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ABSTRACT
When running at scale, modern scientific workflows require middle-
ware to handle allocated resources, distribute computing payloads
and guarantee a resilient execution. While individual steps might
not require sophisticated control methods, bringing them together
as a whole workflow requires advanced management mechanisms.
In this work, we used RADICAL-EnTK (Ensemble Toolkit)—one of
the SDK components of the ECP ExaWorks project—to implement
and execute the novel Exascale Additive Manufacturing (ExaAM)
workflows on up to 8000 compute nodes of the Frontier super-
computer at the Oak Ridge Leadership Computing Facility. EnTK
allowed us to address challenges such as varying resource require-
ments (e.g., heterogeneity, size, and runtime), different execution
environment per workflow, and fault tolerance. And a native porta-
bility feature of the developed EnTK applications allowed us to
adjust these applications for Frontier runs promptly, while ensur-
ing an expected level of resource utilization (up to 90%).

CCS CONCEPTS
• General and reference → Experimentation; • Software and
its engineering→ Real-time systems software; • Information
systems → Computing platforms.

KEYWORDS
workflow management, runtime system, HPC middleware, additive
manufacturing, Frontier

1 INTRODUCTION
The Exascale Additive Manufacturing project (ExaAM) [14], as part
of the DOE Exascale Computing Project (ECP), has developed a

∗Both authors contributed equally to this work

suite of exascale-ready computational tools to model the process-to-
structure-to-properties (PSP) relationship for additively manufac-
tured metal components. ExaAM built an uncertainty quantification
(UQ) pipeline to quantify the effect that uncertainty has on local
mechanical responses in processing conditions. The UQ pipeline
consists of 3 main stages, and each stage is represented with a
corresponding workflow.

Due to the computational cost of simulating the additive man-
ufacturing process across time and length scales, GPU-capable
machines are required to reduce the runtime for the whole PSP
workflow that ExaAM is targeting. Additionally, the number of
simulations and node requirements to run a simulation increases
when traversing the later stages. As a part of the UQ pipeline, this
ultimately results in the final stage requiring thousands to tens of
thousands of simulations to be run, with each simulation requiring
multiple GPU-capable nodes. It is this final stage that truly requires
not only an exascale supercomputer in-order to run the full UQ
pipeline promptly, but also an efficient ensemble execution mid-
dleware to manage the shear number of computational processes
being run concurrently.

The UQ pipeline imposes certain requirements on the ensemble
management tools: (i) ability to centralize a streamline of the whole
pipeline; (ii) control different resource requirements (e.g., either
having one large batch job for all workflows or setting a work-
flow per batch job with the different numbers of acquired compute
nodes and runtime); (iii) support different heterogeneous high per-
formance computing (HPC) platforms (including different system
architectures); and (iv) fault-tolerance of the tools and executing
processes (i.e., computing tasks that represent batch job steps).

In response to the stated requirements, a corresponding work-
flow management toolkit RADICAL-EnTK (Ensemble Toolkit) [2]—
part of the ExaWorks Software Development Kit (SDK) [12]—was
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evaluated and chosen. EnTK provides the possibility to: (i) automate
runs of different workflows together, while providing an isolated ex-
ecution environment per each workflow; (ii) control the execution
state of a workflow and its every task individually; and (iii) handle
the size of a workflow dynamically, e.g., create a new workflow
stages based on the status of previously executed stages.

ExaWorks [1] – a DOE ECP project – integrates independent
middleware to enable the execution of scientific workflows on HPC.
ExaWorks SDK satisfies the workflows requirements of diverse
consumers, e.g., scientists, facility providers, and developers. It
enables teams to produce portable and scalable applications for a
wide range of exascale workflows. The SDK does not replace the
many workflow solutions already deployed and used by scientists,
but rather it provides a robust collection of community-identified
technologies and components tested on Leadership Computing
Facility (LCF) platforms that can be leveraged by users.

ExaWorks SDK comprises a set of workflowmanagement compo-
nents that feature clean API designs, enabling them to inter-operate
through common software interfaces. The project is working with
the open-source community, application developers, large comput-
ing facilities and HPC platform vendors to create a sustainable and
cross-platform SDK. In particular, the project works with E4S [9],
which provides from-source builds and containers as well as robust
testing of a broad collection of HPC software packages.

Currently, SDK brings together four seed workflow technologies,
specifically Flux, Parsl, RADICAL-Cybertools, and Swift/T. Other
applications and projects, such as ExaLearn, CANDLE, ExaSky,
EXAALT, MARBL, and ExaAM, utilize the ExaWorks software stack
and APIs to implement their workflows.

