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Abstract—We design an algorithmic framework using matrix
exponentials for time-domain simulation of power delivery net-
work (PDN). Our framework can reuse factorized matrices to
simulate the large-scale linear PDN system with variable sp-
sizes. In contrast, current conventional PDN simulation slvers
have to use fixed step-size approach in order to reuse factaed
matrices generated by the expensive matrix decompositioBased
on the proposed exponential integration framework, we degin a
PDN solver R-MATEX with the flexible time-stepping capability.
The key operation of matrix exponential and vector product
(MEVP) is computed by the rational Krylov subspace method.

To further improve the runtime, we also propose a distributed
computing framework DR-MATEX. DR-MATEX reduces Krylov

I. INTRODUCTION

ODERN VLSI design verification relies heavily on

the analysis of power delivery network (PDN) to
estimate power supply noises| [I-[8]. The performance of
power delivery network highly impacts on the quality of
global, detailed and mixed-size placemént [O]3{11], cloele
synthesis[[12], global and detailed routing|[13], as wellias
ing [14] and power optimization. Lowering supply voltages,
increasing current densities as well as tight design margin
demand more accurate large-scale PDN simulation. Advanced

subspace generations caused by frequent breakpoints from atechnologies[[15],[116], three dimensional (3D) IC strueti

large number of current sources during simulation. By virtue
of the superposition property of linear system and scaling
invariance property of Krylov subspace, DR-MATEX can divide
the whole simulation task into subtasks based on the alignnmés
of breakpoints among those sources. The subtasks are prosesl
in parallel at different computing nodes without any commu-
nication during the computation of transient simulation. The
final result is obtained by summing up the partial results amamg
all the computing nodes after they finish the assigned subté&s.
Therefore, our computation model belongs to the category kown
as Embarrassingly Parallel model.

Experimental results show R-MATEX and DR-MATEX can
achieve up to around14.4x and 98.0x runtime speedups over
traditional trapezoidal integration based solver with fixed time-
step approach.

Index Terms—Circuit simulation, power delivery/distribution
networks, power grid, time-domain simulation, transient sm-
ulation, matrix exponential, Krylov subspace method, pardel
processing.
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[17]-[18], and increasing complexities of system desigihs a
make VLSI PDNs extremely huge and the simulation tasks
time-consuming and computationally challenging. Due ® th
enormous size of modern designs and long simulation runtime
of many cycles, instead of general nonlinear circuit sirtiofa
[20], [21], PDN is often modeled as a large-scale lineanutrc
with voltage supplies and time-varying current sourceg-{22
[24]. Those linear matrices are obtained by parasitic ekiva
process|[4],[[2b]-[28]. After those processes, we need-time
domain large-scale linear circuit simulation to obtain the
transient behavior of PDN with above inputs.

Traditional methods in linear circuit simulation solvefdif
ential algebra equations (DAE) numerically in explicit \gay
e.g., forward Euler (FE), or implicit ways, e.g., backward
Euler (BE) and trapezoidal (TR), which are all based on low
order polynomial approximations for DAES [29]. Due to the
stiffness of systems, which comes from a wide range of time
constants of a circuit, the explicit methods require exglgm
small time step sizes to ensure the stability. In contragtlicit
methods can handle this problem with relatively large time
steps because of their larger stability regions. Howeveraeh
time step, these methods have to solve a linear system, which
is sparse and often ill-conditioned. Due to the requirenaoént
a robust solution, compared to iterative methdds [30],adire
methods[[3l1] are often favored for VLSI circuit simulation,
and thus adopted by state-of-the-art power grid (PG) sslver
in TAU PG simulation contesf [32]=[34]. Those solvers only
fequire one matrix factorization (LU or Cholesky factotina)
at the beginning of the transient simulation. Then, at eacdfi
time step, the following transient computation requiresyon
pairs of forward and backward substitutions, which actseve
better efficiency over adaptive stepping methods by reubiag
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factorization matrix[[24],[132],[134] in their implicit nuerical — First, PDN’s current sources are partitioned into

integration framework. However, the maximum of step size groups based on their alignments. They are assigned
choice is limited by the smallest distangeg,,., among the to different computing nodes. Each node runs its
breakpoints[[35]. Some engineering efforts are spent takore corresponding PDN transient simulation task and has
this limitation by sacrificing the accuracy. In our work, we no communication overhead with other nodes.
always obey the upper limit,,,., of time step to maintain — After all nodes finish the simulation computations,
the fidelity of model, which means the fixed time stepannot the results are summed up based on the linear
go beyondh,,y.- in case of missing breakpoints. superposition property of the PDN system.

Beyond traditional methods, a class of methods called — Proposed current source partition can reduce the
matrix exponential time integration has been embraced by chances of generating Krylov subspaces and prolong
MEXP [36]. The major complexity is caused by matrix the time periods of reusing computed subspace at
exponential computations. MEXP utilizes standard Krylov each node, which brings huge computational advan-
subspace method [37] to approximate matrix exponential and tage and achieves up %8 x speedup over traditional
vector product. MEXP can solve the DAEs with much higher method TR-FTS.

order polynomial approximations than traditional ones][36 The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Jet. II
[37]. Nevertheless, when simulating stiff circuits witlastlard introduces the background of linear circuit simulation and
Krylov subspace method, it requires the large dimension gfatrix exponential formulations. Sécllll illustrates #ig/lov
subspace in order to preserve the accuracy of MEXP approgichniques to accelerate matrix exponential and vectahmto
mation and poses memory bottleneck and degrade the adapgygputation. Sec_IV presents MATEX circuit solver and
stepping performance of MEXP. the parallel framework DR-MATEX. SeE]V shows numerical

Nowadays, the emerging multi-core and many-core plaesults and Se€_VI concludes this paper.
forms bring powerful computing resources and opportugitie

for parallel computing. Even more, cloud computing tech- [l. BACKGROUND

niques [38] drive distributed systems scaling to thousands Transient Simulation of Linear Circuit

of computing nOde.SEBQ]EB”’ th. Distributed computmg Transient simulation of linear circuit is the foundation
systems have been incorporated into products of many Igadbr} modern PDN simulation. It is formulated as DAEs via
EDA companies and in-house simulatofs][42]3+[46]. Howr—nodified nodal analysis (MNA)
ever, building scalable and efficient distributed algamit '

framework for transient linear circuit simulation is stil Cx(t) = —Gx(t) + Bu(t), Q)
challenge to leverage these powerful computing tools. T
papers[[417],[[48] show great potentials by parallelizingni®a

exponential based method to achieve the runtime performa@ﬁe input selector matrixx(t) is the vector of time-varying
improvement and maintain high accuracy.

