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Magnetohydrodynamics on Heterogeneous
architectures: a performance comparison

Bijia Pang
Department of Physics
University of Toronto

Toronto ON, M5S 1A7, Canada
Email: bpang@physics.utoronto.ca

Abstract—We present magneto-hydrodynamic simulation re-
sults for heterogeneous systems. Heterogeneous archit@ets
combine high floating point performance many-core units hoted
in conventional server nodes. Examples include Graphics Pcess-
ing Units (GPU’s) and Cell. They have potentially large gais in
performance, at modest power and monetary cost.

We implemented a magneto-hydrodynamic (MHD) simulation
code on a variety of heterogeneous and multi-core architeates
— multi-core x86, Cell, Nvidia and ATI GPU — in different
languages, FORTRAN, C, Cell, CUDA and OpenCL. We present
initial performance results for these systems. To our knowddge,
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intensive computing is offloadedl[1]. There are several het-
erogeneous platforms in use currently and we will focus on
Cell/B.E. [2] and graphics processing units (GPU) in this
paper, and use a multi-core x86 system for comparison.
Complicating comparison between these systems is that typ-
ically they are programmed using different platform-sfieci
languages. The Open Computing Language (OpenCL) [3],
is cross-platform application programming interface (API
which is designed for heterogeneous systems, including GPU

this is the widest comparison of heterogeneous systems forand Cell, has been released by Khronos Group, and which

MHD simulations. We review the different challenges facedn
each architecture, and potential bottlenecks. We conclud¢hat
substantial gains in performance over traditional systemsare
possible, and in particular that is possible to extract a grater
percentage of peak theoretical performance from some systes
when compared to x86 architectures.

I. INTRODUCTION

ameliorates this problem to a degree; however we will see her
that at the current time this does not solve the problem, and
we must in general still use the platform-specific languages
for performance.

We discuss our reference implementation of a solver for the
MHD equations ingll; in §lll we discuss our implementation
on several architectures. We summarize our resul§évirand

Magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD) studies the dynamics afiscuss future work; ir§V we conclude.
magnetized conducting fluids. If there is no magnetic field

present, the problem reduces to traditional fluid dynamics. .

However, in most astrophysical settings for instance, thddl

MHD EQUATIONS AND THE ALGORITHMS

A. MHD equations

are highly conductive, and observed to be magnetized.Blect . . .
motive forces generated by magnetic fields will modify the AS With hydrodynamics, the MHD equations conserve mass,

flow, which will in turn affect the field. As a result, one hagnomentum, and energy; in addition, there is an induction

to solve both the Euler equations and Maxwell's equatioﬁguation in which field motions can ‘stretch’ field lines, wini
simultaneously. by ‘magnetic flux freezing’ are frozen in to fluid elemehis[4]

The MHD equations are nonlinear, and cannot in general

solved analytically. Thanks to the increasing power of com- dp+ V(pv) =0 (1)
puters, three dimensional simulations can be used to model . . -

these dynamics numerically. Numerical simulations areietu 0 (pV) + V(pU¥ + P — bb) = 0 @)
both for understanding the theory of such fluids, and for ose i Lo

directing real world experiments. However, in order to aghi e+ V(e + P)o = bb-1)] =0 ®)
reallst|_c parame_ter regimes to solve _re_al world problgms, 0b =V x (5 x B) 4)
numerical experiments must push the limits of computationa

hardware resources. V-b=0 (5)

Increasingly, considerations of compute power per watt or
per dollar mean that new architectures are being consideredHere for numerical convenience the magnetic fiélds
to perform these calculations. In particular, we examine henormalized by a factor of/4x. P, is total pressure, which
heterogeneous systems, which consist of two differentkafd equals to the sum of the gas presspr@and the magnetic
processors; one or more general-purpose conventionaégropressureéh? /2; p ande are the mass and total energy densities,
sors which control the overall computation, and specidlizewhere the latter is the sum of kinetic energy1/2), internal
usually multi-core, processor units to which the numelycalenergy /(v — 1)), and magnetic energp/2).
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. TABLE |
B. Algorithm PERFORMANCE ON THE MULTFCORE X86 FOR DIFFERENT BOX SIZES