2 RADICAL BUILDING BLOCKS
RADICAL-Cybertools (RCT) [13] are software building blocks de-
signed to develop efficient and effective tools for scientific com-
puting. Specifically, RCT allow one to develop scientific applica-
tions with up to 100,000 heterogeneous computing tasks (i.e., a
self-contained process, Python function, or executable, and can be
independently executed from other “tasks”) and executing them
on the largest HPC platforms in the world at unprecedented scale.
RCT support innovative science in multiple domains, including,
but not limited to, drug discovery, climate science, material science
engineering, computational biology and particle physics.

RCT enable writing workflow applications with task-, resource-
and platform-level heterogeneity. Each building block is designed
to work as a standalone system or integrated with other tools from
RCT, or third-party software tools. Currently, RCT integrate with
other ExaWorks SDK components, enabling it to expose diverse
functionalities with minimal code editing. As building blocks and
components of an evolving software ecosystem, RCT serve a vast
array of use cases and scientific communities. Due to the ease
of integration within the existing scientific middleware, RCT are
well positioned to support the development of domain-specific
frameworks (e.g., DeepDriveMD [6]).

Two of the most commonly used building blocks are RADICAL-
Pilot (RP) [7] and EnTK. RP is a pilot-enabled runtime system that
allows users to concurrently execute up to 104 heterogeneous com-
puting tasks on up to 105 heterogeneous resources. RP manages

concurrent and sequential execution of single/multi core/GPU/node
non/MPI computing tasks on one or more HPC platforms. EnTK is
a workflow engine specifically designed to support the coding and
execution of scientific workflows represented using the PST model.
EnTK PST stands for Pipeline-Stage-Task, where Pipeline is a se-
quence of Stages, and each Stage is a set of independent computing
Tasks. Multiple pipelines can be executed concurrently, while stages,
within each pipeline, are executed sequentially. Grouping tasks into
stages represents dependencies among tasks and enables the con-
current execution of tasks from the same stage. EnTK utilizes RP
to acquire and manage HPC resources, and place and launch tasks
on those resources.

3 EXAAMWORKFLOWS

Figure 1: Extended schematic representation of the ExaAM
UQ pipeline.

While Fig. 1 shows the full ExaAM UQ pipeline, we will focus
on its three main stages.

Stage 0 generates the UQ grid using TASMANIAN [10] and then
all the necessary directories and their input files for Stage 1.

Stage 1 (melt pool physics + microstructure generation/evolu-
tion) can be represented as two sub-stages, where thermal melt
pool simulations are run in one sub-stage (AdditiveFOAM [4, 5], an
extension of OpenFOAM for AM processes) and the microstructure
generation is run in a subsequent sub-stage (ExaCA [8]). Note that
AdditiveFOAM includes CPU-only computing tasks and requires
even and odd runs to generate all melt pool thermal histories. These
runs have an associated post-processing step to gather all the neces-
sary output files into a single file for the following sub-stage ExaCA.
ExaCA includes CPU-GPU computing tasks. The microstructure is
generated for the cartesian product between all the thermal pool
cases and different microstructure UQ parameters. Once those runs
have completed, a post-processing step occurs to prepare data for
the local property calculations.

Stage 3 (local property calculations) runs all the ExaConstit [3]
simulations. It is driven by one Python script, which reads in all
the generated microstructures; coarsens the microstructures; and
generates all the simulation option files and directories associated
with all the different loading directions, temperature cases, and rep-
resentative volume elements (RVEs) from ExaCA microstructures.
The script then has a number of built-in job scheduler backends
(e.g., Flux, LSF) available and can run/submit all the jobs in one go.
Once all the simulations are complete, an optimization script then
calculates the necessary macroscopic material model parameters to
be used in full part-builds.
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We implemented the UQ pipeline as a set of EnTK workflow
applications, where each UQ stage corresponds to the EnTK appli-
cation (with a single EnTK pipeline) and consists of one or more
EnTK stages. We implemented the pre-/post-processing operations
into dedicated EnTK tasks and grouped them into EnTK stages.
Having a dedicated application per UQ stage allows us to execute
the stages individually or as part of the whole UQ pipeline. The
developed code is located in the project’s GitHub repository [11].