In this work, we develop a transient simulation framewor[gOde voltages and branch currents,) is the vector of supply
using matrix ’exponentialpintegration schemdATEX for voltage and current sources. In PDN, such current sourees ar

. . ; often characterized as pulse or piecewise-linear inpu@$, [2

PDN simulation. Following are the challenges we need b P [

. L . to represent the activities under the networks. To eolv
address. First, when the circuit is stiff, the standard &vyl [@] b

b h bl dsl d th Eqg. (1) numerically, the system is discretized with timepste
subspace has convergence probiem and Slows down the ity o nsformed to a linear algebraic system. Given arainiti

putation of MEVP. Second, the frequent time breakpoints d%%ndition x(0) from DC analysis or previous time ste?)

to the transitions of PDN current sources modeling triggeé%d a time stepp, x (£ + ) can be obtained by traditiontw
the generations of Krylov subspace. Therefore, we might gadr(ger approxima{tiormethods[[zp]

performance where we leverage the large time stepping, bu
\évree ?:;Z (Ijo:é Luer:gvrc_e for the small step size. Our COI’]U‘III)I.‘EIOB' Traditional Low Order Time Integration Schemes
« MEVP in MATEX is efficiently computed by rational or 1) BEf Backt\)/vard_ ELl{Iqrf_t)asedd time iﬂtzgration scheme
invert Krylov subspace method. Compared to the con(ll-zq'a)) IS a robust implicit first-order method.
monly adopted framework using TR with fixed time step C C
(TR-FTS), the proposed MATEX can reuse factorized 5 + G |x(t+h) = —x(t) + Bu(t + h). (2)
matrix at the beginning of transient simulation to perform

WnereC is the matrix for capacitive and inductive elements.
G is the matrix for conductance and resistance, #ds

flexible adaptive time stepping. 2) TR: Trapezoidal based time integration scheme (Eq.(3))
« Among different Krylov subspace methods, we find rds @ popular implicit second-order method.

tional Krylov subspace is the best strategy for MEVP in

. . . CcC G C G

PDN simulation. Therefore, we design R-MATEX based 7 T3 x(t+h) = ) x(t) (3)

on that and achieve up to aroundx runtime speedup

against the benchmarks over the traditional method TR- i Bu(t) +u(t+h)

FTS with good accuracy. 2 '
o Furthermore, DR-MATEX is designed to improve Rdtis probably the most commonly used strategy for largdesca

MATEX with distributed computing resources. circuit simulation, which has higher accuracy than BE.



3) BE-FTS and TR-FTSMethods BE and TR with fixed ically, turning the solution with matrix exponential optra
time step (FTS}) are efficient approaches, which were adopted
. ) : 1 _ob(t+h)—Db(t)
by the top PG solvers in 2012 TAU PG simulation contest [24%(t + h) = — ( A™'b(t +h) + A > —— 2 | +
[32]-[34]. If only oneh is used for the entire simulation, the h
choice is limited by the minimum breakpoirit |35] distance b(t +h) —b(t)> . ®)
hupper @mong all the input sources. Figl 1 (a) he¥ps as h

the upper limit for’ in BE-FTS and TR-FTS. When the g, yhe time step choice, breakpoints (also known as input
alignments of inputs change (as shown in . 1 (b)) shiftysition spots (TSI T27]) are the time points where slogfes

eh& (x(t) + A7 'b(t) + A2

by 5ps, the resulting upper limit for, becomesips for the
approaches with fixed step size.HAfis larger than the limit

input vector change. Therefore, for EQl (6), the maximunetim

' step starting fromt is (¢, — t), wheret, is the smallest one

it is impossible to guarantee the accuracy since we may Slﬁ’PTS larger thant. In matrix exponential based framework,

pivot points of the inputs.

10ps + 10ps -
(a)

i10ps  © 10ps + 10ps

Input 1

2 [P
Input 2 !5135 !Sps !Sps

10ps :

"lops  10ps 10ps

(b)

Fig. 1. Example: Interleave two input sources to create lem@ansition time.

( a) Before interleaving, the smallest transition time of thput sources is
hupper = 10ps; (b) After interleaving, the smallest transition time okth
input sources iSupper = Hps.

C. Matrix Exponential Time Integration Scheme

The solution of Eq.[{1) can be obtained analytically|[29].

For a simple illustration, we convert Ed.l (1) into
x(t) = Ax(t) + b(t),
when C is not singulaﬂ,
A =-C'G, andb(t) = C"'Bu(t).

Given a solution at time and a time stegh, the solution at
t+his

h
x(t + h) = e"x(t) + / DAYt 4 1)dr
0

the limitation of time step size is not the local truncatioroe
(LTE), but the activities among all input sources.

I1l. KRYLOV SUBSPACEMETHODS FORMATRIX
EXPONENTIAL AND VECTORPRODUCT (MEVP)

In PDN simulation,A is usually above millions and makes
the direct computation of matrix exponentiegt infeasible.
The alternative way to compute the product is through Krylov
subspace method [37]. In this section, we first introduce the
background of standard Krylov subspace for MEVP. Then,
we discuss invert (I-MATEX) and rational Krylov subspace
(R-MATEX) methods, which highly improve the runtime
performance for MEVP.

A. MEXP: MEVP Computation via Standard Krylov Subspace
Method

The complexity of eAv can be reduced using Krylov
subspace method and still maintained in a high order poly-
nomial approximation [37]. MEXF_[36] uses standard Krylov
subspace, which useA directly to generate subspace basis
through Arnoldi process (Algorithii 1). First, we reformigla

Eqg. [@) into

Assuming that the inputi(t) is a piecewise linear (PwL) WhereHy, is the upper Hessenberg matrix

function of ¢, we can integrate the last term of EQl (5) analyt-

1The assumption is to simplify the explanation in this sectiafter Sec.
[B] we use I-MATEX, R-MATEX and DR-MATEX to compute the &aion

of DAE without inversion of C. Therefore, the methods are suitable for

general DAE system, i.e., EQ](1) without the assumptiore.her

x(t + h) = " (x(t) + F(t,h)) — P(t, h), 7
where
F(t,h) = A 'b(t) + A*QW (8)
(4) and
P(t, h) :A*lb(t+h)+A*2w. (9)
The standard Krylov subspace
Ku(A,v) :=spafv,Av,--- , A"y} (10)
obtained by Arnoldi process has the relation
(5) AV = ViHu + bt V1€, (11)
hig hio him—1  him
ha1 hao ham—1  hom
Hy,o=| 0 hso hsm—1  ham |, (12)
00 e Bt b



