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Abstract

In this project, we design a four-layer (Sili-
con—TIM—Silicon—TIM), 3D floor plan for NVIDIA
GTX480 Fermi GPU architecture and compare heat
dissipation and power trends for matrix multiplication and
Needleman-Wunsch kernels. First, cuda kernels for the two
algorithms are written. These kernels are compiled and
executed with the GPGPU Simulator to extract power logs
for varying tensor sizes. These power logs are converted
to ptrace files with an automation script written in Python.
The 3D floor plan, along with the generated ptrace files
are given to HotSpot, which generates thermal heat maps
to show heat dissipation for various components of the
Fermi architecture. These heat dissipation trends for both
the kernels are observed for multiple tensor sizes to draw
qualitative conclusions. The behavioral and execution
patterns of both the kernels are also observed with these
varying heat dissipation trends. With this project, we
observe that increase in tensor size results in increase of
heat dissipation in components of the Fermi Architecture.
However, the temperature of the chip remains saturates
after a particular tensor size, and remains constant there-
after. Heat dissipation is non-uniform with smaller tensor
sizes, and becomes more uniform after a certain tensor
size. This means, after a particular tensor size, more
cores of the architecture get activated in the computations,
thereby resulting in an almost constant temperature. We
also observe that Needleman Wunsch uses more data
movement between DRAM and caches, thereby showing
higher heat dissipation patterns in DRAMs when compared
to Matrix multiplication for the same tensor size. Our ob-
servations are in accordance with the theoretical concepts
behind the working of the two algorithms, thereby making
our results consistent. The link to the project files and
scripts is https://drive.google.com/file/d/
1ukmSbWnk4ctFHF87x3lNsMU5qijbEAPu/view?
usp=share_link

1. Design

In this section, we will discuss the system design for
thermal analysis.

1.1. Tools or Software packages Used

In this section, we will discuss the tools used in this
project.

1.1.1 GPGPU-Sim

GPGPU-Sim [1] is a micro-architecture simulator that pro-
vides a detailed simulation model of a contemporary GPU.
GPGPU-Sim simulates a kernel by first transferring data to
GPU memory. Then, the GPU kernels run on the GPGPU-
Sim which reports statistics for the kernels. Finally, the
data is transferred back to CPU memory. This simulator
provides mechanisms for more efficient SIMD branch ex-
ecution on GPUs [2, 6–14, 17]. This simulator is capable
of dynamically regrouping threads into new warps on the
fly following the occurrence of diverging branch outcomes.
Power efficiency has become a more crucial evaluation met-
ric than peak performance for mainstream GPGPU comput-
ing. GPU Watch [5] as shown in Fig. 1 is a GPGPU power
model that is configurable, capable of cycle-level calcula-
tions, and carefully validated against real hardware mea-
surements. It has been integrated with GPGPU-Sim. This
power model estimates the power consumed by the GPU ac-
cording to the timing behavior. This makes it ideal for eval-
uating fine-grained power management mechanisms. GPU
watch uses a bottom-up method to build the initial model.
The simulated power from this model is compared against
the measured hardware power to identify modeling inaccu-
racies. These are resolved with a special suite of 80 mi-
crobenchmarks that are designed to create a system of lin-
ear equations that correspond to the total power consump-
tion. In this project, we are using the integrated GPU
Watch/GPGPU-Sim to generate the power report for our
kernels.
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Figure 1. GPU Watch Power model integrated with GPGPU-Sim

1.1.2 HotSpot

Hotspot [16] is a pre-RTL thermal simulator that is used
in the early design process to analyse heating patterns of
the designed architectures. It supports simulation of tra-
ditional 2D Integrated Circuits, 3D Integrated Circuits and
Microfluiding Cooling. Hotspot takes as input a power trace
file with power statistics of each component in the architec-
ture and a 2D/3D floor plan of the architecture to generate
heat dissipation maps of the architecture. The color varia-
tions indicate differential heating of different components,
thereby allowing researchers to improve their designs.

1.2. Cuda Kernels

In this section, we will discuss the implementation of
matrix multiplication and Needleman-Wunsch kernels in
written in cuda. In cuda, there is the concept of grids and
blocks. Blocks are 3D arrays of threads and Grids are 3D
arrays of blocks. Each thread knows the x and y coordinates
of the block it is in the grid, and the coordinates of where
the thread itself is in the block. These positions are used
to calculate a unique thread ID for every thread. The total
number of threads in a single block cannot exceed 1024.

