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ABSTRACT

With the increasing development of neuromorphic platforms and
their related software tools as well as the increasing scale of spik-
ing neural network (SNN) models, there is a pressure for interoper-
able and scalable representations of network state. In response to
this, we discuss a parallel extension of a widely used format for ef-
ficiently representing sparse matrices, the compressed sparse row
(CSR), in the context of supporting the simulation and serialization
of large-scale SNNs. Sparse matrices for graph adjacency structure
provide a natural fit for describing the connectivity of an SNN, and
prior work in the area of parallel graph partitioning has developed
the distributed CSR (dCSR) format for storing and ingesting large
graphs. We contend that organizing additional network informa-
tion, such as neuron and synapse state, in alignment with its ad-
jacency as dCSR provides a straightforward partition-based distri-
bution of network state. For large-scale simulations, this means
each parallel process is only responsible for its own partition of
state, which becomes especially useful when the size of an SNN
exceeds the memory resources of a single compute node. For po-
tentially long-running simulations, this also enables network seri-
alization to and from disk (e.g. for checkpoint/restart fault-tolerant
computing) to be performed largely independently between paral-
lel processes. We also provide a potential implementation, and put
it forward for adoption within the neural computing community.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The field of neural computing has witnessed significant develop-
ments and expansions in the software frameworks, network simu-
lators, hardware platforms, and engineering tools available to the
community [1, 3, 5, 7, 10, 18, 20, 21]. Especially in the software
space, there has also been a continual push toward larger scale
experiments in line with the advancements in high performance
computing (HPC) and use of accelerators such as graphics process-
ing units (GPU) [8, 14, 16, 23]. However, alongside this expansion
of frameworks and tools is the question of their compatibility and
interoperability within a shared ecosystem. For example, a com-
mon thread of discussion is how to adequately compare and bench-
mark between different simulators and target neuromorphic plat-
forms [6, 15, 22].

Recent efforts such as Fugu have attempted to resolve the in-
teroperability between a spiking neural algorithm and different
neurormophic backends by employing only the most widely sup-
ported neuron and synapse models [1]. In the adjacent machine
learning (ML) community, there are also efforts such as the open
neural network exchange (ONNX), which provides an open format
built to represent ML models (e.g. between PyTorch and Tensor-
Flow) [2]. Perhaps most closely related to this work is the Scalable
Open Network Architecture TemplAte (SONATA) data format for
large-scale network models [4]. Although it leverages common file
formats (e.g. csv, hdf5, json), we noted some concerns due to its use
of hierarchical, population-based grouping (for both neurons and
synapses), especially with regards to data locality.

In this paper, we propose the use of a relatively straightforward
data format for interoperability and sharing of SNN models be-
tween simulators and neuromorphic hardware platforms. We base
this on the widely used compressed sparse row (CSR) format for
efficiently representing sparse matrices, and extend it to accommo-
date parallel partitions of network state. We first provide a high-
level description of this format in Section 2, a pointer to an imple-
mentation in Section 3, and finally a discussion in Section 4.

2 OVERVIEW

Compressed sparse row is a widely used format to efficiently rep-
resent sparse matrices [19]. Although there are several implemen-
tations, the central idea is to store the non-zero values of a matrix
corresponding to indexical arrays over the rows and columns. For
an (n X n) matrix with m non-zero entries, the row array is of size
n + 1, where each entry provides a prefix or cumulative sum over
the number of non-zero column indices for that row, and the last
entry in the row array is m. The column array is of size m and con-
tains the indices of the non-zeros entries for a given row-column
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pair. The corresponding value array is also of size m and simply
concatenates the non-zero values as read off in row-major order.

As an extension to this, the distributed CSR (dCSR) format was
most notably introduced for storing and ingesting large graphs
in prior work in parallel graph partitioning algorithms [12]. This
format provides an additional indexical array of size k + 1 which
supplies the prefix or cumulative sum over the number of non-
zero indices for a given k-way partitioning of the rows, where
ni + nz + - -- + ni = n. Furthermore, the original CSR value and
column arrays are split into multiple arrays along these partitions
and my+mg+---+mp =m.

To compare, for an SNN, a natural representation of the con-
nectivity and overall network structure is as a directed graph [24].
Vertices V(G) = {v1,0g, . ..,0,} correspond to the spiking neurons,
and edges E(G) = {e1,e2,...,em} correspond to the synaptic con-
nections. The direction of an edge ¢; : v; — vj, fori,j € 1,...,n
and [ € 1,...,m corresponds to the propagation of an event (e.g. a
spike) from the presynaptic neuron v; to the postsynaptic neuron
vj. We may further partition this graph by splitting up the vertices
such that |Vi| + V2| + - - - + |Vi| = |V], known as a k-way partition.
Here, edges may be assigned to a given partition based on their
source vertex or their target vertex. With respect to the communi-
cation and computational patterns for SNNs, typically with synap-
tic weights applying current on their target neuron, colocating a
directed edge with its target vertex is more sensible.