Vm IS an x m matrix by (vq,ve, - ,v,,), ande,, is the reason is that the Hessenberg mali, of standard Krylov
m-th unit vector with dimensiom x 1. MEVP is computed subspace tends to approximate the large magnitude eigesval
via of A [60]. Due to the exponential decay of higher order
terms in Taylor's expansion, such components are not the

"V BVme" e, (13) ¢crux of circuit system's behaviof [50][ [51]. Therefore, to
The posterior error term is simulate stiff circuit, we need to gather more vectors into
subspace basis and increase the sizéHgf to fetch more
Tm(h) = |\ﬁhm+1,mvm+1eT€hHmelHa (14)  useful components, which results in both memory overhead
wherej = |[v||. However, for an autonomous systei(t) = and compl_JtationaI complexity to K_ronv subspgce genenatio
—Gx(t) in circuit simulation, we consider the residual befor €ach time step. In the following subsections, we adopt
tweenCx(t) and —Gx(t), which is ideas fromspectral t_ransfor_matlor{@], to effectively
capture small magnitude eigenvaluesAn leading to a fast
Cx(t) + Gx(t), and accurate MEVP computation.
instead of
x(t) — Ax(t) B. I-MATEX: MEVP Computation via Invert Krylov Subspace
o _ Method
in x(t) = Ax(t). This leads to Instead ofA, we useA~! (or G~1C) as our target matrix
r(m, h) = || Bhms1.mCVmiie' e || (15) to form
and helps us mitigate the overestimation of the error bound. Km(A™',v) :=spa{v,A v, .- /A" Dy} (17)

To generatex(t + h) by Algorithm(d, we use Intuitively, by inverting A, the small magnitude eigenvalues

[L, U] = LU_DecomposgX), (16) become the large ones @&f~'. The resultingH,, is likely to
capture these eigenvalues first. Based on Arnoldi algorithm
the invert Krylov subspace has the relation

A_lvm =V, H, + hm-l—l,mvm-i—le;rn' (18)

where
X;=0C and X =G

as inputs for standard Krylov subspace. The error bueged ) A
Eq. (I3) are used to determine the convergence when time sté§ matrix exponentiat®v is calculated as

is h_ and Krylov subspace dimension;jgfrom line[1] to line Ay~ ﬁvmehH;fel_ (19)

[I4 in Algorithm[1).
To put this method into Algorithm 1 is just by modifying the
Algorithm 1: MATEX_Arnoldi inputs X; = G for the LU decomposition in Eq[{16), and
Input: L, U, Xo, 1, £, x(1), ¢, P(1, h), F(t, h) Xy = C. In the line[I6 of Algorithn1L,
Output: x(t+h), V,,, H,v H=H,"

1 v=x(t)+F(th); ) ) ) )

2 v = ﬁ for the invert Krylov version. The posterior error approsim
3for j=1:mdo tion [47] is

4 | w=U\(L\(Xzv)) ; /* a pair of forward i (h) = | Bhmi1,m AV e, H, e e |, (20)

and backward substitutions. */ L . . L

5 for i =1: 5 do which is derived from residual based error approximation
5 B — wlv. in [51]. However, as mentioned in Sdc. II-A, we consider
; W W — B e the residual o Cx(t) + Gx(t)), instead of(x(t) — Ax(t)),

s | end nen which leads to

9 hjvij = ||;’,V|| r(m,h) = || Bhmi1.mGVmire] H teMHme . (21)
10 Vitl = 77—
n ifJ:(j h)hzlé]then We use Eq.[[21) for the lingJL1 of Alg] 1.
12 m=7;
13 break; C. R-MATEX: MEVP Computation via Rational Krylov Sub-
14 end space Method
15 end The shift-and-invert Krylov subspace basis|[50] is designe
16 X(t 4+ h) = ||V Vme" ey — P(t, h); to confine the spectrum oA. Then, we generate Krylov

subspace via

The standard Krylov subspace may not be efficient when K (I —~vA)" v) = (22)
simulating stiff circuits [[36], [[49]. For the accuracy of -ap spar{v, (I —yA) v, ... ,(I— A)_(m_l)V}
proximation ofev, a large dimension of Krylov subspace P ’ 7 B 7 ’
basis is required, which not only brings the computationalhere v is a predefined parameter. With this shift, all the
complexity but also consumes huge amount of memory. Tha&envalues’ magnitudes are larger than one. Then thesiaver

4



limits the magnitudes smaller than one. According [tol [SOEroof.E If A andu are an eigenvalue and eigenvector of a
[51, the shift-and-invert basis for matrix exponentialsed generalized eigenvalue problem
transient simulation is not very sensitive tg once it is
set to around the order near time steps used in transient ~Gu=ACu.
simulation. The similar idea has been applied to simple powghen,x = ¢!*u is the solution ofCx = —Gx. O
grid simulation with matrix exponential method [52]. Here,
we generalize this technique and integrate into MATEX. The Because we do not need to comp@e' explicitly during
Arnoldi process construct¥,,, andH,,. We have Krylov subspace generation, I-MATEX and R-MATEX are
. - regularization-free. Instead, we factorige for invert Krylov
(I=7A)" Vin = Vi Hoy + b mVin 1€, (23) subspace basis generation (I-MATEX), + 1G) for
gational Krylov subspace basis (R-MATEX)Besides, their
Hessenberg matrices Ed. [12) are invertible, which contain
B corresponding important generalized eigenvalues/ewggors
oAy vaehl M e1. (24) from matrix pencil(—G, C), and define the behavior of linear
dynamic system in Eq[{1) of interest.

We can project the® onto the rational Krylov subspace a:
follows.