There are many algorithms for solving these equations, T'M'NGS'NM'LLLSEE:FOONRDJAégigg(RgE)FTER;TO SINGLECORE
which we will not attempt to review here. We follow the

approach of[[B] in this paper, as the conciseness of its imple Domain size

mentation lends itself to re-implementation for the diffier Afcgée({it)ure ig“g ?ﬁ‘; 1661;6 é%f;‘;
H H X .

architectures, and its memory-access patter_ns are anemxcel X86(8) 20 | 207 | 1636 | 1315

match to the heterogeneous architectures discussed here. speedup (81) 44 | 6.7 6.7 6.7

The method is a second-order accurate (in space and time)
high-resolution total variation diminishing (TVD)][6] seme.

The kinetic, thermal, and magnetic energy are conservgfe dimensional fluid update stencil is a standard 7-point
identically and there is no explicit magnetic or viscous- disstencil requiring data from all 4-neighbouring ‘pencilsi i
sipation. The TVD constraints result in non-linear vistpsi the direction of a sweep; the magnetic update, to ensure the
and resistivity on the grid scale. The TVD constraint allowgonsistency of the magnetic field constraint, in additioadse
the capture of shocks for compressible flows, where the flawe adjacent ‘pencils’ to be updated by the flux.
becomes discontinuous.

The code solves the magnetic component and fluid dynam-4||. | MpLEMENTATION ON HETEROGENEOUS SYSTEMS
ics separately. The former is solved by a two-dimensional
advection-constraint stepl[5], while for the latter, a miome Heterogeneous systems have processors for different roles
upwind scheme for conservation laws (MUSCL) is used fd¥S & result, a new memory system design is needed, which is
a one dimensional fluid advection updafeé [7]. The time stdépe challenge for the programmers.
update is based on Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) constrai In this section, we will discuss our implementation and
which ensures that the fastest wave can’t travel for mopgrformance results of the MHD scheme described above on
than one grid space in a single time step. The approachdigerent platforms: multi-core x86, Cell/B.E., a NvidiaF&
‘dimensionally split’ in the sense that updates are first ena@nd an ATI GPU. Each platform has corresponding languages
along thez direction, theny, and thenz; memory transposes or libraries: OpenMP for multi-core x86, Cell programming
are used to reorient the grid between each sweep. This btfthCell blade, CUDA for the NVidia GPU, and OpenCL for
greatly simplifies the numerical kernel (which only has to b&e ATl GPU.
implemented once) and ensures regular memory access fdin all cases, we implement the full 3D version of the method

each sweep. described above. Our performance tests consist of megsurin
The dimensional splitting reduces the fluid update to oriBe time taken to evolve a 3D domain of varying siaé™
dimensional dynamics: 323, 643, and 128 zones) by one timestep (only evolution
. step and no extra memory transfer is included); by varying
Ol + V, F = 0. (6) the size of the domain we can see the effects of overhead

such as memory transfer. Note that all calculations in this
. . . er are performed at single precision to make comparisons
The fluxes are calculated using MUSCL, a first-order upwi P b ge b P

scheme with a second-order TVD (Van Leer limiter) cormﬁlzgegi?ﬂlsy meaningful. All the timing data has units of

rection. Time integration is performed using a second-orde ’

Runge-_Kutta sche_me. To solve the complex upwind prob!em Multi-core x86

that is involved with momentum and energy fluxes, relaxing

TVD [8] is used for the Euler equations. As a basis of comparison, we first examine the performance
The magnetic update is reduced to a two dimensiorefl the original FORTRAN code on a multi-core x86 architec-

advection-constraint step consistent with Eg. 4 and to rensiiure. We use two Intel Xeon(R) E5506 CPU @ 2.13GHz, each

the constraint given by Eql 5. In constrained transport [9)ith 4 processor cores, for this experiment.

