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Abstract
Recent advances in large language models have brought
immense value to the world, with their superior capabili-
ties stemming from the massive number of parameters they
utilize. However, even the GPUs with the highest memory
capacities, currently peaking at 80GB, are far from suffi-
cient to accommodate these vast parameters and their as-
sociated optimizer states when conducting stochastic gra-
dient descent-based optimization. One approach to hosting
such huge models is to aggregate device memory from many
GPUs. In particular, it takes 32 NVIDIA A100 GPUs to fit a
model with 100 billion parameters for fine-tuning. However,
this approach introduces prohibitive costs for most academic
researchers, who always have a limited budget for many
high-end GPU servers. In this paper, we focus on huge model
fine-tuning on a single, even low-end, GPU in a commodity
server, which is accessible to most AI researchers. In such
a scenario, the state-of-the-art work ZeRO-Infinity suffers
from two severe issues when running in a commodity server:
1) low GPU utilization due to inefficient swapping, and 2)
limited trainable model size due to CPU memory capacity.
The underlying reason is that ZeRO-Infinity is optimized for
running on high-end GPU servers.

To this end, we present Fuyou, a low-cost training frame-
work that enables efficient 100B huge model fine-tuning
on a low-end server with a low-end GPU and limited CPU
memory capacity. The key idea is to add the SSD-CPU com-
munication as an optimization dimension and thus carefully
co-optimize computation and data swapping from a system-
atic approach to maximize GPU utilization. To do so, Fuyou
consists of three innovations. First, we propose a synchro-
nous out-of-core CPU optimizer that overlaps with backward
propagation tomaximize the GPU utilization. Second, we pro-
pose a GPU-CPU-SSD fully-pipelined activation swapping
mechanism to allow for a significantly larger model fine-
tuning. Third, we present an automatic activation swapping
management to automatically determine the optimal amount
of swapping activations so as to minimize the epoch time.
The experimental results show that 1) Fuyou is able to fine-
tune 175B GPT-3 on a consumer GPU RTX 4090 with high
GPU utilization, while ZeRO-Infinity fails to fine-tune; and
2) when training a small GPT-3 13B model, Fuyou achieves
156 TFLOPS on an RTX 4090 GPU while ZeRO-Infinity only
achieves 45 TFLOPS.

1 Introduction
Large language models (LLMs) have drawn the world’s atten-
tion due to their impressive accuracy in various natural lan-
guage processing jobs [5, 8, 39, 46, 58] including various data
management tasks [12, 54]. Along with advances in Trans-
former models are their fast-growing model sizes; in recent
years, the model size of dense transformer models has grown
from 1.5B (GPT-2 [39]) to 540B (PaLM [7]). However, even the
GPUs with the highest memory capacities, currently peak-
ing at 80GB, are far from sufficient to accommodate these
vast parameters and their associated optimizer states when
conducting stochastic gradient descent-based optimization.
One approach to hosting such huge models is to aggregate
device memory from many GPUs [24, 25, 47, 59]. For exam-
ple, it takes 32 NVIDIA A100 GPUs to fit a model with 100
billion parameters for training. However, training such huge
models from scratch requires millions of GPU hours and thus
introduces prohibitive costs for most academic researchers,
who always have a limited budget for many high-end GPU
servers. Fortunately, a pre-trained model could be used in
various downstream AI tasks via fine-tuning [34, 53]. In this
paper, we focus on huge model fine-tuning on a single, even
low-end, GPU in a commodity server, which is accessible to
most AI researchers.
Existing methods [29, 37, 40, 45, 55, 60] exploit heteroge-

neous storage to train an LLM, the state-of-the-art method
ZeRO-Infinity [41] utilizes GPU, CPU, and NVMe memory
to fine-tune huge models on high-end GPU servers. In par-
ticular, ZeRO-Infinity offloads parameters, gradients, and
optimizer states from GPU memory to CPU memory and
even to NVMe storage, and offloads activations to host mem-
ory if necessary, thereby enabling the fine-tuning of huge
models under limited GPU memory. ZeRO-Infinity performs
weight updates on the CPU so as to reduce the massive data
transfer of optimizer states. Even though existing works al-
low a huge model fine-tuning on a high-end GPU server,
they still suffer from two severe issues when fine-tuning on
a consumer GPU RTX 4090 of a commodity server.1

• LimitedMaximumTrainableModel Size. ZeRO-Infinity
fails to fine-tune a 65B model when the host memory ca-
pacity is smaller than 512 GB.

∗Equal contribution.
1Two issues remain on a A100-80G GPU.
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• Low GPU Utilization. Even with a sufficient amount
of host memory, ZeRO-Infinity achieves only 26% GPU
utilization when fine-tuning a 65B model.

The underlying reason is that the existing works are orig-
inally designed for many high-end GPU servers such as
DGX-2 with high-end GPUs and huge CPU memory, rather
than for a commodity server. Furthermore, fine-tuning on
many high-end servers does not really need to offload acti-
vations and optimizer states to SSDs. In a nutshell, we first
identify two unique technical issues that prevent the exist-
ing offloading works such as ZeRO-Infinity from achieving
high performance when fine-tuning a huge model on a low-
end server with a low-end GPU and limited CPU memory
capacity.
1, Serializing Synchronous Out-of-core Optimizer and
Backward Propagation. The existing works such as ZeRO-
Infinity rely on CPUs to implement synchronous out-of-core
optimizer whose states are materialized into SSDs, such that
ZeRO-Infinity is able to fine-tune a larger model. However,
these works do not overlap the out-of-core optimizer with
backward propagation to preserve model synchronization.
As such, ZeRO-Infinity needs a significant amount of time
to update optimizer states. For example, the CPU optimizer
consumes up to 70% of the total training time.2
2, Activations Only Offloaded to CPUMemory, not Fur-
ther to SSDs. The existing works such as ZeRO-Infinity are
designed to run on many high-end servers, and thus only
offload activations to host memory, not further to SSDs, be-
cause these high-end servers have the sufficient large aggre-
gated memory capacity to accommodate activations. How-
ever, such an offloading mechanism incurs high pressure on
host memory capacity in a commodity server, because the
host memory is also shared by other offloaded objects such
as optimizer. Therefore, the existing works do not consider
offload activations to SSDs so as to allow a larger model
fine-tuning.
It becomes common wisdom that offloading optimizer

states or activations to SSDs when fine-tuning a 100B model
yields a significantly lower GPU utilization [41, 49]. In this
paper, we ask:
Can we fine-tune a 100B model with a low-end GPU in a
commodity server while keeping high GPU utilization?
To this end, we present Fuyou, a low-cost training frame-

work that enables efficient 100B huge model fine-tuning on
a low-end server with a low-end GPU and limited CPU mem-
ory capacity. The key idea is to add SSDs as an optimization
dimension for efficient activation swapping and synchronous
out-of-core optimizer that overlaps with backward propaga-
tion. In particular, Fuyou consists of three innovations.

2The asynchronous approach such as Angel-PTM [29] presents an out-of-
core optimizer which is overlapped with backward propagation, however, it
adopts an asynchronous optimizer updating policy that could affect model
training convergence. Therefore, they are beyond the scope of this paper.