In the line[I6 of Algorithn{lL,

I-H! E. Comparisons among Different Krylov Subspace Algorithms
. for MEVP Computation

0 . . .
] ) In order to observe the error distribution versus dimerssion
Following the same procedure [47]. [51], the posterior BITQ;t standard, invert, and rational Krylov subspace methods f

approximation is derived as MEVP, we construct a RC circuit with stiffness

H:

I-~A,, . .
P (B) = (1B 1~V 1], H e ey | (25) Relmin) _ 47108,
Re(Mmax)
Note that in practice, instead of computifig-yA)~! directly, where\,,o. = —8.49 x 10'° and A = —3.98 x 10'7 are
(C+~G)~'Cis utilized. The corresponding Arnoldi processhe maximum and minimum eigenvalues Af = —C~'G.

shares the same skeleton of Algorithin 1 with input matriceBig.[2 shows the relative error reductions along the iningas
Krylov subspace dimension. The error reduction rate of ra-

X1 =(C+1G) tional Krylov subspace is the best, while the one of standard
for the LU decomposition EqLT16), and Krylov subspace requires huge dimension to capture the same
level of error. For example, it costs almoEix of the size
X, = C. to achieve around relative erraf’oc compared to Invert and

Rational Krylov subspace methods. The relative error is
||e"Av — BV etHme ||
Ve Hyle ey . (26) |lenAv]| ’

whereh = 0.4ps, v = 10713, The matrixA is a relatively
small matrix and computed by MATLABxpm function. The
result ofe’Av serves as the baseline for accuracy. The relative
D. Regularization-Free MEVP Computation error is the real relative difference compared to the aitalit

. . _ solutioneAv of the ODE
WhenC is a singular matrix, MEXF[36] needs the regular- dx

ization process [53] to remove the singularity of DAE in Eq. — = Ax

(@). It is because MEXP needs factorige directly to form o C.lt .

the inputX, for Algorithm 1. This brings extra computationalWith an initial vectorv, which is generated by MATLABand
overhead when the case is large][53]. It is not necessaryfyfction. _ _

we can obtain the generalized eigenvalues and corresppndinThe error reduction rate of standard Krylov subspace is the
eigenvectors for matrix pencil—G, C). Based on[[54], we worst, while the rational Krylov subspace is the best. Itis t

The residual estimation is
C+1G

r(m,h) = ”ﬂherl.,m

Then, we plug Eq.[(26) into the life 11 of Algorithinh 1.

derive the following lemma, reason that we prefer rational Krylov subspace (R-MATEX).
o The relative errors of BE, TR and FE a0#594, 0.4628, and
Lemma 1. Considering a homogeneous system 2.0701 x 10*, respectively. The large error of FE is due to

the instability issue of its low order explicit time inte¢icn
scheme. In Figl12, whem = 3, standard, invert and rational

u and \ are the eigenvector and eigenvalue of matrix pendfrylov subspace methods haves465, 0.0175, and 0.0065,

Cx = —Gx.

(-G, C), then respectively. It illustrates the power of matrix exponahti
x = e
- 2We repeat the proof froni [54] with some modifications for oamfula-
. . tion.
is a solution of the system. 31t is also applied to the later work of DR-MATEX in Sdc_TV-B.
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methods.lSThe relative erro.r = lerAv]| , whereh = 0'4_1’5' Flgh.A 4, Ttlg error of MEVP via standard Krylov Subspace:
v =10 . Note: The relative error is the difference compared to yditall [|e™ vfe[i\A/r:‘e‘ ™I vs. time step b and dimension of standard

solution e"Av of the ODE 2X = Ax with an initial vectorv, which is | b basi The standard Krvl b it
generated by MATLABrand function, and its entries are positive number§<ry OV subspace _aS|Sn(). € standard Krylov subspace approximates
the solution well in extremely smalh, since it captures the important

in 1]. . . A ;
©0,1] eigenvalues and eigenvectors Af at that region. However, the smadll is

not useful for the circuit simulation. For large it costs largem to reduce
10° ' " " %ét - v
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methods. The relative error iHeh V*‘éYAnj‘TH’" e1H, whereh = 0.4ps, 10 1015 Fraa m
~ = 10~13. The rational Krylov subspace has very stable error redncti h 10
rate. The number in the bracket represents the stiffnese \&fl the system.
Fig. 5. The error of MEVP via invert Krylov Subspace:
.HehA"ifm"‘;ihH;}H vs. time steph and dimension of invert Krylov
method. Our proposed methods are all stable and can aCh'S)ﬁ%pace basis{). Compared to Figl]4, invert Krylov subspace method

improved error numbers. reduces the errors for large

In order to observe the different stiffness effects on Kvylo
subspace methods, we change the entri€s and G to make
the different stiffness valué.7 x 10'°, Fig.[3 illustrates the
stable reduction rate of rational method. The stiffnessaties small portion of the eigenvalues and corresponding inuéria
the perform_ance of standard Krylov subspace method. Be_th bspaces determines the final result (vector) when tinge ste
vert and rational Krylov subspace methods are good camﬁdaﬁ is larger [50], which are efficiently captured by invert and

for stiff cw_cwt system_. o ) rational Krylov subspace methods.

Regarding the relative error distributions vs. time Sieggnd
dimensionm, Fig.[4, Fig[®, and Fid.]6 are computed by stan- The error of rational Krylov subspace is relatively insensi
dard, invert, and rational Krylov subspaces=£ 5 x 10~'3), tive to v when it is selected between the time-step range of
respectively. Fid.J4 shows that the errors generated bylatdn interests (Figl17). Above all, rational Krylov (R-MATEX) dn
Krylov subspace method has flat region with high error valu@svert Krylov (I-MATEX) subspace methods have much better
in time-step range of interests. The small (‘unrealistiafe performance than standard version. When we deal with stiff
step range has small error values. Compared to[Fig. 4, inveases, standard Krylov subspace is not a feasible choice due
(Fig.[8) and rational (Fid.]6) Krylov subspace methods reduto the large dimensiom: of Krylov subspace, which causes
errors quickly for largeh. The explanation is that a relativelyhuge memory consumption and poor runtime performance.



Algorithm 2: MATEX Circuit Solver
Input: C,G,B,u,e¢, and time sparf’.

T
=K
SN

m%%%&w%%’;’, (S)uttgcut.XThe set ofx from [0, T7.
R LSt A

g WWW 3 x(t) =DC_analysis;

B \ 1 _ .

£ \\\\\\\t\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\&‘\\\\“\%«”’lll’ 4 [L, U] = LU_DecomposgX, );

2 o | \\\\‘\\\\\\‘\‘\‘\‘\\w‘tﬂ[] 5 while ¢ < T do
\\\\\\\\‘&\!\‘\q‘*‘/b"‘ ;,,,,/ 6 Compute maximum allowed step size
(s 7 | UpdateP(t,h),F(t, h);

1015 >\\/0 8 | Obtainx(t+ k) by Algorithm L] with inputs
10720 1015 2, [L,U, X5, h,t,x(t),e, P(t,h), F(t, h)];
N 1010 40 9 t=t-+h;
10 end

Fig. 6. The elrror of MEVP via rational Krylov Subspace:

I-H

ehhy— meh s e 1= . . .
lev=FVms L, wherey = 5 x 10712, vs. time steph and B, DR-MATEX (Distributed R-MATEX Framework) by De-
r

M.