1.2.1 Linearized Matrix Multiplication Kernel

Assume we have two matrices A and B, where A is a
n × m matrix and B is a m × w matrix. Then, the re-
sult M = A × B is a n × w matrix. The first element of
M is the sum of all the element-wise multiplications of the
numbers in the first row of A with the numbers in first col-
umn of B. We have to compute every element in M , where
each of them is independent from the others. This means,
matrix multiplication can be effectively parallelized. We
realized with experiments that regular matrix multiplication
with three for loops is not an effective way of implementing

the kernel. The simulation time this was taking was sig-
nificantly high, not allowing us to use tensor sizes beyond
80 × 80. So, we decided to make use of 1D arrays for our

Figure 2. Linearized Matrix Multiplication Kernel [15]

matrices. The insight is the way Cuda is developed, where
the number of columns must be known before compiling the
program. Linearizing the matrices allows us to know this,
and dynamically calculate the rows and columns for index-
ing. Linearization was done by stacking each row length-
wise from first to last. The result for an index is calculated
by C[row ∗ N + col] = A[row ∗ n + i] ∗ B[i ∗ N + col],
where i is the index in the linearized array (thread number)
as shown in Fig. 2 This cuda kernel was referred from [15].
The distribution of work between threads across blocks is
make such that there is one thread responsible for one (i, j)
index. So, the total number of threads is equal to the number
of elements in the matrix.

1.2.2 Linearized Matrix Multiplication Kernel opti-
mized by using Scratchpad memory (Cache
Tiling)

Without optimization, every single thread is marched along
main memory, computing the product of two elements and
then accumulating into the result. With Shared memory
(scratchpad memory) optimization, we are going to do the
same operation, but in chunks of thread block dimension
(32×32) elements. Each thread block will compute chunks
of 32 elements of matrix multiplication at a time. This way,
we know what exactly the memory we are going to be ac-
cessing next. We are exploiting this fact to load the next
tile into the private cache of the Streaming Multiprocessor
(SM). So, we will load in 32 chunks into the shared memory
as shown in Fig. 3 When all the threads are accessing those
chunks, instead of going into the main memory and hop-
ing to get lucky in the cache hierarchy, we can guarantee
that the memory access will be in the private L1 level, mak-
ing it very fast. This way, we get the performance speedup,
DRAM accesses can be reduced. With this optimization,
it can be observed that this kernel executes in significantly
lesser amount of time when compared to the previous one,
along with significantly lesser DRAM access.
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Figure 3. Linearized Matrix Multiplication Kernel optimized with
Scratchpad memory.

1.2.3 Needleman-Wunsch Kernel

Figure 4. Needleman-Wunsch kernel optimized with Scratchpad
memory.

The Needleman-Wunsch algorithm is a 2D dynamic pro-
gramming algorithm that is used in bioinformatics to align
protein or necleotide sequences. The algorithm divides the
large problem into a series of smaller problems, and uses the
solutions to the smaller problems to find the optimal solu-
tion to the larger problem. The cuda kernel shown in figure
Fig. 4 uses the following psuedo-code for implementation
as shown in Fig. 5. The code for this kernel implementation
is taken from [3].

Figure 5. Needleman-Wunsch Psuedo Code

1.3. NVIDIA GTX480 Fermi

In this section we will discuss the GTX480 fermi archi-
tecture [4] and floor plan design.

1.3.1 Fermi Architecture

The Fermi architecture, as shown in Fig. 6 has upto 512
CUDA cores organized in 16 Streaming Multiprocessors
(SM) of 32 cores each, where each CUDA core executes
a floating point or integer instruction per clock for a thread.
The GPU has six 64-bit memory partitions, for a 384-
bit memory interface, supporting upto a total of 6GB of
GDDR5 DRAM memory. PCI-Express bus connects the
GPU to the CPU. The GigaThread global scheduler is re-
sponsible for distributing thread blocks to SM thread sched-
ulers. The SMs are the execution units of the GPU. Each
SM has 32 CUDA cores. Each CUDA processor has a fully
pipelined ALU and FPU. Each SM has 16 load/store units,
allowing source and destination addresses to be calculated
for 16 threads per clock. Each SM has its own 64KB L1
cache, an uniform cache, an Instruction cache, a Scheduler-
dispatcher unit and a 32768×32−bit register file as shown
in Fig. 7.
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Figure 6. Fermi Architecture

Figure 7. Fermi Streaming Multiprocessor

1.3.2 Fermi Floor Plan

The floor plan was designed for TIM Layers 0 and 2 based
on the diagram in Fig. 6. The chip dimensions were taken
to be 23mm × 23mm. The dimensions for each compo-
nent was proportionally calculated and put in two .f lp files,
which were fed to HotSpot. Only the size DRAMs and the
L2 cache were placed on Layer0. The rest of the compo-
nents were made into a void placeholder. The 16 SMs and
their respective components were place on Layer2. Only
the components for which the power values are generated

by GPGPU-Sim were considered while designing the floor
plan.

