id[i] % SLICE_LENG) * (BLOCK_SIZE / 32)* NCUS + | [ FFS-280

vals id] += data[i] » src[col id[i] = n + resid id] % p[resid id]; Size 1,732,788x 1,732,788
it (lane < n) { #Non-zeros 86,639,540
/I reduction in shared memory Max (row norm) 374
for (int j =1; j < SLICE_LENG; ++j) Percentage of:1 93.48%

for (int k = 1; k < NGPS; ++k)

vals[j » (BLOCK_SIZE / 32)x NCUS + valsid] += vals[j * ( Size of £ (bits) 280
BLOCK_SIZE / 32)+ NCUS + valsid + k * n] % pJ[ Size of M (bits) 384
resid id]; Size ofn2"¢ (bits) 346
/I from shared memory to global memory
for (int j = 1; j < SLICE_LENG; ++j) TABLE |
dst [(warpid * SLICE_LENG + j) * n + residid] = vals[j * ( PROPERTIES OF USED MATRICE
BLOCK_SIZE / 32)+ NCUS + valsid];
}
}
Listing 3. SpMV kernel for the SLCOO format the other hand, the vector kernel suffers from shared memory

There are in the literature other SpMV formats that wiSag9e (4.5kB for a 96-thread block), which also limits the

did not consider such as DIA (Diagonal), ELL (ELLPACK) maximal reachable occupancy to 50%. For these two kernels,
etc. The DIA stores the offset of each sub-diagonal frofh® low occupancy significantly decreases the performanpes
the main diagonal and is appropriate only for matrices th pmpared to.the yector kernel, the. scalar one reac.hes higher
satisfy some sparsity patterns, which is not our case. The gfhroughput, since it allows an L1-oriented configuratiofik4
format extends the CSR arrays 1-by-K arrays, wherek L1, 16k-shared) of the on-chip memory, while for the vector
corresponds to the maximum number of non-zeros per roneL a shared-oriented configuration (16k-11, 48k-stipr

For the matrices that we use, this storage scheme provide"ﬁéequ'red:
advantage over the CSR scheme. Concerning the global memory access pattern, the column

Global Load/Store Efficiencyives the ratio of requested
memory transactions to the number of transactions perfdrme
which reflects whether accesses are all perfectly coalesced
All the experiments are run on a system comprising gi00% efficiency) or not. For scalar and vector kernels, anco
NVIDIA GeForce GTX 580 and an Intel Xeon Processolesced accesses cause the bandwidth loss and the perfermanc
E5440 (2.83 GHz). Each SpMV kernel is executed 100 timegegradation.
We report the computational throughput in terms of GFLOP/s, The residue-vector (CSR-RV) kernel satisfies better the
which we determine by dividing the number of require@PU architectural characteristics. It makes the write seee
operations (twice the number of non-zeros multiplie®byn) coalesced (100% store efficiency). For the loads, we obtain
by the running time. The memory throughput is computeshly 45% efficiency, because a warp accesses several non-
by dividing the total number of bytes read/written by all theeros, which are not necessarily contiguous (sparsityt)of
threads by the running time. Our measurements do not include
the time spent to copy data between the host and the GRU, coo/cSR-RV comparison

since the matrix and vectors do not need to be transferredD o th ted reducti the COO k | ;
back and forth in each SpMV iteration. These delays are ue to the segmented reduction, the & ermet pertorms
{Bore instructions and requires more registers than the CSR

ernel. Thread divergence happens more often, because of
ﬂhe several branches that threads belonging to the same warp
can take. Memory access pattern for writing is less effigient
ggﬂnpared to the CSR kernel (Store Efficiencyn Table[Tl),

ue to the fact that some results are writtenl/to, the rest to

V. COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF SPMV K ERNELS

thus dwarfed by the computation latencies. The timings

not include the reduction modulé, since it happens only

once every few iterations and also because our implemental

based on multi-precision representation does not support i
Theéeported measurements are based on the Nvidiaﬂ:/is

Profiled and the NVIDIA CUDA Occupancy Calculator

results. Tabl&l! summarizes the test mat?ix OZ}/WZ, where the temporary vector. Consequently, the COO kernel reaches

£ is a prime of up to 280 bits. The matrix was obtained frorwWer throughput than the CSR one.

a DLP resolution program based on the FFS algorithm. The

7./¢7 entries fit in five 64-bit residues. There is an extra 64-b. SLCOO/CSR-RV comparison

residue, needed for the modular reductien: 6. Table[Ill compares several SLCOO kernels for different
slice lengths. By making the slices larger, we increase the
A. comparison of CSR variants usage of shared memory proportionally to the slice length.

. For slice length above 4, the requested shared memory exceed
The scalar kernel uses a large number of registers, wh|£ kB, two options are possible:

limits the maximum number of warps that can be put on an SM D h ber of block " d

to 24 active warps (per SM), out of the 48 supported. This is* keeecge?rfee El 8ek nLulml Gekr ;)hargg ioﬁggiggg:]prggeskse%;g
ted on theheoretical | in Tablddl. O e YT -

reported on eoretical occupancgolumn in Tabléll. On marked T in Tabl&Tll). This improves the cache hit rate.