. | . ) )
dimension of rational Krylov subspace basis)( Compared to Fid.]4, rational composition of Input Sources Linear Superposition and Pa
Krylov subspace method reduces the errors for ldrges Fig[5. . ! !
allel Computation Model

1) Motivation:
, There are usually many input sources in PDNs as well as
(T e their transition activities, which might narrow the regsofor

3“333‘33M““w“““JH“JW““HJ“JH“‘HJ‘jﬁ the stepping of matrix exponential based method due to the

T unaligned breakpoints. In other words, the region befoee th

| ] .
0.02 - “mmﬁ*”H“*H++++m‘+‘#‘l#‘““‘w“\“ next transitiont, may be shortened when there are a lot of
I

I LT T T
- oots m3‘3‘9“3“3“\“0“0“3“\“3“‘“3‘“““”9“““‘9‘\“\““\“3““\“\““33\‘3“3““‘0““w““‘M\ activities from the input sources. It leads to more chandes o
u% : | mmmwmm‘m‘“‘ i) generating new Krylov subspace bases. We want to reduce
2 001 - the number of subspace generations and improve the runtime
k- 4 performancé.
€ 0.005 °
2) Treatment and Methodology:
0 In matrix exponential based integration framework, we can
10° 10° 105 o choose any time spat+ h € [t,ts] with computed Krylov
10 107 subspace basis. The solutionxf+) is computed by scaling
the existing Hessenberg matrBd with the time steph as
Fig. 7. TIheHﬁrror of MEVP via rational Krylov Subspacebelow
HehAviﬁj“QKiiH T el where h = 4ps. The flat region shows x(t+h) = ”VHVmehHel N P(t’h)' (27)
the error is actually relatively insensitive 49 when+ is in the range of step This is an important feature for computing the solutions
size h of interests. at intermediate time points without generating the Krylov

subspace basis, when there is no current transition. Beside
since the PDN is linear dynamical system, we can utilize
the well-known superposition property of linear system and
_— distributed computing model to tackle this challenge.

A. MATEX Circuit Solver To illustrate our distributed version of MATEX framework,

We incorporate matrix exponential based integration sehefff€ first define three terms to categorize the breakpoints of
with Krylov subspace method into our MATEX framework/NPUt sources:

which is summarized in Algorithra]2. We s&; andX, in | | gcal Transition Spo(LT'S): the set ofT'S at an input
Line [ based on the choice of Krylov subspace method as ggyrce to the PDN.

IV. MATEX FRAMEWORK

follows, o Global Transition SpofGT'S): the union of L'T'S among
o I-MATEX: X; =G, Xy, =C all the input sources to the PDN.
e R-MATEX: X; = C+1G, X, =C o Snapshata setGT'S \ LTS at one input source.

For linear system of PDN, the matrix factorization in line If we simulate the PDN with respect to all the input sources,
[ is only performed once, and the matricksand U are the points in the set ofT'S are the places where generations
reused in the while loop from lingl 5 to life]10. Ligé 8 uses , _ _

The breakpoints also put the same constraint on TR-FTS anéFBE

Arnoldi process with (_:O”esp(_)nding inputs to ConStrUC“KW However, their time steps are fixed already, which refradiesrt from reaching
subspace as shown in AlgoritHmh 1. this problem in the first place.



Global Transition Spots (GTS)

r-———tp—Aup———S "

o

Local Transition Spots
: (LTS) at #1.1in Group 1

®  Local Transition Spots
> (LTS)at#1.2n Group 4

" Local Transition Spots
© (LTS) at #2.1 in Group 2

i :  Local Transition Spots
¥ (LTS) at #2.2in Group 3

Fig. 8. Part of a PDN model with input sources from K. 9.

# Local Transition Spots
5 (LTS) at #3in Group 4

of Krylov subspace cannot be avoided. For example, there arc: : =
three input sources in a PDN (Fid. 8). The input waveforms are;  tdelay trise t fall
shown in Fig[®. The first line i&7'S, which is contributed by t_period
the union of LTS in input sources #1, #2 and #3. However, _ N o
we can partition the task into subtasks by simulating eaff§: 10 Grouping of “Bump” shape transitions for sub-taskusation,
. L e matrix exponential based method can utilize adaptieppétg in each
input source individually. Then, each subtask generatg®lr 75 and reuse the Krylov subspace basis generated at the latiestimp
subspaces based on its oWi'S and keeps track a$napshot ~ LT'S. However, traditional methods (TR, BE, etc.) still need to time
for the later usage of summation via linear superpositiofj2rehing. either by pairs of forward and backward subtibst and proceed
. . with fixed time step, or by re-factorizing matrix and solviligear system for
Between two LTS pointg and¢ + h, the Snapshopoints adaptive stepping. (Pulse input informatione;,,: delay time;t,;s.: rise

time; t,iqen: pulse width;t ¢4;;: fall time; andt,,q..;0q: period).
thhy<t+hy<---<t+he(t,t+h] an: P fal period Period)

can reuse the Krylov subspace generatetl &br each node,

the chances of generation of Krylov subspaces are reducd0 one set. For example, the input source #1 of Elg. 9 is

The time periods of reusing latest Krylov subspaces afided to #1.1 and #1.2 in Fid. 110. The input source #2

enlarged locally and bring the runtime improvement. BesiddP Fig-[8 is divided to #2.1 and #2.2 in Fig.]10. Therefore,

when subtasks are assigned, there is no communication ami}gje are four groups in Fig. 110, Group 1 contaliisS#1.1.

the computing nodes, which leads to so-caledbarrassingly CGroup 2 containsLT'S#2.1. Group 3 containsLT'S2.2.
Parallel computation model. Group 4 containg.T'S#1.2 and#3. Our proposed framework

MATEX is shown in Fig[Il. After pre-computing'T’S and
decomposind.7T'S based on “bump” shape (FIg.]10), we group

0 Global Transition Spots (GTS) ’pa’t of snapshots at LTS #1 ‘ them and formLT'S #1 ~ #K 5
D j— \ o T 4) MATEX Scheduler in DR-MATEX:

+ Input Source #1 In DR-MATEX, the role of MATEX scheduler is just to
} Local Transition Spots send outGT'S and LTS to different MATEX slave nodes

3 e and collect final results after all the subtasks of transient
o e Y Input Source #2 simulation are finished. The node number is based on the
‘——H——w———‘—'—H—’L°°a'(LTT'§;§:';"23P°‘S total number of subtasks, which is the group number after
o A g PDN source decomposition. Then the simulation computation
R P —— L'Zi’zl‘fr‘;‘:]:iofspms are performed in parallel. Each node has its own inputs. For
N R SONTT wayaas example, Node# has GT'S, LT S#k, P, and Fy, which
part of snapshots at LTS #3 contain the corresponding for node k. Scheduler does not

need to do anything during the transient simulation, siheest
Fig. 9. lllustration of input transitiong=7'S: Global Transition Spotst,7’S:  are no communications among nodes before the stage of “write

Local Transition SpotsSnapshots: the crossing positions by dash lines ancbackn (in Fig m) by when all nodes complete their transien
LTS #k without solid points. simulations ' !