• SynchronousOut-of-coreCPUOptimizerOverlapped
with Backward Propagation. In order to maximize GPU
utilization when fine-tuning on a single GPU, we propose
a synchronous out-of-core CPU optimizer that overlaps
with backward propagation so as to remove the optimizer
stage, where the CPU updates the optimizer states and
the GPU is entirely idle. At the same time, Fuyou does
not compromise any training convergence rate due to its
synchronous model update.

• GPU-CPU-SSD Fully-Pipelined Activation Swapping.
In order to maximize the trainable model size, we pro-
pose a GPU-CPU-SSD fully-pipelined activation swapping
technology that enables efficient data swapping between
GPU memory, CPU memory, and NVMe SSDs to enable a
commodity server to fine-tune a huge model, whose size
is limited by SSD capacity, rather than CPU/GPU memory
size.

• Automatic Activation Swapping Management. The
existing swapping and recomputation works such as Ca-
puchin [37] only consider GPU PCIe traffic and activation
recomputation overhead to determine the amount of swap-
ping activations such that the PCIe communication time
is roughly equal to the backward propagation time be-
cause these works do not overlap optimizer and backward
propagation. However, Fuyou overlaps the synchronous
out-of-core CPU optimizer with backward propagation
and thus poses a new challenge to Fuyou on how to deter-
mine the exact amount of swapping activations given that
1) the maximal time of backward propagation time and
optimizer time could be used to swap activations, and 2) ac-
tivation swapping and out-of-core CPU optimizer compete
for precious SSD bandwidth and GPU PCIe bandwidth. To
this end, we propose an automatic activation swapping
management mechanism to automatically determine the
amount of swapping activations such that the epoch time
is minimized when training on a single GPU in a commod-
ity server. The key contribution of automatic activation
swapping management is to build a cost model to roughly
predict the epoch time given a certain amount of swap-
ping activations. Given the cost model, Fuyou considers all
the possible amounts of swapping activations, estimates
their corresponding epoch times, and finally chooses the
smallest estimation cost.
We implement Fuyou on the popular deep learning frame-

work PyTorch [35]. We evaluate Fuyou on either NVIDIA
A100-80GB [32] or RTX 4090 [33] in a commodity server.
When fine-tuning a GPT-3 175B model, Fuyou achieves 87
TFLOPS (53% of peak FLOPs3) on 4090 and 172 TFLOPS on
A100-80GB (86% of peak FLOPs), while ZeRO-Infinity and
Colossal-AI fail to fine-tune. When fine-tuning a GPT-3 13B
model on RTX 4090, Fuyou reaches up to 3.47× TFLOPS
compared to ZeRO-Infinity.
3Peak FLOPs is measured by benchmarking a transformer block, which
might be different from theoretical FLOPs.
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Table 1. Comparison of Fuyou with different solutions for large-scale model fine-tuning.
Activation Offloading Optimizer Stage

to CPU memory to SSD Out-of-core
Overlapped

w/ Backward Stage Synchronous

vDNN++ [48]
SwapAdvisor [15]
Beaumont et al. [4]
STR [61]
Capuchin [37]
SuperNeurons [55]
DeFiNES [23]
L2L [38]
ZeRO-Offload [44]
ZeRO-Infinity [41]
STRONGHOLD [49]
Angel-PTM [29]

Fuyou

2 Background
2.1 Deep Learning Training
Training Stages. A deep learning model consists of mul-
tiple layers of mathematical functions. To get the model
converged, the training procedure takes multiple training
iterations. Each iteration consists of three stages:
• 1) Forward stage, where the model takes training data as
input and computes the error values. Each layer gets the
output activations of the previous layer and delivers the
output activations to the next layer.

• 2) Backward stage, where the error values are propagated
from the last layer to the first layer to compute the gradi-
ents. Each layer gets the error values from the next layer,
computes the gradient of each parameter according to the
error values and input activations, and delivers the output
error values to the previous layer.

• 3) Optimizer stage, where the parameters are updated
according to gradients. For LLMs, to increase the model
convergency, Adam optimizer [19] is generally adopted. In
Adam optimizer, auxiliary optimizer states are introduced
to smooth the parameter update process.

Memory Footprint. In deep learning training, memory us-
age mainly consists of two components: 1) Model states,
including parameters, gradients, and optimizer states. Gradi-
ents are produced in the backward stage and consumed in
the optimizer stage, while parameters and optimizer states
are kept throughout the training process. The size of model
states is only proportional to the model size. 2) Intermediate
values, namely activations. Activations are produced in the
forward stage and consumed in the backward stage. The
size of activations is decided by model size, batch size, and
sequence length.
Activation Checkpointing. Activation checkpointing is a
mechanism to reduce the memory footprint in deep learn-
ing training. When activation checkpointing is applied, dur-
ing the forward stage, only a subset of activations is saved,

namely checkpoints, while others are discarded. During the
backward stage, when performing the backward propagation
of a layer whose input activations are discarded, extra for-
ward propagation from the last checkpoint is performed to
get the discarded activation. The extra forward propagation
is called recomputation.
Activation Swapping. Activation swapping is another
mechanism for memory saving. Since the activations are
produced in the forward stage and consumed in the back-
ward stage, when activation swapping is applied, during the
forward stage, activations are swapped out from GPU mem-
ory after being produced, and during the backward stage,
they are swapped into GPU memory before being consumed.
Activation swapping can be combined with the checkpoint-
ing mechanism, where activations are either swapped out
or discarded after being produced during the forward stage.
In this case, activation swapping trades off communication
volume for recomputation overhead.

2.2 Optimizations of ZeRO-Offload and
ZeRO-Infinity

ZeRO-Infinity [41] is the state-of-the-art training method
utilizing heterogeneous storage to train large models. It’s
integrated into DeepSpeed [42], an optimized deep learning
library specifically for large-scale models. Besides ZeRO-
Infinity, DeepSpeed also integrates ZeRO-Offload [44], an
optimization method that offloads model states to the CPU
memory. In this subsection, we will introduce the optimiza-
tions of these two methods.
Memory Management Optimizations. To enable larger
model size with limited GPUmemory, ZeRO-Offload offloads
model states to CPU memory, while ZeRO-Infinity further
offloads model states to NVMe SSDs. For activations, both
ZeRO-Offload and ZeRO-Infinity adopt activation check-
pointing and activation swapping to reduce the GPU mem-
ory footprint of activations. The two methods only check-
point activations between transformer blocks, while users
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(a) Largest model under different CPU memory limits. (b) GPU utilization under different batch sizes. (c) Proportions of optimizer stage in a training step.