one stores the magnetic flux at the cell face, which can thenParallelization is done with OpenMP. Programming

be used to accurately maintain a zero divergence of magnédpenMP is straightforward: the programmers only need to

field. add some lines to the loops and the API will partition the
In addition, [5] proposed not storing all the computetbop automatically. The original version of the code under

electromotive forces (EMFs) and just applying the indiétu consideration here already had OpenMP parallelizatianyrin

pieces of the EMF for advection-constraint steps. This c4img only a minimal overhead in coding length or complexity.

save a significant amount of memory, and in addition, redud&e parallelization is done over 2D slabs, with parallgicra

unnecessary memory access. As a result, the code is veggurring over the outermost loop in the solvers.

memory efficient, and transposing the grid in memory betweenl) Result: Data for different box sizes are provided in table

sweeps ensures short strides along sweep directions aad fhwith the numbers inside the brackets indicating the numbe

low memory-access latency. One must remain aware of griof-cores. For problem sizes larger the6?¥, a steady 6.7 times

imposed data dependencies of the method, however. ®peedup is achieved.

This is discretized into finite volumes, ensuring conséovat



TABLE Il

B. Cell CELL PERFORMANCE WHILE USINGPPEOR VARYING NUMBERS OFSPES
The Cell Broadband Engine (Cell/B.E.) is a collaboration FOR DIFFERENT BOX SIZESTIMINGS IN MILLISECONDS.
of Sony, Toshiba and IBM. The original design purpose was Dormain Size
for a gaming machi_ne, the S(_Jny’s Playstation 3; howc_ever, it Architecture 65 T 32 | 643 | 1253
is also a good candidate for high performance computing due PPE 52 | 448 | 3745 32300
to its specialized multi-core architecture. Cell/B.E &sin, a 1 SPE 22.3 1 1638 1257 | 9901
binati ; P P £l ¢ (PPE) and eight 4 SPE 6.5 | 43.8 | 327 | 2607
combination of one Power Processor Elemen ( ) and eig 16 SPE 35 | 14 | 112 | 864
Synergistic Processing Elements (SPE), is to overcome thre speedup (16 SPE:PPE) 14.9 | 32.0 | 334 | 37.4
walls — the power wall, memory wall and frequency walll[10]. speedup (16 SPE:1 SPE) 6.4 | 117 | 112 | 115

The PPE is a 3.2GHz PowerPC-like processor, and is
used to control the eight 3.2GHz SPEs, which are used for
data intensive computing. An SPE can perform four singléer the non-continuous memory access of the transpose is
precision floating-point operations in a single clock cyclénore difficult. As a result, DMA lists, commands that can
With dual pipelines, this give$.2 x 4 x 2 = 25.6 Gflops cause execution of a list of transfer requests, are usedi®r t
peak performance for single precision on one SPE [10]. Thdask. For every SPE, there aré® cube data elements for one
are three levels of memory: the PPE’s main storage, tR@Mmponent transfer by DMA list. The incoming lists hold the
SPE’s 256kB SRAM local storage, and the SPE’s 128-tarting address of a two dimensional plane data arrays and
128-entry unified register file. It is the programmers’ job téhe data size. After the transfer inside the SPEs, the ouiggo
handle the Direct Memory Access (DMA) to transfer the datts hold the starting address of the after-transposeeptiata
between PPE and SPE. The transfer is performed on Elem@fys and the same data size. Because the size is a muftiple o
Interconnect Bus (EIB), a high speed internal bus which h4s With at least single precision (4 bytes), the startingresisl

204.8 GB/s peak data bandwidth[11]. is always a multiple of 16 bytes. _
Cell processors have a high-level C-like programming lan- 2) Optimization:  Further performance gains can be
guage. achieved by taking advantage of SIMD capabilities of the