3) More Aggressive Tasks Decompositioive divide the ~ Within each slave node, the circuit solver (Algorittith 3)
simulation task based on the alignments of input sourc&@mputes transient response with varied time steps. Sokuti
More aggressively, we can decompose the task accordingaf€ obtained without re-factorizing matrix during the cartgp

the “bump” shapes of the input sour@e®e group the input tion of transient simulation. The computing nodes writekoac
sources, which have the same the results and inform the MATEX scheduler after finishing

their own transient simulation.
(tdelaya trisea tfalla twidth)
6There are alternative decomposition strategies. It is absy to extend
51BM power grid benchmarks provide the pulse input model inCEP the work to deal with different input waveforms. We try to gethis part as
format. simple as possible to emphasize our framework.
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Fig. 11. DR-MATEX: The distributed MATEX framework using RATEX circuit solver.

Algorithm 3: DR-MATEX: The distributed MATEX
framework using R-MATEX at Nodé&#

a A wWw N P

10

11
12
13
14

Input: LTS#k, GTS, Py, Fy, error tolerancey,,;, and

simulation time spanf’.
Output: Local solutionx alongGT'S in node

kell,---,S], whereS is the number of nodes
0, Xy =C +’7G, anng =C;
(t) = Local Initial_Solution;

x@ﬁ-

[L, U] = LU_Decompos€EX; );

while ¢t < T do
GTS,
if t € LTS# then

*/

Alts = t!
end
else

end
t=1t+h;
end

[X(t + h), Vi, Hi, V] =
MATEX _Arnoldi(L, U, X,
h,t, X(t), €, Pk(t, h), Fk(t, h));

/* Obtain x(t+ h) at Snapshot with
computed Krylov subspace

ha :t+h_alts;

x(t+ h) = ||v|[Vpetaflme, — Py(t, h);

Compute maximum allowed step sizebased on

/* Generate Krylov subspace for the
point at LTS#k and compute x(t+ h)

*/

C. Runtime Analysis of MATEX PDN Solver

Suppose we have the dimension of Krylov subspace basis
m on average for each time step and one pair of forward and
backward substitutions consumes runtiffie. The total time
of serial parts iSls.41, Which includes matrix factorizations,
result collection, etc. Fok(t + k), the evaluation of matrix
exponential withe"® is T, which is in proportion to the
time complexityO(m?). Besides, we need extrB. to form
x(t + k), which is proportional ta)(nm?) by BV,,e"me;.

Given K points of GT'S, without decomposition of input
sources, the runtime is

Kmes + K(TH + Te) + Tserial . (28)

After dividing the input transitions and sending to enough
computing nodes, we havie points of LT'S for each node
based on feature extraction and grouping (e:g= 4 for one
“bump” shape feature). The total computation runtime is

kabs + K(TH + Te) + Tserial; (29)

where K(Ty + T.) contains the portion of computing
Snapshot in DR-MATEX mode. The speedup of DR-MATEX
over single MATEX is

Kmes + K(TH + Te) + Tserial
kabs + K(TH + Te) + Tserial '

For R-MATEX, we have smalh:. Besides T}, is relatively
larger than(T'y + T.) in our targeted problem. Therefore, the
most dominating part is th&mT;, in Eq. (28). We can always
decompose input source transitions, and mialsmaller than
K.

In contrast, suppose the traditional method with fixed step
size hasN steps for the entire simulation, the runtime is

Speedup=

(30)

NTbs + Tserial .



TABLE | time stepping. Actually, multiple factorized matrices cam

SPECIFICATIONS OFIBM POWER GRID BENCHMARKS deployed [[55], [[56]. We can choose one of them during the
Design R #C T 7L ] 7V | #Nodes stepping. The problem is the memory and runtime overhead
ibmpglt | 41K | 11K | 277 | 11K | 14K 54K for the multiple matrix factorizations. Another point isléfrge
iﬁﬂpgﬁi 214;\’; 281'; ggg 28?}2 ggg isg’MK time steph’ is chosen, the standard low order scheme cannot
binpgat | 18M | 266K | 962 | 266K | 962 | 1.2M maintain the accuracy.
ibmpg5t | 1.6M | 473K | 277 | 473K | 539K 2.1M Experiment is conducted on a single computing node. In
ibmpg6t | 2.4M | 761K | 381 | 761K | 836K | 3.2M Table [, we record the total simulation runtimBotal(s),

which includes the processes of DC and transient simulation
o but excludes the non-numerical computation before DC, e.g.
Then, the speedup of distributed DR-MATEX over the tradieyist parsing and matrix stamping. We also record the part
tional method is of transient simulatiorifran(s), excluding DC analysis and
Speedup— NTys + Tserial _ (31) LU decompositions. The speedup of I-MATEX is not as
kmTys + K(Ty + Te) + Tserial large as R-MATEX, because I-MATEX with a large spec-

Note that, when the minimum distance among input sourf¥m Ofrﬁ geEerates Iqrge .dlmenfum of KryIO\r: SUbISP"f‘C?' I
breakpoints decreases, large time span or many cyclesMganW e, t € step SIZ€ 1S not_ arge enougt to let it tully
required to simulate PDNs, the schemes with such uni1‘0|1?ﬁ‘rvest the gain from time marching with stepping. In costira

step size would degrade runtime performance furthermoee OE-I\/IIATEXb heeds sr‘;:_alrI] d|mensn?n numbgr& r?f rational
to the increase ofV. In contrast, in MATEX PDN solver, 1Y!0V SubSpace, which ranges romto 8 in those cases.

K is not so sensitive to such constraints. Besidesan be Therefore, they can benefit from large time stepping, shawn a

maintained in a small number based on the decompositi§ﬁDF§7" For ibmpgAt, R'MATEX achieves maximum.spe.edup
strategy. Therefore, the speedups of our proposed meth ulted from the relatively small number of breakpointthiat

tend to be larger when the simulation requirements becomgnchmark, which is aroungli points, while the majority of
harsher. others have ovet40 points.