Figure 1. The two issues of ZeRO-Infinity motivates the design of Fuyou. We perform the experiments on A100-80GB GPU.

can set how many transformer blocks between checkpoints.
ZeRO-Offload retains checkpoints in GPU memory, while
ZeRO-Infinity further offloads checkpoints to CPU memory.
Checkpoints are not offloaded to SSDs in both two methods.
Optimizer Stage Optimizations. In ZeRO-Offload and
ZeRO-Infinity, the forward and backward stages are exe-
cuted on GPU while the optimizer stage is executed on CPU.
ZeRO-Offload and ZeRO-Infinity are originally based on
ZeRO distributed training strategy [40], and thus shard op-
timizer states across multiple nodes, with each node only
updating a portion of the model parameters and obtaining
updated parameters from other nodes through collective
communication. Therefore, each node only performs part
of the parameter update during the optimizer stage, reduc-
ing the computational pressure on the CPU. Furthermore,
to further hide computational overhead on the CPU, ZeRO-
Infinity claims to provide a “one-step delayed parameter up-
date” mechanism, which overlaps the optimizer stage with
the forward and backward stages of the next iteration. How-
ever, with this mechanism, parameter update is asynchro-
nous with forward and backward stages, which affects the
model convergence and, thus is not preferred by most data
scientists. Moreover, the open-source implementation of the
DeepSpeed library doesn’t provide the delayed parameter
update function for ZeRO-Offload.

3 Motivation
ZeRO-Infinity is originally designed for high-end DGX-2 [31]
servers, rather than for a commodity server with a single
GPU. Therefore, ZeRO-Infinity works badly in a commodity
server with only one GPU. In the following, we identify two
concrete severe issues that prevent ZeRO-Infinity from al-
lowing efficient fine-tuning of a huge model on a commodity
server with a single GPU as below:

3.1 Supporting Limited Trainable Model Size under
Limited CPU Memory Capacity

ZeRO-Infinity fails to fine-tune a 175Bmodel on a commodity
server with limited CPU memory capacity. To quantitatively
validate the effect of CPUmemory capacity on ZeRO-Infinity,
we intend to fine-tune GPT-3 [5] models of different sizes

on our server, whose detailed configurations are shown in
Subsection 5.1. The batch size is 1 to minimize its effect.
Figure 1a illustrates the maximum trainable model size

of ZeRO-Infinity under different CPU memory sizes, where
the storage space is 48TB, far beyond the sufficient storage
space to accommodate the whole training. We observe that
the maximum trainable model that ZeRO-Infinity can fine-
tune is highly constrained by the CPU memory capacity.
For example, ZeRO-Infinity can only fine-tune a 65B model
with 512GB CPU memory. The underlying reason is that
ZeRO-Infinity can only offload activations to CPU memory,
rather than further to NVMe SSDs. Such offloading causes
high pressure on CPU memory, which is shared by other
intermediate objects.

3.2 Low GPU Utilization when Fine-tuning a Small
Model on a Single GPU

We quantitatively analyze the GPU utilization when fine-
tuning a small model on a single GPU A100-80G.4 Figure 1b
illustrates the ratio of GPU busy time over the total elapsed
time within one iteration when varying the batch size. We
observe that the GPU utilization is only 28% even when the
batch size used is relatively large (such as 32). The underlying
main reason is two-fold:
• HeavyWeightUpdateOverhead.To accommodate larger
models with limited GPU memory capacity, ZeRO-Infinity
stores FP32 optimizer states on SSDs and performs the
weight updates on the CPU. However, ZeRO-Infinity up-
dates weights and optimizer states once after a forward
propagation stage and a backward propagation stage, indi-
cating that the CPU optimizer stage does not overlap with
forward and backward propagation, where GPU compu-
tation occurs. Throughout the weight update stage, the
GPU is idle, with no communication or computation tasks
being executed on the GPU. In distributed training, ZeRO-
Infinity evenly distributes optimizer states across all ma-
chines. By aggregating memory bandwidth and SSD-to-
CPU bandwidth from many nodes, the CPU Adam [19]

4We choose A100-80G, rather than 4090, because 4090 has higher compute
power while A100-80G has higher IO bandwidth such as memory, and thus
A100 has less opportunity to be bounded by IO.
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(a) ZeRO-Infinity: 1) serializing optimizer and backward propagation, and 2) almost serializing GPU compute and PCIe communication.

(b) Fuyou w/o overlapping: 1) overlapping GPU compute and SSD-CPU-GPU communication. (c) Fuyou = Fuyou w/o overlapping + 2) overlapping optimizer
and backward propagation.

Figure 2. Comparison of Fuyou and ZeRO-Infinity.

contributes a trivial time proportion of each iteration. How-
ever, when training with only one GPU within a server,
updating the complete set of optimizer parameters can be a
highly time-consuming task. Figure 1c shows the time pro-
portion of the CPU optimizer stage to the training step in
ZeRO-Infinity. We observe that the optimizer stage takes
40%~70% of the training step, during which the GPU is
completely idle. This significantly affects the achievable
GPU utilization rate.

• Almost Serial Execution of Computation and Com-
munication during Forward and Backward Propaga-
tion. Figure 2a illustrates the concrete dataflow of ZeRO-
Infinity that trains a 13B model on an A100-80G GPU with
a batch size of 32. From the NVIDIA Nsight™ Systems [30],
we observe that during forward and backward propagation,
the GPU kernel does not overlap with CPU-GPU and CPU-
SSD communications too much, because ZeRO-Infinity
does not optimize the communication-computation over-
lapping when gradients and parameters are offloaded to
SSDs. For example, 𝑃𝑖 (SSD to CPU), 𝑃𝑖 (CPU to GPU),
𝐶𝑖
𝐺
(GPU), and 𝐴𝑖 (GPU to CPU) are serialized during the

forward propagation.

4 Design of Fuyou
4.1 Design Overview
To address these issues of ZeRO-Infinity, we present Fuyou,
a low-cost training framework that enables efficient 100B

Figure 3. Fuyou Overview.

huge model fine-tuning on a low-end server with a low-end
GPU. The key idea is to add the SSD-CPU communication
as an optimization dimension for pipelining and thus care-
fully co-optimize computation and data swapping from a
systematic approach to maximize GPU utilization and the
model size that Fuyou can fine-tune. Fuyou consists of four
main components: 1) A profiling stage that collects essential
data for Fuyou’s automatic swapping management (Subsec-
tion 4.2), 2) Synchronous out-of-core CPU optimizer over-
lapped with backward propagation which avoids GPU being
idle during optimizer stage while not compromising train-
ing convergence rate (Subsection 4.3), 3) A fully pipelined
activation swapping mechanism that enables fully-pipelined
GPU-CPU-SSD two-level activation swapping which enables
fine-tuning a larger model size (Subsection 4.4), and 4) An
automatic activation scheduling strategy that automatically
determines the amount of swapping activations to further
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minimize epoch time (Subsection 4.5). Figure 3 illustrates the
overall structure of Fuyou.

4.2 Profiling Stage
In the profiling stage, Fuyou gathers essential data from both
model and hardware settings for further optimizations.
Profiling Setting. In this stage, Fuyou offloads all activa-
tions and model states to NVMe SSDs without enabling any
optimizations, thus all computations and communications
are executed in serial. As such, we can get roughly accurate
predictions on the computation/communication cost of each
layer.
ProfilingGoals. In this stage, Fuyouwill produce the follow-
ing information. First, it takes the PyTorch model definition
during initialization. During runtime, it parses each operator
via PyTorch hooks and then gets the sizes of activations and
parameters for each operator. Besides, it records the compu-
tation time of each operator during forward computation.
Second, it gets the system topology and memory capacity
from hardware settings during initialization, monitors the
maximum PCIe bandwidth of each PCIe link, and maximum
CPU memory and GPU memory usage.