1) Parallelization/Partition: In the first stage in the paral- SPES, and overlapping communication and computation.
lelization, the PPE assigns the threads/memory to the SPE30 exploit the SIMD capabilities of the SPEs, our code’s
and performs synchronization. Once the calculation begiriata structures are arranged as a structure-of-arrays )(SOA
the PPE will no longer be involved in the calculation, an@hich means that the different components of the fluid and
all work is done by the SPEs. DMA is used to transfer dataagnetic parts are stored in different arrays. For every[3IM
between main memory and local storage. Since the PPE is aperation in single precision, one component of the adjacen
used during the calculation, the signal-notification clerim four cells will be calculated.
used for synchronization. One SPE is assigned as the mastefo overlap communications and computations, since there
Once a synchronization point is reached, the slave SPEsaser® no cache on the SPE and we want to keep the SPEs busy
message to the master SPE. Upon receiving all the messagé#) computing, double buffering is used to hide the memory
the master initializes slaves using a binary synchrorigatilatency between the PPE and the SPEs.
tree. 3) Results: Data for different box sizes are provided in table

The fluid updates are performed along one dimensiofflwith the number 16 inside the brackets indicating theespe
pencil of grid points (e.g. X direction), transferred segaly up ratio for 16 SPEs.
to each SPE to calculate; this makes best use of the fairl o
modest 256KkB limit of local storage on each SPE. By ensurifg NVidia GPU
the domain sides are always multiples of 4, the startingestdr Graphics Processing Units (GPU) were originally developed
of each transfer is correctly aligned. We follow the updatier 3D graphics rendering, but their naturally parallelatec-
order from the FORTRAN version for the fluid part. For thdure is also suitable for high performance computing. Quirre
magnetic update, any pencil that sits in one SPE has to updafeUs already use unified shaders for rendering, and these
the pencil next to it (both Y and Z directions). As a resulshaders are what we call ‘cores’ or ‘stream processors’ for
we separate the update of the magnetic part into four sUbPU computing.
functions. The intermediate value to be updated by the nextThe GTX 260 (192 cores) is used in our tests. There are 8
pencil is sent back to the PPE. After the synchronization tfiread processing clusters (TPC), which contain 24 stnegmi
the former function, the value is sent to the SPEs to finish thaultiprocessors (SM), partitioned into 8 scalar threadcpss
update. sors (TP) running at 1.3GHz (3 single-precision operatjmsTs

Implementing the grid transpose efficiently requires sontdock cycle). This gives the GTX 260 a peak performance for
care. For every DMA transfer, the start of the address hassingle precision of:
be aligned to 16 bytes. To achieve higher performance, the8 x 24 x 1.3 x 3 = 748.8 Gflops [12]. There are three levels
data for each transfer should be approaching 16kB. For tbe memory: 1GB of GPU global memory, 16kB of shared
regular memory accesses involved in the fluid and magneti@mory on each block (i.e. SM), and 16384 32-bit registers
update this is straightforward; but balancing these caimgs on each block; In addition, there is read-only memory in the



. TABLE Il
form of constant and texture memory. The bandwidth between yggys NViDia GPUPERFORMANCE FOR DIFFERENT BOX SIZES

global memory and in-block memory is 141 GB/s, while the TIMINGS IN MILLISECONDS.
CPU and GPU are connected by PCI-e, which has 8GB/s _
bandwidth Domain size
o . . Architecture 163 | 323 | 643 | 1283
For this architecture, we re-implement the MHD solver x86(1) 17.8 | 140 | 1096 | 8770
using the Compute Unified Device Architecture (CUDA), a NN\_/Ldia((OCUDé)L) 12-9116 i.g iég 81%8
H _li : vidia pen . . .
high level C-like language, which can be used to program on Speedup (CUDAXGS) 1311 50 [ 970 | 1057

any Nvidia GPU after G80.