In Tablel, our single mode R-MATEX achieves the average
speedup x over TR-FTS. Note the average speedup number
of single mode R-MATEX over TR-FTS for the original IBM

We implement all the algorithms in MATLAB R2018b benchmark (ibmpgttibmpgét) is less than the speedup of
and use UMFPACK package for LU factorization. First, wehe new test cases (ibmpghew~ibmpg6t new). As we men-
compare I-MATEX, R-MATEX and TR in order to show ourtioned before, iompglhew~ibmpg6t new have harsher input
runtime improvements in single machine framework in Tablgonstraints, making the available step size dnly. Therefore,

M Second, we show our distributed framework DR-MATEXhe adaptive stepping by R-MATEX is more beneficial to
achieves large speedups in Tablg Ill. The experiments aKe runtime performance in ibmpghiew~ibmpg6t new than
conducted on the server with Intel(R) Xeon (R) E5-2640 viBmpg1t-ibmpg6t.

2.60GHz processor and 125GB memory.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Performance of I-MATEX and R-MATEX in SecJv-a B Performance of DR-MATEX in Séc. TV-B

We compare our proposed I-MATEX and R-MATEX against We test our distributed DR-MATEX ?n the following ex-
the popular TR-FTS on the IBM power grid benchmatks [22periments with the same IBM power grid benchmarks. These
Among the current sources, the smallest interval between tf2S€S have many input transition1(5) that limit step sizes
breakpoints iShqpyer = 10ps, which puts the upper limit of R-MATEX. We divide the region before the computation of
of the TR's step size. All of these cases have very larGémulation. We decompose the input sources by the approach
numbers of input current sources. Talile | shows the detailsdiscussed in Se¢. IV-B3 and obtain much fewer transitions
each benchmark circuit of which size ranges froai up to  Of LTS for computing nodes. The original input source
3.2M. The simulation time i< 0ns. From ibmpg1t to ibmpgét, numbers are over ten thousand in the benchmarks. However,
TR uses fixed step size il0ps. We also change the 1BM Pased on “bump” feature (as shown in Fig] 10), we obtain
power grid benchmark to make the smallest distance amddairly small numbers for each computing node, which is
breakpointslps by interleaving input sources’ breakpoint$hown asGroup #in Table[Tll. (Now, the fact that hundred
(similar as Fig.[lL). Therefore, the fixed step size methd@achines to process in parallel is quite normall [38]. [57] in
can only use at mostps. The names of those benchmark1€ industry.) We pre-computéT'S and LTS groups and
are ibmpgltnew, ibmpg2tnew, ibmpg3tnew, ibmpg4tnew, assign sub-tasks to corresponding nBd&ATEX scheduler
ibmpg5t new and ibmpg6new. is only responsible for simple superposition calculatibithe

After DC analysis in _TR-FTS, we LU factorize matrix€nd of simulation. Since the slave nodes are in charge of all
once for the later transient simulation, which only corsairf® computing procedures (Fig.111) for the computation of

"Measurements reported are on MATLAB implementations. Tlaey 8 Based on the feature of input sources available, the prepsiny is very
subject to limitations and are not directly comparable ta-@mplementations efficient, which takes linear time complexity to obtain GT$S and separates
reported in literature such as_[44]. the sources into different groups.
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISONSINGLE COMPUTING NODB: TR-FTS, I-MATEX,AND R-MATEX. DC(s): RUNTIME OF DC ANALYSIS (SECONDY; m:
THE MAXIMUM m OF KRYLOV SUBSPACE INI-MATEX. Tran(s): RUNTIME OF TRANSIENT SIMULATION AFTERDC (SECONDS, EXCLUDING THE
MATRIX FACTORIZATION RUNTIME ; Total(s): RUNTIME OF OVERALL TRANSIENT SIMULATION (SECONDY; Df(uV): MAXIMUM AND AVERAGE VOLTAGE
DIFFERENCES COMPARED TO PROVIDED SOLUTION@V); mp: THE MAXIMUM m OF KRYLOV SUBSPACE INR-MATEX SPDP,,.: SPEEDUP OF
R-MATEX oVER TR-FTSWITH RESPECT TOTran(s); SPDP;: SPEEDUP OFR-MATEX OVER I-MATEX WITH RESPECT TOTran(s).

Design DC(s) TR-FTS I-MATEX R-MATEX Speedups
Tran(s) [ Total(s) [| my [ Tran(s) [ Total(s) | Df(uVv) mp | Tran(s) [ Total(s) [ Df(uV) SPDF,. [ SPDP
ibmpglt 0.2 5.7 6.00 30 28.8 28.9 58\9.8 5 10.1 10.3 45\6.8 0.6 2.9%
ibmpg2t 0.8 40.0 41.9 28 130.0 130.9 92\10.5 5 35.6 37.4 45\6.8 1.1x 3.7%
ibmpg3t 16.4 263.2 295.0 29 1102.5| 1115.1 95\20.4 5 275.5 301.0 | 95\18.5 1.0x 4.0x
ibmpg4t 13.5 460.8 501.9 29 433.8 458.2 | 101\39.3 5 200.5 239.1] 99\34.2 2.3x 2.2%
ibmpg5t 9.0 476.6 498.0 30 | 1934.4| 19445 29\5.6 5 383.1 401.9 29\4.4 1.2x 5.0x
ibmpg6t 15.3 716.0 749.1 25 | 2698.9 | 2713.7 39\8.6 5 7735 800.5 33\5.6 0.9% 3.5%
ibmpglt new 0.2 51.3 51.7 30 27.2 27.4 58\9.8 5 11.7 12.1 53\6.9 4.4% 2.3%
ibmpg2t new 0.9 431.4 433.5 28 114.9 115.7 49\10.5 5 43.3 44.9 33\5.6 10.0x 2.7%
ibmpg3t new 16.3 | 3716.5| 3749.0 29 1219.3 | 1232.6 95\20.4 5 481.7 508.2 | 95\18.9 7.7% 2.5%
ibmpg4t new 18.3 | 5044.6 | 5085.3 29 753.5 776.4] 101\39.3 6 350.9 387.2 | 99\34.2 14.4x 2.1x
ibmpg5t new 10.5 | 5065.9| 5110.1 30 | 2494.0 | 2504.7 30\5.6 5 746.2 766.4 30\4.4 6.8% 3.3%
ibmpg6t new 13.1 | 7015.3| 7059.7 25 | 3647.9| 3663.1 39\8.6 6 895.1 923.1 33\7.3 7.8% 4.1x