4.3 Backward Propagation and Optimizer
Overlapping

In order to maximize GPU utilization, we propose a syn-
chronous out-of-core CPU optimizer that overlaps with back-
ward propagation. Our optimizer is based on ZeRO-Infinity’s
synchronous out-of-core CPU optimizer. In this subsection,
we will explain the opportunity and our concrete design to
make the optimizer overlap with the backward stage.
Overlapping Opportunity. The model training process
in Fuyou on one GPU involves the following computation
and communication resources: GPU computation (R1), CPU
computation (R2), CPU-to-GPU communication (R3), GPU-
to-CPU communication (R4), and SSD I/O (R5). Note that
SSD I/O is simplex so only one direction can be utilized at
the same time. During backward propagation, R1, R3, R4, R5
are utilized while R2 is spare. During optimizer stage, R2,
R5 are utilized while R1, R3, R4 are spare. Except for SSD
I/O, these two stages utilize completely different resources.
This leaves the potential for overlapping the two stages to
accelerate the training process.

Moreover, overlapping backward and optimizer stages can
reduce the overall SSD I/O as well. Without overlapping, dur-
ing backward propagation, when GPU computes gradients,
they need to be temporarily stored in SSDs until being used
for the optimizer stage. When the two stages are overlapped,
gradients produced in backward propagation can be directly
consumed by the optimizer process, without having to be
stored in SSDs. Therefore, overlapping backward and opti-
mizer stages is beneficial for all cases. When SSD I/O is the
system bottleneck throughout the two stages, which occurs
when the batch size and the number of SSDs are both small,

overlapping the two stages saves SSD I/O for gradients, thus
reducing the overall training time. When SSD I/O is not the
bottleneck, the two stages have no conflict in computation
and communication resources, so overlapping the two stages
can naturally reduce the overall training time.
Concrete Design. Figure 2c illustrates an example of over-
lapping the two stages. At initialization, the main training
process launches a CPU subprocess for optimizer compu-
tation. The two processes are completely decoupled aside
from necessary synchronizations. Synchronizations are done
via CUDA events provided by PyTorch. When performing
computation tasks on the GPU, the corresponding operator’s
optimizer state is asynchronously prefetched to the CPU.
After the gradient computation is completed on the GPU
and offloaded to the CPU memory, the CPU asynchronously
performs the Adam computation, while the GPU continues
to execute the computation for the next operator. In this
example, the execution time for the overlapped backward-
optimizer stage is not significantly increased compared to
the individual backward stage.
Fuyou also tends to improve the parallelism within the

optimizer process. In Fuyou, weight updates are performed in
parameter groups. In a serialized setting, the whole workflow
is divided into three steps: 1) Reading optimizer states of
group 𝑖 from the SSDs, 2) Updating optimizer states of group
𝑖 , 3) Writing the updated data of group 𝑖 back to the SSDs.
In this case, CPU computation and SSD I/O are serialized.
In Fuyou, we adopt a delayed write-back strategy, i.e., the
write-back of group 𝑖 is performed after the update of group
𝑖−1 is completed. By doing so, step 2 can be overlapped with
steps 1 and 3, thereby better utilizing CPU computation and
SSD I/O resources.

4.4 Fully Pipelined Activation Swapping
Figure 2b illustrates an example of Fuyou’s pipelined exe-
cution strategy. During forward and backward propagation,
Fuyou intends to overlap GPU computation and PCIe com-
munication (SSD-CPU and CPU-GPU) to its best. During the
optimizer stage, Fuyou overlaps CPU computation and SSD
accesses as well. As such, this strategy ensures maximum
GPU utilization during forward and backward propagation,
therefore solving ZeRO-Infinity’s serial execution issue.

The design of the deeply pipelined pipeline strategy is not
trivial. The main challenge is to determine when to prefetch
data and how much data to prefetch. Insufficient prefetching
results in the serialization of communication and compu-
tation, while excessive prefetching introduces unnecessary
pressure on GPU memory, thus limiting the trainable model
size.
To efficiently implement the execution strategy without

compromising the trainable model size, we propose a GPU-
memory-aware FIFO prefetching mechanism. With the peak
GPUmemory utilization acquired in the profiling stage Fuyou
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allocates the rest of the GPU memory spaces for the prefetch-
ing parameters and activations. Therefore, Fuyou creates a
FIFO buffer for storing parameters, activations, and gradi-
ents which could be used for the pipelined communication.
Whenever the FIFO buffer is empty, Fuyou prefetches acti-
vations and parameters of the next layers so as to maximize
GPU utilization.
This design solves the two problems. First, it determines

when to prefetch since data required by the current module
can simply be retrieved from the prefetch queue. Second, it
resolves the issue of the prefetch data volume, as we max-
imize prefetching within the constraints of available GPU
memory. Initially, we determine the size of the data prefetch-
ing queue within the GPU. Subsequently, based on the ratio
of the GPU-CPU bandwidth to the SSD-CPU bandwidth, we
ascertain the size of the data prefetching queue in the CPU.

Moreover, to make efficient use of CPU storage resources
and make the system more flexible, Fuyou dynamically de-
cides the offloading location of activation. When the CPU
memory resources are sufficient to store activations, activa-
tions are stored in the CPU memory instead of offloaded to
SSDs to reduce the SSD I/O pressure.

4.5 Automatic Activation Scheduling
We utilize activation checkpointing to reduce memory us-
age and further offload activation checkpoints to SSDs to
free up storage space on GPUs and CPUs. Since activation
recomputation brings overhead in GPU computation, to min-
imize the recomputation overhead, we propose an automatic
activation swapping management mechanism, which auto-
matically determines the amount of swapping activations.
Notations. Notations in this subsection are listed below.
𝑁SSD is the number of SSDs used, ℎ is the hidden dimen-
sions of the model, 𝑙 is the number of layers, 𝑏 is the batch
size, 𝑠 is the sequence length, and 𝑝 is the total parameter
count. These values are decided by training settings. Besides,
𝐵𝑊𝐺𝑃𝑈 is the PCIe bandwidth between GPU and CPU, 𝑇f is
the execution time of the forward stage, 𝑇 comp

f is the GPU
compute time during the forward stage, 𝑇 comp

o is the CPU
compute time for the optimizer, 𝐵𝑊S2C is the bandwidth from
a single SSD to CPU, and 𝐵𝑊C2S is the bandwidth from CPU
to a single SSD, 𝑇𝑝𝑢𝑡f is the GPU throughput in FLOPS dur-
ing the forward stage. These values are acquired during the
profiling stage. 𝐷f denotes the communication volume of
activation checkpoints from GPU to SSD during the forward
propagation stage, while 𝐷b+o denotes the checkpoint com-
munication volume from SSD to GPU during the overlapped
backward-optimizer stage. Since 𝐷f and 𝐷b+o are equivalent,
in the following text we only discuss 𝐷f .
How many activations need to be swapped? Our opti-
mization goal is to select an appropriate 𝐷f to minimize the
total time of the entire training phase 𝑇iter, which can be

expressed in Equation 1.