1) Parallelization/Partition: For this architecture, it is the
CPU which initializes the work, assigns the threads/memory a fyrther concern is occupancy — keeping each SM as fully
and performs necessary synchronization. To minimize thgcypied with thread blocks as possible. Occupancy is the
impact of the relatively low bandwidth over PCI-e, no morgatig of active warps to maximum warps in a block. Increasing
data transfer is performed after transfer_ring.the iniziedi data occupancy may not lead to good performance directly, but a
to GPU global memory. However, there is still the long laenqqwy occupancy will certainly not hide memory latency well.
(several hundred cycles) of fetching data from the car@i®al Three factors — threads per block, shared memory and registe
memory to t_he arithmetic units, which must be hidden bysage — affect the occupancy. Empirically, we found that
oversubscribing the cores. _ . organizing the thread blocks by pencils, and assigning éew

CUDA uses SIMT (Single Instruction, Multiple Thread),;28 and 192 threads (and thus zones) per block to maximize
which means every thread in the same block executes the sgBormance. Further improvements in occupancy is limited
instruction at the same time. SIMT is different from SIMD inyy register number for the fluid evolution and shared memory
that the width (the number of threads) is not fixed, which willy; the magnetic evolution.
affect thg available number of registers (which is fixed per 3) Result and comparison with previous work: Timing
SM) available per thread. . . data for different domain sizes are provided in tdble Ilir Fo

In our implementation for this architecture, each CUDAyfficiently large domains, we achieve a factor of 100 sppedu
block of threads is assigned one one-dimensional pengbhmpared to a single-core x86.
and the corresponding data is copied into the block's sharedzoy this architecture, there is other work that can be used to
memory. Each thread within the block corresponds to oRgyge the efficiency of our implementation. Two other groups
zone. Synchronization is provided inside a block, and t13]' [14]) have used CUDA to implement Penls [5] TVD
synchronization among blocks is needed, we return all ISockyge for MHD or pure hydrodynamics. Ifi [13], they used
back to CPU control by ending the CUDA kernel. CUDA for MHD and they achieved a speed-up of 84 times

To further reduge latency resglting from access to_globﬁaj 3D, on a GTX 295 (480 cores) over an Intel Core i7 965
memory, we modify the magnetic update by staggering the>0GHz. In comparison, our 105 speedup with a less-capable
updates; first update the odd indices of the blocks, and subggy (GTX 260, 192 cores) and on a lower-clock speed CPU
quently the even indices. The reading/writing of internageli (Xeon(R) E5506 2.13GHz) seems at least comparable.
flux can be avoided, and about a’4AGpeed up is achieved. | [14], a relaxing TVD scheme was used for three dimen-

Finally, the CUDA SDK provides examples for performingijonal hydrodynamics. Furthermore, adaptive mesh refineme
transposes, which are used and modified for our purpoggIR) and a multi-level relaxation scheme were used, argl thi
here. Because the memory transpose is three dimensioeal,{s applied to a multi-GPU cluster system. Since this setup
data size is limited by the shared memory per block. In oW sjgnificantly different from our own, no direct compariso

simulation, onlys® grid points of only one component of eitheris presented here. They state that their speed-up is 12r19 fo
fluid and magnetic field are transposed at a time. We fouRdgpy.

this to be the best balance between shared memory and data
transpose size. D. ATI GPU
2) Optimization: We can further improve the performance The ATI GPU uses superscalar cores (shader), a modifica-
on this architecture by being aware of the underlying memotipn from SIMD. One superscalar structure contains one 4D
architecture, and choosing block sizes to maximize occtypanvector and one 1D scalar, which means in one cycle, it can
Because of the size of the stencil, and the structure of tde one 4D operations and one 1D operation. To compensate
magnetic field update, adjacent cells are needed for ewwlvifor the insufficient power of scalar computing, more cores ar
any zone. Repeated access to global memory is avoidedaunded onto the chips, e.g. the Radeon HD 5800 has 1600 cores.
using shared memory in CUDA to cache the needed valuesWe used an ATl HD 5870 for our simulation. The 1600
We did not use constant, texture or pinned memory, as ther®i85 GHz shader cores are located in 20 SIMD units, and each
no large amount of ‘read-only’ data which could benefit frol8IMD unit has 80 cores. The 4D+1D core can perform two
being stored here. single-precision operations per clock cycle, which givies t
The global memory access by the updates is automaticafiyl HD 5870 peak performance for single precision B0 x
coalesced by the memory transposes, so needs no special Viagk x 2 = 2720 Gflops [15]. There are three levels of memory:
in this implementation. 1GB of GPU global memory, 32kB of shared memory per