2. Methodology
In this section, we will discuss the flow of the project.

Fig. 8 shows the flow of this project. First CUDA ker-
nels as mentioned in the previous section are written. A

Figure 8. Block diagram showing the flow of this project. The
green boxes indicate the work I have done.

kernel along with the GTX480 config file are given as in-
puts to the GPSPU-Sim + GPUWatch interface to generate
power report. This is repeated for all the kernels and vary-
ing tensor sizes. A python script parses the power report to
extract power values for each component of the Fermi ar-
chitecture. The power report has three values - minimum,
average and maximum, Two other values are added by us-
ing interpolation, such that the average of the five values
remains the same as the previous average. The output of
the python script is a .ptrace file that will be given as an
input to HotSpot tool. I have also written a python script
to generate Layer0 and Layer2 floor plans as mentioned in
the previous section. This script uses the proportionality
of component dimensions in Fig. 6 and generates two .f lp
files. The .ptrace file along with the two .f lp files are given
as inputs to the HotSpot code. The run.sh file is modified
accordingly. Running this file will generate heat maps for
the four layers. We only use/need the heat maps for Layer2
in all our results. We observe that Linearized Matrix Multi-
plication kernel does not provide significantly different re-
sults in terms of DRAM heat dissipation for increasing ten-
sor sizes. Hence, we also decrease the L2 cache size in
the config file (along with the corresponding L2 cache area
in the floor plan) to observe the DRAM’s heating patterns.
Since heating patterns are more expressed with reduced L2
cache size, the cache tiling results are also taken for reduced
L2 mode, so that we can compare how DRAM accesses are
reduced with CUDA kernel optimization. While running
Needleman-Wunsch kernels, we maintain the original L2
cache size. Matrix multiplication and Needleman-Wunsch
kernels are varied for tensor sizes of 100, 250, 400 and 800.

3. Evaluation/Results
In this section, we will observe and infer from the heat

map dissipation patterns for the varying tensor sizes for the
three matrix multiplication kernels.
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3.1. Linearized Matrix Multiplication Kernel

In this section, we will look at the linearized matrix mul-
tiplication kernel’s heat dissipation patterns. It can be ob-
served that from figures 9 to 12 that with increase in ten-
sor size from 100 to 800, the heat dissipated becomes more
and more uniform, which leads to maintaining a constant
temperature or even reduced temperature for the chip after
400× 400. With an increase from 400× 400 to 800× 800,
it can be observed that the DRAM closest to L2 cache dis-
sipates more heat. This is consistent with the theoretical
observation where 800 × 800 × 4 = 2500KB data cannot
fit on a 768KB L2 cache. Only this DRAM is used more so
that the data movement between the DRAM and cache can
be minimized. With increase in tensor size, more cores get
activated, thereby making the heat dissipation uniform.

Figure 9. Linearized Multiplication Kernel: 100x100

3.2. Linearized Matrix Multiplication Kernel with
reduced L2 cache size

Since execution times of the linearized kernel is high, I
was only able to run matrix multiplication kernel for a max-
imum tensor size of 800× 800. However, reducing L2 size
provides the same effect as increasing tensor size . With
this, I reduced the L2 size of the GPU to 1

4

th of its origi-
nal value of 768KB. The results are shown in figures 13
to 16. It can be seen clearly that, with reduced L2 cache
size, the GPU is now accessing DRAM significantly, lead-
ing to higher heat dissipation. Also, from Fig. 16, it can be
observed that all the three DRAMs on the right side are be-
ing used, leading to higher heat dissipation in each of them.