𝑇iter = 𝑇f +𝑇b+o (1)

For the forward stage, the execution time is the maximum
among the actual time for forward computation on the GPU
𝑇 com
f , the data communication time between GPU and CPU

𝑇GPU
f , and the data communication time between SSD and
CPU 𝑇 SSD

f . This can be expressed by Equation 2.

𝑇f = max
(
𝑇
comp
f ,𝑇GPU

f ,𝑇 SSD
f

)
(2)

Here, 𝑇f and 𝑇
comp
f is measured during the profile stage.

Communication times 𝑇GPU
f and 𝑇 SSD

f can be estimated by
communication volume divided by bandwidth. Here, the
data size of fp16 parameters in the SSD-CPU-GPU path is 2𝑝 .
Communication in GPU is duplex, thus the communication
time between GPU and CPU 𝑇GPU

f is the maximum in two
directions, which can be estimated by Equation 3. Commu-
nication in SSD is simplex, thus the communication time
between SSD and CPU 𝑇 SSD

f is the sum of two directions,
which can be estimated by Equation 4.

𝑇GPU
f = max

(
2𝑝

𝐵𝑊GPU
,

𝐷f

𝐵𝑊GPU

)
(3)

𝑇 SSD
f =

2𝑝
𝐵𝑊S2C𝑁SSD

+ 𝐷f

𝐵𝑊C2S𝑁SSD
(4)

For the overlapped backward-optimizer stage, the execu-
tion time is the maximum among the computation time on
the GPU 𝑇

comp
b , the optimizer execution time on the CPU

𝑇
comp
o , the data communication time between GPU and CPU

𝑇GPU
b+o , and the data communication time between SSD and
CPU 𝑇 SSD

b+o , which can be expressed by Equation 5.

𝑇b+o = max
(
𝑇
comp
b ,𝑇

comp
o ,𝑇GPU

b+o ,𝑇 SSD
b+o

)
(5)

Here,𝑇 comp
o can be measured during the profile stage. Sim-

ilar to the forward stage, the communication times 𝑇GPU
b+o

and 𝑇 SSD
b+o can be estimated by the communication volume

divided by bandwidth. During the overlapped backward and
optimizer stage, fp16 parameters are transferred in the SSD-
CPU-GPU path, fp16 gradients are transferred from GPU to
CPU, fp32 model states are read from SSD to CPU, while the
updated fp32 model states and fp16 parameters are written
from CPU to SSD. Therefore, the communication times can
be estimated by Equation 6 and 7.

𝑇GPU
b+o = max

(
2𝑝

𝐵𝑊GPU
,
2𝑝 + 𝐷f

𝐵𝑊GPU

)
(6)

𝑇 SSD
b+o =

12𝑝 + 2𝑝 + 𝐷f

𝐵𝑊S2C𝑁SSD
+ 12𝑝 + 2𝑝
𝐵𝑊C2S𝑁SSD

(7)

As for GPU computation time for backward stage 𝑇 comp
b ,

it equals the time for backward propagation plus the time
for recomputation. The backward propagation time can be
estimated as two times the forward time 2×𝑇 com

fw . Let 𝑅𝐶 (𝐷f )
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be the time for recomputation. Since more activations are
swapped, less time is required for recomputation,𝑅𝐶 (𝐷f ) is a
decreasing function of 𝐷f . Therefore,𝑇

comp
b can be estimated

as Equation 8.

𝑇
comp
b = 2 ×𝑇

comp
f + 𝑅𝐶 (𝐷f ) (8)

From the above analysis,𝑇 comp
f and𝑇 comp

o are independent
of 𝐷f .𝑇

comp
f is related to the model size and batch size, while

𝑇
comp
o is only related to the model size. For𝑇GPU

f ,𝑇 SSD
f ,𝑇GPU

b+o ,
and 𝑇 SSD

b+o , increasing 𝐷f increases execution time. Besides,
increasing 𝐷f will decrease the execution time of 𝑇 comp

b .
On the other hand, the amount of activation checkpoint

data is constrained by GPU memory capacity. Too few check-
points can lead to an excessive number of temporary inter-
mediate variables generated during backward propagation,
risking memory overflow. To implement an adaptive swap
scheduling strategy while avoiding memory overflow, we set
the initial value of 𝐷f to user-determined 𝐷start during the
profile stage. By default, 𝐷start is set to apply one activation
checkpoint for each transformer block, which is the strat-
egy adopted by ZeRO-Infinity. This initial strategy doesn’t
lead to a significant communication overhead, since the total
parameter size for a transformer block is 12 × ℎ × ℎ bytes
while saving the activation for each transformer block only
requires 𝑏 × 𝑠 × ℎ bytes GPU space. For large LLMs, ℎ is
often large, thus the activation size is small compared to the
parameter size.
After initializing 𝐷f , the automatic scheduling engine

adaptively iterates 𝐷f for each training iteration. We attempt
to reduce the overall training time by increasing 𝐷f , as de-
creasing 𝐷f from its initial value carries the risk of memory
overflow. However, we can only reduce the overall training
time by swapping more activations when GPU backward
propagation is the bottleneck for the overlapped backward
and optimizer stage, i.e.,𝑇b+o = 𝑇

comp
b . This usually occurs in

scenarios with larger batch sizes. In other cases, increasing
the swap of activations leads to an increase in overall train-
ing time. Besides, the upper bound of our overall training
time benefit 𝑇𝑀𝐴𝑋 can be computed by Equation 9.

𝑇max = 𝑇
comp
b −max(𝑇GPU

b+o ,𝑇 SSD
b+o ) (9)

Therefore, the upper bound for 𝐷f can be defined as Equa-
tion 10 shows.

𝐷max = 𝑇max ×min(𝐵𝑊𝐺𝑃𝑈 , 𝐵𝑊C2S𝑁SSD, 𝐵𝑊S2C𝑁SSD) (10)

Since increasing 𝐷f will cause both 𝑇GC
b+o and 𝑇 SC

b+o to in-
crease, and may potentially increase the overall time of the
forward phase. Therefore, we can get the constraint of 𝐷f as
Equation 11 shows.

𝐷start ≤ 𝐷f ≤ 𝐷MAX (11)

Table 2. Benefit of Activation Block Swap.

Layer Act Shape FLOP ST SBF Ratio
Linear_qkv (𝑏, 𝑠, 3ℎ) 6𝑏𝑠ℎ3 3𝑡𝑠 1
Linear_htoh (𝑏, 𝑠, ℎ) 2𝑏𝑠ℎ3 𝑡𝑠 1
Linear_hto4h (𝑏, 𝑠, 4ℎ) 8𝑏𝑠ℎ3 4𝑡𝑠 1
Linear_4htoh (𝑏, 𝑠, ℎ) 8𝑏𝑠ℎ3 𝑡𝑠 4

Which activations to be swapped? We further compute
the optimal𝐷f by analyzing the activations to be swapped. A
transformer block contains four layers, namely Linear_qkv,
Linear_htoh, Linear_hto4h and Linear_4htoh, whose out-
put activation shape and FLOPs are listed in Table 2. For
minimizing the swapping overhead, our optimization goal
is to hide swap time behind recomputation time as much as
possible.