We can see that there is essentially an isomorphism between the
rows and columns of a sparse matrix to the vertices and edges of
an SNN graph. The main difference is that for an SNN, the vertices
and edges typically carry far more additional information (e.g. con-
nection delays, neural and synaptic states) than may be afforded by
the standard, single non-zero entry in the value array. To address
this, we suggest the extension to simply allow for tuples of values
to be associated with the column array (as well as tuples of values
to be associated with the row array). Because the amount of nec-
essary unique state for any given vertex or edge will depend on
its specific model dynamics, we may also introduce an additional
model dictionary to provide tuple sizes.

3 SERIALIZATION FORMAT

Transitioning from this high-level description to a more concrete
implementation is actually fairly straightforward. In fact, we may
simply extend the dCSR format such as used by ParMETIS [13].
This has the added advantage that we may directly interoperate
with existing graph partitioning tools. Although generally less mem-
ory efficient on-disk than in simulation, we also opt to serialize to
plain-text files for portability.

Instead of serializing a graph adjacency as two contiguous ar-
rays of row offsets and column indices, respectively, one of the
shortcuts implemented by ParMETIS is to implicitly index the row
by its line number in a given .adjcy.k (adjacency) file and then
list its column indices as space-separated values. Because the en-
tire file must be read in from disk for processing, the initialization
of data structures such as the row offsets can be computed at run-
time. The partitioning offsets are still needed, however, and these
are supplied through a separate .dist (distribution) file.
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As additional information to a geometric partitioner, we also
initialize a . coord. k (coordinate) file corresponding to the spatial
coordinates of a vertex (x, y,z) within a cartesian coordinate sys-
tem. This becomes especially useful when network sizes exceed the
memory requirements for advanced partitioners and may need to
fall back to simple voxel-based partitioning.

For the main network . state.k (state) files, we supply a space-
separated list of string-based model identifiers and tuples of state
data. We opt to colocate the vertex and edge models together, re-
sulting in a file that begins with a vertex identifier and its state,
and followed by edge identifiers and state for each of the incom-
ing connections. Of note here is that because the adjacency file for
graph partitioning is typically undirected as opposed to directed,
we additionally include special ‘none’ model identifiers with no as-
sociated state for edge where there is an outgoing connection but
no incoming one. As mentioned previously, we also introduce a
.model file which provides a mapping between the string-based
model identifiers and the size of its state tuple, as well as shared
model parameters.

There are also .event.k (event) files which provide serializa-
tion of any simulation events “in-flight” that have not yet been
processed on the target vertex due to connection delays. These in-
clude space-separated tuples of the source vertex, arrival time, the
event type, and any associated data.

Here, we point to an implementation of this distributed file for-
mat in the Simulation Tool for Asynchronous Cortical Streams
(STACS) simulator [23]. Incidentally, STACS was built from the
ground up for parallel simulation using the Charm++ parallel pro-
gramming framework which essentially forces serialization for the
packing-unpacking of messages between parallel objects to sup-
port fault-tolerant computing [11]. In effect, this enabled the de-
coupling of the network generation process and the simulation
process through an intermediate serialized representation. It also
served as an efficient format to snapshot of the network state for
checkpointing-restarting and offline analysis.

As a comparative scalability example, we built and serialized the
cortical microcircuit model consisting of roughly 76K neurons and
0.3B synapses [17], resulting in about 12GB on disk (regardless of
the number of partitions). For a 2x (in neurons) for 154K neurons
and 1.2B synapses, our result was about 49GB on disk. This is ef-
fectively linear cost in number of synapses.

4 DISCUSSION

What makes the extended dCSR format particularly appealing is
that it draws from pre-existing, widely used formats that are in-
tuitive to understand. For our implementation, all of the network
state is serialized into essentially four main types of parallel files
(adjacency, coordinate, state, and event), and there is also little
overhead in storage costs with the introduction of few additional
metadata files (dist, model). Due to its simplicity, it also becomes
relatively straightforward to interoperate with popular graph anal-
ysis packages such as NetworkX and its directed graph data struc-
ture [9].

Beyond its simplicity, we also contend that a partition-based dis-
tribution of network state makes dCSR more immediately suitable



for computational parallelism, whether its target platform is be-
tween different nodes for simulation or between different chips on
neuromorphic hardware. Furthermore, as a result of its lineage in
graph partitioners, such a serialization may also be readily used
to inform a potential repartitioning of an SNN model such that it
may optimally fit to different backends. For these reasons, we put
forward the extended dCSR data format for adoption within the
neural computing community.
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