TABLE IV L . . .
x86vs ATI GPU PERFORMANCE FOR DIFFERENT Box sizestimings in 125 division operations, and square root operations. Since

MILLISECONDS. the proportion of division and square root operations are
small, following [16], we regard their cost as 1 flop each,

Architecture 6 3?22mam6;ze 1583 for simplicity. As a result, the FORTRAN code has 4.62 Giga
X86(1) 17.8 | 140 | 1096 | 8770 floating-point operations for 4283 box in each time step,

ATl GPU 10 | 26 | 37 | 128 which contains 1 CFL function, 6 fluid update and 6 magnetic

Speedup (ATI:x86)] 1.78 | 5.4 | 296 | 685 update functions. Combining the code run times this value on

can calculate the actual FLOPS for different architectures
. . . . We calculate the total data load/write for one time step for
block (i.e. S.IMD unit), and 16384 128-bit registers per Bloc o, FORTRAN version, including CFL, fluid, magnetic update
The bandwidth between global memory and in block Memobfiq memory transpose. For single-precision in a singleircell

IS 153.'6. GB/s, while the CPU-GPU's bandwidth is the SaMfhe time step, there are 11 float reads in the CFL function, 10
as Nv'd"'f" , ) float reads and 5 float writes in the fluid update, 14 float reads
For this architecture, we re-implement the MHD SOIVeé’md 6 float writes in the magnetic update, and 8 float reads
using Ope”(?L-_ - L _ and 8 float writes in the memory transpose. As a result, the
1) Paralldization/Partition/Optimization: The paralleliza- FoRTRAN code has 2.23 GBytes of data transfer (i.e. 1.46
tion is similar to Nvidia GPU, except that we vectorize th%bytes read and 0.77 Gbytes write) per time step foR&?
code to get the maximum performance. There are both SI x, which contains 1 CFL function, 6 fluid and 6 magnetic

and SIMT units in ATl GPUs, and each thread manipUIat%ﬁ)dates functions, and 4 memory transposes. Combining the

the data itself, making cross-grid Calculat|0n_|mpossm§h code run times with this value one can calculate the actual
a result, we use structure-of-arrays (SOA), instead of AQS . qwidth for different architectures

in Cell. We store the first four of five fluid components Table (W presents the comparison for different architec-

as a ‘float4’, and leave the last one as a ‘float. For tht%lres for a box size ofi283, including both the respective

magnetic part, we package the components as a ‘float§,gram and OpenCL. Code and fractional speed-up, and
leaving the fourth element of magnetic array unused. For t

OPS fraction are included. We also add the theoreticdt pea

memory transpose function, we use two subroutines: the f'bﬂrformance for single precision, memory bandwidth, and ou

fpr first four compor_1ents of quid,.and the second for t_hﬁractical power consumption in units of watts. No data for
fifth component of fluid and magnetic components. Othermsg,penCL on a single core or cell is provided. The former

there are few differences for parallelization and optirtia issue is due to the fact OpenCL treats multi-core x86 as a

between CU_DA and OpenCL. _ o heterogeneous system and that all the available comput® uni
2) Results: Data for different box size are provided in tabley g ;seq. The latter is because our OpenCL code still can't

v run on a Cell cluster, which may be due to the beta release

IV. COMPARATIVE RESULTS AND DISCUSSION of OpenCL on Cell. The power usage for single-core is not
available because the Xeon is a multi-core processor.

A. Results It can be seen that the CUDA on the Nvidia GPU gets the

We compare different architecture results by four criteriabest speed-up in both code and fractional speed-up.