Since the swap time (𝑆𝑇 ) is proportional to the activation
size, we define the swap time of Linear_htoh as unit swap
time 𝑡𝑠 , thus the swap times of each layer can be calculated
as ST in Table 2. According to the optimization goal, we
can define the Swap Benefit Factor (𝑆𝐵𝐹 ) of each layer as
Equation 12 shows.

𝑆𝐵𝐹 =
𝐹𝐿𝑂𝑃

𝑆𝑇
(12)

The ratio of 𝑆𝐵𝐹 of each layer is listed in Table 2. Ac-
cording to 𝑆𝐵𝐹 of layers, we adopt a Prioritized Activation
Swapping strategy to pick activations for swapping. During
the profiling stage, all layers are pushed into two queues,
where the high-priority queue contains Linear_4htoh lay-
ers while the low-priority queue contains other layers. So
far, we have a concrete order of layers to swap activations.

To find the optimal 𝐷f and corresponding layers to swap,
we iterate the layers to swap. Let the activation size of the
layer in bytes be 𝑆layer. For each layer, swapping the layer
subtracts the 𝑇 comp

b by 𝑇𝑝𝑢𝑡f × 𝐹𝐿𝑂𝑃layer, adds the 𝑇GPU
b+o by

𝑆layer/𝐵𝑊GPU, and adds the𝑇 SSD
b+o by 𝑆layer/𝐵𝑊S2C𝑁SSD. There-

fore, we can compute the new iteration time 𝑇iter by Equa-
tion 1. By iteratively computing𝑇iter when swapping 𝑖 layers
with the highest priority, we can pick the optimal 𝑖 that meets
Equation 11 while with minimum𝑇iter. The first 𝑖 layers with
the highest priority are thus the layers for swapping.

5 Evaluation
5.1 Experimental Setup
Evaluation Machine. We perform all experiments on a
server, whose configurations are summarized in Table 3.
Workloads. We choose the GPT-3 model for our evaluation
experiments, which is a typical 100B-level LLM. We adopt
the same hyperparameters of GPT-3 13B and GPT-3 175B in
the GPT-3 paper [5]. We set a series of custom configurations
to evaluate Fuyou on more diverse model sizes, as shown in
Table 4. We follow LLaMA [52] to choose the hyperparame-
ters of GPT-3 33B and GPT-3 65B, and follow GPT-3 175B to
proportionally extend the hyperparameters of GPT-3 135B,
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Table 3. Configurations of our server.

CPU Intel Xeon Gold 5320 CPU @ 2.20GHz
CPU Memory 768 GB 3200MHz DDR4

PCIe PCIe Gen 4

GPU NVIDIA A100 80GB
NVIDIA Geforce RTX 4090

SSD 12× 3.84TB Intel P5510 SSDs
CUDA Toolkit 11.8

PyTorch 2.0.0+cu118

Table 4. Models for evaluation.

Model #Layers #Heads Hidden Dimension
GPT-3 13B 40 40 5120
GPT-3 33B 60 52 6656
GPT-3 65B 80 64 8192
GPT-3 135B 88 88 11264
GPT-3 175B 96 96 12288
GPT-3 276B 112 112 14336
GPT-3 412B 128 128 16384
GPT-3 805B 160 160 20480

GPT-3 276B, GPT-3 412B and GPT-3 805B. In all evaluation
experiments, the sequence length is set to 1024.
Baseline Configurations. To evaluate the effectiveness of
Fuyou, we choose three open-source baselines. The first base-
line is ZeRO-Infinity [41], the currently widely adopted open-
source heterogeneous training system. The second baseline
is ZeRO-Offload [44], which offloads the model states to
CPU memory instead of SSDs, so ZeRO-Offload can only
fine-tune much smaller models. For ZeRO-Infinity and ZeRO-
Offload, we run our experiments with Deepspeed’s official
examples [26]. The release version we use is 0.9.3. We set
the activation checkpoint granularity to each transformer
block and offload checkpoints to CPU memory. Both base-
lines perform the optimizer stage on the CPU. ZeRO-Infinity
offloads parameters and optimizer states to SSDs, whereas
ZeRO-Offload offloads them to CPU Memory.
The third baseline is Colossal-AI, a popular billion-scale

model training solution. We evaluate Colossal-AI with the
official docker release of version 0.3.0 based on the official
GPT-2 example [51]. For Colossal-AI, checkpoints are set
for each transformer block, parameters and gradients are
offloaded to the CPU, optimizer states are offloaded to the
SSDs, and the optimizer stage is completed on the CPU. We
do not offload activation checkpoints in Colossal-AI because
it does not support.

5.2 Maximum Trainable Model Size
We first validate the maximum trainable model size of Fuyou
over ZeRO-Infinity.5 We train GPT-3 models on both A100-
80GB and RTX 4090 with different CPU memory capacities.
5We do not compare with Colossal-AI and ZeRO-Offload because they
support smaller trainable model sizes than ZeRO-Infinity.

Figure 4. Maximum trainable model size of Fuyou and base-
lines under different CPU memory limits.

We set the batch size to 1 to minimize its effect. To limit CPU
capacity, we pin a certain amount of memory so that both
Fuyou and ZeRO-Infinity cannot utilize the pinned memory.
Linux swap partition is disabled in our evaluations. Figure 4
illustrates the results. Here we have three observations.

First, Fuyou is able to fine-tune significantly larger models
than ZeRO-Infinity under any CPU and GPUmemory capaci-
ties, because Fuyou can fully leverage the memory capacities
of CPU and GPU while ZeRO-Infinity cannot. Under 768 GB
CPU memory, Fuyou enables the fine-tuning of 805B and
276B models on A100-80GB and RTX 4090, 5.96× and 2.04×
larger than that of ZeRO-Infinity, respectively.

Second, the CPUmemory capacity limits the largest model
size of ZeRO-Infinity, because the maximum trainable model
size with ZeRO-Infinity is the same under the same CPU
memory limit, where A100-80GB has 80 GB GPU memory
while RTX 4090 has only 24GB. Furthermore, ZeRO-Infinity
fails to train the 13B model with 128 GB CPU memory on
both A100-80GB and RTX 4090. In contrast, Fuyou succeeds
in training a 65B model even with only 128 GB CPU memory
and RTX 4090, which is reachable by most researchers.

Third, Fuyou can fine-tune larger models on A100-80 GB
than that on RTX 4090, when CPU memory capacity is no
less than 384 GB, indicating that 24GB GPU memory of RTX
4090 becomes the new bottleneck in this case. This is because
a larger model brings a larger intermediate value size within
a layer, which is not offloaded to CPU and SSDs, bringing
high GPU memory requirements.