Figure 10. Linearized Multiplication Kernel: 250x250

Figure 11. Linearized Multiplication Kernel: 400x400

However, the DRAM closest to L2 cache is heated up the
most, as that is the one being used the most in order to min-
imize data movement.
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Figure 12. Linearized Multiplication Kernel: 800x800

Figure 13. Linearized Multiplication Kernel with reduced L2:
100x100

3.3. CUDA optimized Linearized Matrix Multipli-
cation Kernel with reduced L2 cache size

Figures 17 to 20 show the heat dissipation patterns for
cuda optimized linearized multiplication kernel. The opti-
mization involves using shared or scratchpad memory by a
method called cache tiling. This leads to deterministic data

Figure 14. Linearized Multiplication Kernel with reduced L2:
250x250

Figure 15. Linearized Multiplication Kernel with reduced L2:
400x400

accesses, where the tiles can now be conveniently stored in
the private L2s of every SM. The experiments have been
conducted with a reduced L2 cache size to observe pro-
nounced patterns in DRAM accesses. Theoretically, since
the data accesses are deterministic and efficient caching sys-
tem can now be adapted, DRAM accesses have to mini-
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Figure 16. Linearized Multiplication Kernel with reduced L2:
800x800

mized, thus leading to lesser DRAM heat dissipation. This
has been observed clearly in the figures 17 to 20. Compar-
ing figure 16 and 20, it is clearly seen that the DRAM ac-
cess pattern with cuda optimization is as expected. Infact,
the optimization is so powerful that the GPU is behaving as
if the L2 cache size is the same as the original, i.e., the even
with reduced cache size, DRAM accesses are minimal.

3.4. Needleman-Wunsch Kernel

Needleman-Wunsch is a quadratic dynamic program-
ming algorithm. Unlike matrix multiplication, the thread
blocks are not independent. At any given time, for comput-
ing the score for (i+1, j+1) index, we need data from rows
(i, j). This causal correlation between the thread blocks
essentially reduces parallelization. As the tensor size in-
creases, the DRAM gets significantly heated up, especially
ones closest to the L2 cache. DRAM accesses is signif-
icantly more than that of linearized matrix multiplication
kernel, for the tensor size of 800 × 800. This is because,
same parts of L2 cache are being accessed each time by
multiple thread blocks, leading to conflicts in L2 cache.
Also, as the computation by different thread blocks is not
independent, for memory consistency data needs to be con-
stantly written to DRAM.

3.5. Comparison between CUDA kernels

Based on the heat map patterns, following are the con-
clusions we can draw regarding the CUDA kernels:

1. Linearized matrix multiplication takes significantly

Figure 17. Cuda optimized Linearized Multiplication Kernel with
reduced L2: 100x100

Figure 18. Cuda optimized Linearized Multiplication Kernel with
reduced L2: 250x250

more time to execute when compared to optimized lin-
earized matrix multiplication. The computations are
faster due to lesser data movement and deterministic
data accesses in the L1 cache of each SM.

2. For the same tensor size, optimized linearized ma-
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Figure 19. Cuda optimized Linearized Multiplication Kernel with
reduced L2: 400x400

Figure 20. Cuda optimized Linearized Multiplication Kernel with
reduced L2: 800x800

trix multiplication significantly uses lesser DRAM ac-
cesses when compared to regular linearized matrix
multiplication. This is because of the use of cache
tiling or scratchpad memory.

3. Needleman-Wunsch kernel is memory intensive when

Figure 21. Needleman-Wunsch: 100x100

Figure 22. Needleman-Wunsch: 250x250

compared to linearized matrix multiplication. In ma-
trix multiplication, since the threads can work indepen-
dently, and each subproblem is unrelated to the other,
the L2 accesses will have lesser conflicts when com-
pared to Needlman-Wunsch, where the data in the left,
top and diagonally top-left are necessary for an ele-
ment’s computation. This is why for a tensor-size of
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Figure 23. Needleman-Wunsch: 400x400

Figure 24. Needleman-Wunsch: 800x800

800×800, DRAM gets heated up more in Needleman-
Wunsch when compared to matrix multiplication.

4. Learning and Key Takeaways

1. This is the first time I am writing CUDA code. Ini-
tially, I was not aware of the benefits of linearization of
matrices for GPU threads. Eventually, when I came ac-

Figure 25. Needleman-Wunsch: 1200x1200

cross linearization benefits, it was truly an eye-opener.
I could run the kernel for higher tensor sizes with lesser
time.

2. CUDA optimization using the concept of scratchpad
memory was very intriguing to me. I had a very good
learning experience in applying what was learnt in
class to a practical problem, and seeing it perform sig-
nificantly better than non-optimized kernel in terms of
the execution time and DRAM accesses.

3. Since I work in the field of machine learning, learn-
ing the intricacies and architecture of a GPU and being
able to develop a floor plan was a great takeaway.

4. I also learnt to use GPGPU-Sim, which was again a
first time for me. I feel more confident in speaking
about the practicals of computer architecture after the
assignments and projects in this course.
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