1. Code speed-up: speed up ratio on the heterogeneous )
architecture compared to a single core x86; B. Discussion

2. Fractional speed-up: ratio of the speed up ratio (hetero-1) Speed-up and fractional parameters on different ar-
geneous to single-core x86) to theoretical peak performarehitectures: The code speed-up quantifies the total gain in
ratio (heterogeneous to single-core x86); performance for different architectures. The fractiorzged-

3. Floating-point operations per second (FLOPS) fractionp takes into account the theoretical peak performance com-
ratio of actual FLOPS to theoretical peak performance foheaparison and also the programmer’s optimization work redati
architecture. to the original code. The FLOPS fraction tells us how many

4. Bandwidth fraction: ratio of actual data transfer (ineperations are done compared to the peak FLOPS. The band-
cluding read and write) to theoretical bandwidth (on-chipidth fraction tells us what percentage of bandwidth theecod
bandwidth). occupies. Comparing the two fractions can give us an idea

All these values are relative to respective languages, ivehich one is the bottleneck for the performance. Our results
OpenMP for multi-core x86, Cell for QS22, CUDA for Nvidiaindicate that CUDA on the Nvidia GPU is a good choice for
GPU, and OpenCL for ATIl. However, OpenCL is provided astarting heterogeneous computing. CUDA on the Nvidia GPU
a reference across different architectures as well. has up to 105 times code speed-up and 2.4 fractional speed-up

We calculate the total number of operations in one time steghich means that CUDA can hide memory latency well (this
for our FORTRAN version, including CFL, fluid and magnetigartly relates to programmer’s optimization work). CUDA@
update. For a single cell in one simulation time step fdras the highest FLOPS and bandwidth fraction, which tells us
the box (ignoringO(n?)), there aret66 addition operations, that CUDA uses its flops computing ability and bandwidth
598 subtraction operationsl174 multiplication operations, efficiently.



TABLE V
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON FOR DIFFERENT ARCHITECTURESIMINGS
IN MILLISECONDS. N-GPUREPRESENTSGTX 260; A-GPUREPRESENTS
ATI HD5870; PEAK GFLOPS REPRESENTS THEORETICAL PEAK
FLOATING-POINT PERFORMANCE PEAK GB/S REPRESENTS THE
THEORETICAL ON-CHIP BANDWIDTH;

Time vs Box size (Log-Log)
T

1071

Architecture x86(1) | x86(8) | Cell N-GPU | A-GPU

. Respective time 8770 1315 864 83 128
0 o OpenCL time N/A 6435 N/A 109 128
Peak Gflops 17 136 | 409.6 | 748.8 | 2720
) e e opencs on e Peak GB/s 19.2 | 192 | 2048 | 141 153.6
- Power(Watts) N/A 170 | 440 370 360
o “ ol st L eope=) Code speed-up 1.0 6.7 10.2 | 105.7 68.5

Fractional speed-ug 1.0 0.83 0.42 2.40 0.43
= FLOPS fraction 3.1% 2.6% 1.3% 7.4% 1.3%
X Bandwidth fraction | 1.3% 88% | 1.3% | 19.1% 11.3%

Fig. 1. Time vs box size for GPU comparison. X axis repres#mslength

of the box; Y axis represents the time for one time step, Tg®im milli

second; Dot diamond is OpenCL on ATI; Dash circle is OpenClLNuitia;  Challenges for heterogeneous systems.

Dash dot asterisk is CUDA on Nvidia; Solid is linear fit witrope=3. The Cell processor has 32GB main memory, but only 256kB

local storage, which puts a constraint on the size of computi
data in the SPEs. It also limits the range of double/multiple

2) More detail for CUDA and OpenCL on GPU: The buffering, which is very important for Cell processors hessa
Nvidia GPU has scalar shader cores and high efficiency thiere are only 8 SPEs. In order to achieve a high performance
computing. On the other hand, the ATI GPU has much moe#e has to keep all of them as busy as possible.
cores, which leads to much higher power for floating-point The Nvidia GPU has only 1 GB global memory, and the
operations, but with low efficiency of computing. This mayimited amount of registers and shared memory also puts a
be due to the difficulty of mapping the algorithm efficientlyconstraint on the simulation. It achieves a bandwidth foact
onto the 4D+1D vector core design. Since we have both CUDA 19.1%, which is much higher than the other architectures.
and OpenCL here, while the latter one can also run on Nvidldis may hint on targeting future optimization efforts tceus
GPU, we did some more comparisons here. bandwidth more efficiently.