[ Average | — | — ] — [ —1 — | — [ 65\15.7 | — ] — ] — [ 57\12.8 ] 5X | 3x |

their own transient simulation tasks, and have no commiial integration scheme. We visualize the error distribog to
nications with others, our framework falls into the catggorshow the advantages of using rational (R-MATEX) and invert
of Embarrassingly Parallelisnmodel. We can easily emulate(I-MATEX) Krylov subspace methods for matrix exponential
the multiple-node environment. We simulate each groupgusiand vector product (MEVP) over standard Krylov subspace
the command “matlab -singleCompThread” in our server. Waethod (MEXP). For the PDN simulation, our time integration
record the runtime numbers for each process (slave nodds) acheme can perform adaptive time stepping without repgatin
report the maximum runtime as the total runtime “Total(s)iatrix factorizations, which cannot be achieved by traditl
of DR-MATEX in Table[Ill We also record “pure transientmethods using implicit numerical integration with fixed &m
simulation” as “Tran(s)”, which is the maximum runtime ofstep scheme. Compared to the commonly adopted framework
the counterparts among all computing nodes. TR with fixed time step (TR-FTS), our single mode framework
For TR-FTS, we usév = 10ps, so there are 1,000 pairs(R-MATEX) gains runtime speeduyp to around 5x. We also
of forward and backward substitutions during the procestow that the distributed MATEX framework (DR-MATEX)
of pure transient simulation for ibmpgltbmpg6t; We use leverages the superposition property of linear system and
h = 1ps for ibmpglt new~ibmpg6t new. Therefore, we decomposes the task based on the feature of input sources,
have 10,000 pairs of forward and backward substitutions fso that we reduce chances of Krylov subspace generations
stepping. In DR-MATEX, the circuit solver uses R-MATEXfor each node. We achieve runtime improvement upda
with v = 1071, which is set to sit among the order of variedpeedup.
time steps during the simulation (since ec lIl-E discaiske We show the exponential integration with Krylov subspace
insensitivity ofy around the step size of interests). TR-FTS isiethods maintains high order accuracy and flexible time
not distributed because it has no gain by dividing the currestepping ability. The exponential integration frameworksw
source as we do for the DR-MATEX. TR-FTS cannot avoid thactually mentioned by the very early work in circuit simidat
repeated pairs of forward and backward substitutions.dgssi algorithms[[29], but it had not attracted too much attentar
adaptive stepping for TR-FTS only degrades the performante the high computational complexities of matrix exponainti
since the process requires extra matrix factorizations. during that time. Nowadays, the progress of Krylov subspace
In Table[, our distributed mode gains up @8x for methods provides efficient way to compute matrix exponéntia
the pure transient computing. The average peak dimensamd vector product, so that we can utilize certain featufes o
m of rational Krylov subspace i§. The memory overhead exponential integration, which are hardly obtained by itrad
ratio for each node (around6 x over TR-FTS on average) istional time integration schemes. Exponential integraitian
slightly larger, which is worthwhile with respect to thedar also serve as stable explicit schemies| [50]] [60] for general
runtime improvement. With the huge reduction of runtime fadlynamical systems. It is a promising framework for the fatur
Krylov subspace generations, the serial parts, includikg Lcircuit simulation algorithms and software. The opportiesi
and DC, play more dominant roles in DR-MATEX, whichof parallel and distributed computing with the cutting-edg
can be further improved using advance matrix solvers, suotulti-core and many-core hardware are also worth exploring
as [58]. for the further parallelism and runtime improvement.
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TABLE Il
THE PERFORMANCE OFDR-MATEX (DISTRIBUTED R-MATEX). Group #: GROUP NUMBER OF THE TESTCASESTHIS NUMBER REPRESENTS THE

TOTAL NUMBER OF SIMULATION SUB-TASKS FOR THE DESIGN Tran(s): RUNTIME OF TRANSIENT SIMULATION AFTERDC (SECONDS; Total(s):

RUNTIME OF OVERALL TRANSIENT SIMULATION (SECONDY; Max. Df.(V) AND Avg. Df.(V): MAXIMUM AND AVERAGE DIFFERENCES COMPARED TO THE
SOLUTIONS OF ALL OUTPUT NODES PROVIDED BYBM POWER GRID BENCHMARKS SPDP,,.: SPEEDUP OVERTR-FTS’sTran(s) IN TABLE[I] SPDP;:
SPEEDUP OVERR-MATEX’ sTran(s) IN TABLE[I] Peak m: THE PEAK DIMENSION USED INDR-MATEX FORMEVP; Mem. Ratio over TR-FTS: THE
PEAK MEMORY COMPARISON BETWEEN THE MAXIMUM MEMORY CONSUMPTON OF DR-MATEX oVER TR-FTSIN TaBLE[

Higham, Prof. Marlis Hochbruck, Junkai Jiang, Dr. John Lof43]

Design DR-MATEX Speedups Peak | Mem. Ratio

Group #] Tran(s) | Total(s) [ Max Df.(V) [ Avg Df.(V) SPDR, [ SPDR m over TR-FTS
ibmpg1t 100 14 1.9 5.3e-5 8.6e-6 4.0x 7.1x 6 1.9
ibmpg2t 100 8.9 11.4 4.6e-5 8.6e-6 4.5X 4.0% 7 1.9
ibmpg3t 100 91.7 129.9 9.6e-5 19.7e-6 2.9x% 4.4% 6 15
ibmpg4t 15 52.3 112.2 9.9e-5 27.9e-6 8.8X 3.8% 8 14
ibmpg5t 100 148.4 178.9 9.0e-5 1.1e-6 3.2X 2.6% 7 15
ibmpg6t 100 189.9 234.2 3.4e-5 7.2e-6 3.8% 4.1x 7 15
ibmpglt new 100 2.4 2.8 5.3e-5 8.6e-6 21.8% 5.0% 6 1.9
ibmpg2t new 100 5.6 7.0 4.6e-5 8.6e-6 61.6x 6.2x 7 1.9
ibmpg3t.new 100 103.0 140.9 9.8e-5 19.9e-6 25.6% 3.3% 7 15
ibmpg4t new 15 51.5 108.4 9.9e-5 27.6e-6 98.0x 6.8 8 1.4
ibmpg5t new 100 185.6 227.8 9.9e-5 2.2e-6 27.3% 4.0% 7 15
ibmpg6t new 100 274.8 317.7 3.4e-5 7.1e-6 25.5% 3.3% 7 15

[ Average | — ] — ] — ] 7.1e-5] 12.3e-6 | 26| 5x | 6.7 ] 1.6 |
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