5.3 End-to-end Throughput Comparison
To demonstrate the efficiency of Fuyou, we compare the end-
to-end training throughput of Fuyou and the three baselines.
We employ Fuyou and baselines to fine-tune GPT-3 13B and
175B on both A100-80GB and RTX 4090 with different batch
sizes.
Figure 5b illustrates the throughput of Fuyou and base-

lines when fine-tuning the 13B model on A100-80GB. Fuyou
achieves at most 202 TFLOPS, which is 2.46×, 3.42×, and
6.73× improvements over ZeRO-Offload, ZeRO-Infinity, and
Colossal-AI at their highest throughput respectively. With
a batch size of 8, ZeRO-Offload achieves higher throughput
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(a) Fine-tuning GPT-3 175B (b) Fine-tuning GPT-3 13B on A100-80GB (c) Fine-tuning GPT-3 13B on RTX 4090

Figure 5. End-to-end GPU throughput comparison between Fuyou and baselines with different batch sizes.

Figure 6. End-to-end GPU throughput of Fuyou fine-tuning
extreme large GPT-3 models on A100-80GB.

than ZeRO-Infinity. This is reasonable since ZeRO-Offload
doesn’t offload optimizer and activations to SSDs, while in
Fuyou with a small batch size CPU-SSD communication of
the optimizer stage takes a large proportion of an iteration.

Figure 5c shows the throughput when fine-tuning the 13B
model on RTX 4090. The figure does not include Colossal-AI
since Colossal-AI fails to train the model on RTX 4090. Fuyou
achieves 156 TFLOPS, which is 2.36× and 3.47× improve-
ments over ZeRO-Offload and ZeRO-Infinity. Colossal-AI
fails to run because Colossal-AI does not offload activation
checkpoints, thus requiring larger GPU memory space than
the 24GB memory capacity of RTX 4090.
Figure 5a shows Fuyou’s throughput when fine-tuning a

175B model on A100-80GB and RTX 4090. All three baselines
fail to fine-tune the 175B model under our hardware settings.
On A100-80GB, Fuyou achieves a throughput of 173 TFLOPS,
while on the smaller 13B model, it maintains 86% of this high
throughput. On RTX 4090, Fuyou achieves a throughput of
86 TFLOPS, while on the 13B model, it maintains 55% of this
throughput. Due to the GPU memory limitation, the sup-
ported batch size is relatively small compared to fine-tuning
a 13B model, which limits the GPU throughput. This leaves
the potential for further optimizations. However, compared
to ZeRO-Infinity’s throughput training the 13B model on
RTX 4090, which is only 45 TFLOPS, this is still a consider-
able throughput.

Figure 6 show Fuyou’s throughputwhen fine-tuning larger
GPT-3 models on A100-80GB. With a batch size of 64, Fuyou
achieves 168, 163 TFLOPS fine-tuning 276B and 412B models

(a) Fine-tuning GPT-3 13B (b) Fine-tuning GPT-3 175B

Figure 7. Effect of backward and optimizer overlapping.

respectively. This is not a significant drop compared to fine-
tuning the 175B model.
In summary, Fuyou is able to fine-tune GPT-3 175B on

RTX 4090 while the baselines aren’t. When fine-tuning the
same model on the same GPU, Fuyou achieves significantly
higher throughput than the baselines, indicating that Fuyou
enables efficient fine-tuning on large-scale models.

5.4 Effect of Backward and Optimizer Overlapping
To validate the effectiveness of overlapping backward and
optimizer stages (Subsection 4.3), we compare Fuyou with
Fuyou w/o overlapping, an implementation that disables
backward and optimizer overlap optimization. We test Fuyou
with Fuyou w/o overlapping fine-tuning GPT-3 13B and 175B
on RTX 4090 GPU. Figure 7 illustrates the comparison results.

Fuyou achieves higher throughput than that without over-
lapping at all batch sizes due to the backward and optimizer
overlapping mechanism. When fine-tuning GPT-13B on RTX
4090, compared to Fuyou w/o overlapping, Fuyou achieves
1.09×, 1.25×, 1.38× and 1.22× higher throughput when the
batch sizes are 8, 16, 32, and 64, respectively. When fine-
tuning GPT-175B, Fuyou achieves 1.16× and 1.18× higher
throughput when the batch sizes are 8 and 16, respectively.
The throughput gain dropswhen batch size is either too small
or too large because in these cases backward propagation
and optimizer stage have significantly different execution
times, thus resulting in fewer overlapping opportunities.
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(a) Fine-tuning on A100-80GB (b) Fine-tuning on RTX 4090

Figure 8. Effect of pipelined activation swapping.

Figure 9. Iteration time of Fuyou fine-tuning GPT-3 13B on
A100-80GB using different recomputation strategies. Stars
are predicted optimal swap coefficients.
5.5 Effect of Pipelined Activation Swapping
To validate the effectiveness of the pipelined activation swap-
ping (Subsection 4.4). We test Fuyou w/o overlapping and
ZeRO-Infinity fine-tuning the GPT-3 13B on A100-80GB and
RTX 4090 GPU with different batch sizes. Figure 8 illustrates
the comparison results.
Fuyou w/o overlapping outperforms ZeRO-Infinity both

on A100-80GB and RTX 4090. On A100-80GB, Fuyou w/o
overlapping achieves 1.66×, 1.88× and 1.97× throughput
at batch sizes of 8, 16 and 32, respectively, while on RTX
4090, Fuyou w/o overlapping achieves 1.85×, 1.92× and 2.28×
throughput at batch sizes of 8, 16 and 32, respectively. The
throughput gain is due to two reasons. First, we adopt the
deeply pipelined execution strategy which overlaps GPU
computation and PCIe communication. Second, ZeRO-Infinity
has a performance issue because it uses pageable memories
to store activations instead of pinned ones, which slows
down the activation transmission between GPU and CPU.

5.6 Effect of Activation Swapping Management
To validate the effectiveness of the activation swapping man-
agement (Subsection 4.5), we test Fuyou with different acti-
vation swapping strategies fine-tuning GPT-3 13B on A100-
80GB with 12 SSDs. Batch size is set to 32, 64, and 80. For
activation swapping strategies, we define swap coefficient as
the data volume ratio of activations to be swapped over all
intra-transformer block activations. We test different swap
coefficients and measure the training time of one iteration.
Figure 9 illustrates the result, where stars indicate the opti-
mal swap coefficient predicted by the automatic activation
swapping management mechanism.

(a) Throughput over GPU+SSD prices.(b) Throughput over machine prices.

Figure 10. Comparison of throughput per 1000 dollars be-
tween Fuyou and Megatron-LM on DGX-2 when fine-tuning
GPT-3 175B.

For the batch size of 32, the predicted swap coefficient
is 0 because in this case the execution time for overlapped
backward and optimizer stage is bounded by communica-
tion, increasing swapped activations doesn’t help in reducing
training time. For the batch size of 64 and 80, Fuyou provides
a positive predicted swap coefficient. For the three batch
sizes, Fuyou’s automatic swapping mechanism produces
nearly optimal predictions according to the experimental
results.