The comparison for CUDA on Nvidia, OpenCL on Nvidia The ATl GPU has the same amount of global memory as
and OpenCL on ATl is in Figlll. The X axis represents thividia GPUs, but with twice as much shared memory and the
length for the box, which is in log scale, and the Y axi§ame number of registers (but 128-bit). However, it has only
represents the time for one time step, which is in log scate aB0 SIMD units (i.e. workgroup in OpenCL/block in CUDA)
millisecond time units. It can be seen that CUDA on Nvidiavhich is less than Nvidia GPU. As a result, it may be helpful
on smaller box sizes are good. The OpenCL on ATI catches igpsend more data into one workgroup than for the Nvidia
to CUDA with increasing box sizes. The OpenCL on Nvidi&PU. Still, the limit of three levels memory is a significant
performed a little worse than CUDA on Nvidia. We didn’tconstraint for the simulation.
simulate the box sizes larger thad4® due to the memory  4) Future work:
limit on ATI. o Cell: Only SIMD and double buffering are included in

The fact that the ATI GPU has advantages for larger box our simulation, more can be done to explore the power
sizes is not surprising, because ATI has double of the shared of Cell/B.E..
memory and more spaces for register (128-bit comparing toe Nvidia GPU: The register restriction on fluid update and
32-bit in Nvidia GPU). The shared memory issue is the bottle shared memory restriction on magnetic update limit the
neck for magnetic function in CUDA on Nvidia, and this is occupancy. Reorganizing the algorithms for them might
also what we saw from our simulation data (not show here). be helpful to speed up the code.

The bottleneck for the fluid function is register space, bat w « ATl GPU: The ATI GPU SIMD unit has the problem of
didn’t observe much difference for fluid function, which may  low efficiency for vectorized core computing, We will do
take effect with larger box sizex(1603). more research on this to explore the power of 2.7Tflops

3) Smilar structures for all heterogeneous systems and ATI GPU.
challenges. As heterogeneous systems, both Cell processors MPI: We will apply our code to MPI version for use on
and GPU share similar features. They have a control processo GPU clusters in the future.
to organize the calculation, while the computing intensive To conclude this discussion, we present a simulation 2D
processors speed up the simulation. The different roles sxfapshot (Fig.]2) from our black hole accretion simulation.
the processors require a correspondingly complicated memo
system. Three levels of memory — global-shared-local — is
a typical structure for heterogeneous systems. Similahéo t We presented magneto-hydrodynamics simulations on het-
conventional processors, there are also memory and batidwierogeneous systems, e.g. Cell/B.E., Nvidia and ATl GPU.

V. CONCLUSION
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Fig. 2. 2D snapshot of black hole accretion simulation. €odpresents entropy and arrows represent magnetic field

These heterogeneous systems share a similar structure that draft, and Gojko Vujanovic for providing the power

they all have a control processor for mission managemamnsumption measurement. We acknowledge IBM TJ Watson
and many computing intensive processors for calculatioi®esearch Center for providing the IBM QS22 Cell blade. Part
Correspondingly, the memory system is also complicateaf, Cell computations were performed on the Cell cluster at
which is a challenge for programmers. We present the resuli® SciNet HPC Consortium. SciNet is funded by: the Canada
on different architectures for comparison; 10 times, 168 Foundation for Innovation under the auspices of Compute
and 68 times speed-up for Cell, Nvidia, and ATl GPU wer€anada; the Government of Ontario; Ontario Research Fund

achieved. The CUDA on Nvidia GPU has the best performane®esearch Excellence; and the University of Toronto.
on both code and fractional speed-up, and the ATI GPU The work of BP is supported by the MITACS ACCELER-
improves with larger size simulation. The 2.4 fractionaegp- ATE Scholarship.

up for CUDA on Nvidia GPU shows that a greater percentage
of peak theoretical performance compared to x86 architectu
was achieved. 11

These performance numbers were obtained with an alg
rithm which was directly translated from a CPU code. Deq{3]
signing algorithms with heterogeneous architectures indmi [4!
may also improve performance.
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