3http://developer.nvidia.com/nvidia-visual-profiler » Keep the sSame occupancy E.md switch to :_|-6k'|-1'48k'
“http://developer.nvidia.com/ cuda-downloads shared configuration. This limits the cache hit rate.



Registers | Shared Mem. Branch (Theoretical) Global Load / | Timing Global Load / Computation.

per Thread per SM Divergence Occupancy Store Efficiency| in ms | Store Throughput§ Throughput
CSR-S 37 0 48.2% (50%) 45.9% 4.2% / 12.3% | 187.23 34.95/0.42 11.1
CSR-V 28 36,864 59.8% (50%) 36.4% 7.5% / 25% 216.48 48.79 /1 0.36 9.6
CSR-RV 16 11,520 25.9% (100%) 69.6% | 46.9% / 100% | 59.36 179.4 / 6.52 35.02
COO 23 13,824 36% (66.7%) 64.9%| 44% /37.5% | 110.47 88.36 /0.72 18.82

TABLE I
COMPARISON OFscalar, vectorAND residue-vectolCSR-KERNELS AND COOKERNEL.

For slices of length 2, the 48k-L1-16k-Shared configuration B. Reordering the non-zeros of a row
sufficient, but we can not reach higher occupancy, due to theynen computing discrete logarithms, most of the coef-

high number of registers per thread (24). _ ficients of the matrix aretl. It seems promising to treat
For slices of length 12, only the 16k-L1-48k-Shared configyy iplications by these coefficients differently from eth

ration is possible, since each block exceeds the thresHold 8qtficients: additions and subtractions are less expenisan
16kB. ] ] ) ] ~multiplications. Moreover, we are not able to produce thaesa

We rgmark that for both conf_lgurauon_s, increasing the S"%de for positive and negative values, so negative coffisie
length improves the cache hit rate, since accesses on Hhg hrocessed differently as well. All these separatiossiren
source vecto.r are less irregular. However, the limitatibthe  .,qe divergence, that we fix by reordering the non-zerosdn th
occupancy yields poor performance compared to the CSR-R¥,tix such that values of the same subgroup are contiguous.
kernel. This decreases the branch divergence and increases the tota

throughput.

D. RNS and Multi-precision arithmetics comparison

The idea behind the use of RNS arithmetic rather tham |mproving warp balancing
multi-precision (MP) arithmetic is that RNS can signifidgnt In the proposed kemel, each warp processes a single row
decrease data sharing between the threads and arithm?Hc ' '

operations required for the carry generation/propaga(@dn IS requires !aunchmg a large number of warps. Conse-
Table[T¥). Consequently, it allows us to reach higher OCCquently, there is a delay to schedule those launched warps.

'fﬁstead, we propose that each warp iterates over a certain
pancy and better performance. number of rows. Although this increases the usage of ragiste
The low difference between the two kernets §%) is due : 9 g 8

to the fact that the RNS kernel requires an extra residue I.(olr8 — 24), it improves the achieved occupancy. To further

the modular reduction step. If that residue is removed, e ease the occupancy, we permute the rows such that each

speed-up of RNS compared MP is arourids. warp roughly gets the same work load.
To perform the modular reduction in RNS, we choose
A = 0.25. For the maximum row norm that we have (374), VII. CONCLUSION

this allows to do up to 4 iterative SpMVs before having to We have investigated different data structures to perform
reduce. The reduction kernel takes 5.7 ms, which correspon@rative SpMV for DLP matrices on GPUs. We have adapted
to 1.42 ms per iteration~ 2.5% of the SpMV delay). the kernels for the context of large finite fields and added op-
timizations suitable to the sparsity and the specific coimgut
VI. IMPROVEMENTS ONCSRKERNEL model. The CSR format based on tiesidue-vectoapproach
To improve the kernel performance, one should take infPP€ars to be the most efficient one. The SLCOO poses for
account the GPU architectural characteristics: the manage the sizes that we use some hardware difficulties that nullify
of the memory accesses and the partitioning of the cofts contribution on increasing the cache hit rate. Futur&J&P

putations. The effects and the results corresponding tb edg@y enhance the performances. We have shown that using
improvement are reported in Talilé V. RNS for finite field arithmetic provides a considerable degre
of independence, which can be exploited by massively mrall
) hardware.
A. Texture caching
Although our SpMV kernel suffers from irregular load
accesses, a thread is likely to read from an address near the _ _ _ _
addresses that nearby threads (of the same group) reathigor {11 A- g’LhOF"yZ"O and AH.M- .Od!]}(Zko' "D'chrgte logarithms innte fields
. L. and their cryptographic significance,” 1984.
reason, we enable the texture caching _by binding the SOUTE§ J. M. Pollard, “A monte carlo method for factorizatiorBIT Numerical
vector on texture memory and by replacing reads of the form Mathematics vol. 15, pp. 331-334, 1975.
src[j] with a texture fetchtex1Dfetch (src_tex, j). [3] D. Shanks, “Class numb_er, a theory of factorization, @edhera,” in
This improves the alobal memory efficiency and consequent 1969 Number Theory Institute (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., XX State
p g y y q Y Univ. New York, Stony Brook, N.Y., 196®rovidence, R.l., 1971, pp.
the throughput. 415-440.
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