5.7 Cost-Effectiveness Comparison
To show the cost-effectiveness of utilizing cheap SSDs in im-
proving training throughput, we compare the cost-effectiveness
of FuyouwithMegatron-LM [27] on NVLink-enhanced DGX-
2 [31] nodes using tensor parallelism. Megatron-LM does not
rely on data offloading. We choose the comparison metric to
be throughput in token/s over price in dollars. The price of a
machine and its components are estimated as Table 5 shows.
We evaluate Fuyou both on A100-80GB and RTX 4090 with
different SSD numbers. The evaluated model we use is GPT-3
175B to maximize the swapping overhead.

Table 5. Estimated price of server and components.

Machines and Components Price ($)
DGX-2 server

with 8 A100-80G NVLink GPUs 200,000 [11]

Commodity 4U server
without GPUs and SSDs 14,098 [50]

NVIDIA A100-80GB 14,177 [50]
NVIDIA RTX 4090 1,600 [33]
Intel P5510 SSD 308 [50]

We first compare the throughput over the total price of
GPUs6 and SSDs in a server. Figure 10a illustrates that Fuyou
on RTX 4090 achieves at most 1.70× cost-effectiveness over
Megatron-LM. This shows that for large-scale training, by
6DGX-2 servers feature more powerful A100 SXM GPUs instead of A100
PCIe in commodity servers, which are bundled with whole-machine solu-
tions. For Megatron-LM, we use the price of an A100 PCIe GPU as that of a
GPU in DGX server.
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offloading data to SSDs, a commodity GPU can still achieve
comparable cost-effectiveness to high-end data-center clus-
ters that do not rely on offloading to train a huge model.
Besides, when the number of SSDs is no more than 6, the
cost-effectiveness of Fuyou increases as the number of SSDs
increases. This indicates the efficiency of system topology
redesign. In particular, only increasing the number of cheap
SSDs is an economical solution to significantly increase GPU
utilization under Fuyou. When the SSD number increases
from 6 to 12, the cost-effectiveness drops. This is because 12
SSDs in this case are larger than the optimal SSD number,
and the performance gain from increasing the number of
SSDs is diminishing.
We also compare the throughput over the price of the

whole server, as shown in Figure 10b. Fuyou achieves 75%
cost-effectiveness, compared to that of Megatron-LM.7 The
underlying reason is that the server itself takes the majority
of the total cost under Fuyou. Since a typical commodity 4U
server can contain at most 8 GPUs, increasing the number of
commodity GPUs can achieve higher cost-effectiveness with
proper optimizations. We leave this to our future work.

6 Related Works
To our knowledge, Fuyou is the first framework to enable
efficient fine-tuning of extremely large-scale models using
only one desktop GPU card. Table 1 summarizes the differ-
ence between Fuyou and some of the previous works. In this
section, we further discuss previous researches that propose
advancements in large-scale DNN training.

OffloadingModel States andActivations toCPUMem-
ory. Offloading has been a widely studied approach to reduc-
ing the memory footprint of the DNNmodel training process.
Among these works, vDNN [45], TFLMS [22], LayRub [18],
Zhang et al. [57], vDNN++ [48], Beaumont et al. [2, 4], Ca-
puchin [37], TSplit [28], POET [36], STR [61] and Sentinel [43]
support offloading activations to CPU memory. SuperNeu-
rons [55], L2L [38], ZeRO-Offload [44], PatrickStar [9], and
Elixir [16] support offloading model states to CPU mem-
ory. SwapAdvisor [15] and DeFiNES [23] support offloading
both activations and model states to CPU memory. All these
works support neither in-SSD activation offloading nor the
out-of-core optimizer. In contrast, Fuyou proposes in-SSD
activation offloading and efficient out-of-core synchronous
optimizer, thus enabling a much larger model scale in a single
GPU than in previous works.

SSD-Offloading Frameworks. Some existing works of-
fload model states to NVMe SSDs which enable large-scale
model training on a single GPU. Among these works, Flash-
Neuron [1] uses GPUDirect and DPDK to offload activations
to SSD, however, it does not support model state offloading

7Our evaluation does not count the prices of network devices for the DGX-2
cluster, because we do not know the exact prices. Since Fuyou is evaluated
for a single-GPU-training scenario, Fuyou does not need network devices.

and out-of-core optimizer. G10 [56] uses GPUDirect Stor-
age to offload model states and activation to SSDs, however,
it performs optimizer on GPU thus leading to heavy net-
work pressure between GPU and SSDs. ZeRO-Infinity [41]
supports an out-of-core optimizer with synchronous weight
update, however, it does not overlap the optimizer stage with
backward propagation, which limits the model training effi-
ciency. STRONGHOLD [49] in theory supports model states
offloading to SSDs, but with low performance, because it is
positioned as a fallback mechanism when CPU memory is
not enough. Angel-PTM [29] supports an out-of-core opti-
mizer which is overlapped with backward propagation, how-
ever, it adopts asynchronous weight update which affects
model training convergence. In summary, all these works
don’t support out-of-core synchronous optimizer stages that
overlap with the backward propagation, which is beneficial
for fine-tuning on a single GPU. In contrast, Fuyou proposes
an out-of-core synchronous optimizer while enabling opti-
mizer overlapping with the backward stage, which ensures
the maximum trainable model size while maintaining GPU
utilization.
Activation Checkpointing Strategies. Chen et al. [6],

Re-forwarding [10], Gruslys et al. [13], Herrmann et al. [14],
Beaumont et al. [3], Kusumoto et al. [21], Checkmate [17]
and DTR [20] focus on finding optimal activation checkpoint-
ing strategies to reduce memory footprint during training.
Further, Beaumont et al. [4], Capuchin [37], TSplit [28], and
POET [36] consider the optimal checkpointing strategies
under the activation offloading scenario, while SuperNeu-
rons [55] adopts an LRU-based activation checkpointing and
offloading strategy when both model states and activations
are only offloaded to CPU memory for CNN models. How-
ever, all these works only target scenarios without offloading
or when activations are offloaded to CPU memory. In con-
trast, Fuyou is the first to schedule activation swapping and
recomputation with CPU-SSD two-level offloading which
has more complex PCIe traffic from a systematic view.

7 Conclusion
In this paper, we propose Fuyou, a low-cost training frame-
work that enables efficient 100B huge model fine-tuning on
a low-end server with a low-end GPU and limited CPU mem-
ory capacity. The key idea is to add SSD-CPU communication
as an optimization dimension and thus carefully co-optimizer
computation and data swapping from a systematic approach
to maximize GPU utilization. To achieve this, first, we pro-
pose a synchronous out-of-core CPU optimizer that overlaps
with backward propagation to maximize the GPU utilization.
Second, we propose a GPU-CPU-SSD fully pipelined activa-
tion swapping mechanism to allow for a significantly larger
model fine-tuning. Third, we present an automatic activa-
tion swapping management to automatically determine the
optimal amount of swapping activations so as to minimize
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the epoch time. We implement Fuyou based on PyTorch and
show that Fuyou achieves 87 and 172 TFLOPS when fine-
tuning GPT-3 175B on 4090 and A100-80GB respectively
while ZeRO-Infinity and Colossal-AI fail to train. Besides,
Fuyou reaches up to 3.42× and 6.73× TFLOPS compared to
ZeRO-Infinity and Colossal-AI when fine-tuning GPT-3 13B
on A100-80GB.
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