Listing 1: EnTK representation of an ExaCA task on Frontier.
import radical.entk as re
import radical.pilot as rp

exaca_path = 'ExaCA/build_amd_cp/install/bin'
exaca_task = re.Task({

'executable ' : f'{exaca_path }/ExaCA -Kokkos ',
'arguments ' : ['inputs.json'],
'pre_exec ' : [

'module load craype -accel -amd -gfx90a ',
'module load rocm /5.4.0 ',
'export CRAYPE_LINK_TYPE=dynamic ',
'export MPIR_CVAR_GPU_EAGER_DEVICE_MEM =0',
'export MPICH_GPU_SUPPORT_ENABLED =1'

],
'cpu_reqs ' : {'cpu_processes ' : 8,

'cpu_threads ' : 7,
'cpu_thread_type ' : rp.OpenMP},

'gpu_reqs ' : {'gpu_processes ' : 1}
})

UQ Stage 1 is transformed into the EnTK application with the
following EnTK stages: AdditiveFOAM’s pre-processing and Addi-
tiveFOAM, ExaCA and ExaCA-Analysis. The variousmelt pool cases
(AdditiveFOAM) and microstructure generation cases (ExaCA) are
represented as single tasks within each of their corresponding EnTK
stages. An example of an ExaCA task implemented with EnTK is
shown in Listing 1. All of the logic needed to drive Stage 1 is imple-
mented in one script, which acts as a standalone EnTK application.
This application handles failed tasks by re-submitting them as part
of the consecutive batch job (i.e., the next EnTK run). This auto-
mated process helps to deal with hardware failures to run collected
failed tasks using a new job allocation. During re-submission of
failed tasks, the execution order is preserved according to the order
of the original EnTK stages.

UQ Stage 3 integrates a corresponding EnTK application to lever-
age all the job ensembles (i.e., set of simulations per batch job). Addi-
tional logic has been added so that each ensemble respects Frontier’s
job scheduling policy in terms of walltime limits per amount of re-
quested compute nodes. Each simulation is represented as a single
EnTK task. Task failures are handled following the same approach
as for UQ Stage 1 (re-submitted job size is smaller and correlates to
the number of failed tasks).

Using EnTK (which supportsmultiple job schedulers such as Flux,
LSF, Slurm, PBSPro, or Cobalt) allowed us to abandon the manual
creation andmanagement of batch scripts in favor of having a single
ensemble manager EnTK to handle everything in one large job or
subsequent smaller jobs submissions. We also introduced fault-
tolerance for task execution level, which improved the efficiency of
each EnTK application and UQ pipeline as a whole.

4 FRONTIER RUN
RP as a runtime system underneath any EnTK application guaran-
tees portability of resource management capabilities among HPC
platforms with different architectures. We used Crusher (an early-
access testbed platform for the Frontier system) to evaluate the
upcoming exascale system’s architecture, and to pre-configure and
adjust RP components. Since every new platform has a specific
configuration for their job scheduler, the runtime system should
be configured accordingly, e.g., number of available cores per node,
number of cores reserved for system processes, configurable options
for multiple concurrent executions per node, etc.

Developed EnTK applications are easily reconfigured for each
platform via its resource configuration and corresponding execution
environment setup for every task type (e.g., see attribute pre_exec
for the EnTK task in Listing 1). These applications have been tested
on multiple platforms at OLCF with different job schedulers: Sum-
mit (LSF), Crusher (Slurm), and Frontier (Slurm).

Early runs on Summit and Crusher utilized up to 10 compute
nodes for several hours, and were used to verify the correctness and
stability of the execution process before targeting Frontier. With
the scale-up on Frontier, resource utilization is the following:

• AdditiveFOAM workflow utilized 40 compute nodes for 2
hours (every task requires 4 nodes with 56 cores per node);

• ExaCA workflow utilized 125 compute nodes for 4 hours
(every task requires 1 node and utilizes 8 MPI ranks with
7CPUs-1GPU decomposition);

• ExaConstit workflow utilized 8000 compute nodes (85% of
Frontier’s nodes) for up to 3.3 hours to run and orchestrate
7875 tasks (every task requires 8 nodes with 8 MPI ranks
per node with the typical 7CPUs-1GPU decomposition, and
runtime ∼10-25 min).

Figure 2: Resource utilization by the EnTK application (UQ
Stage 3): 100% corresponds to 448,000 CPU cores (not consid-
ering 8 cores per node reserved for system processes) and
64,000 GPUs.

“Full” scale run for UQ Stage 3 constantly utilized most of the
available resources (total resource utilization is 90%) with a minimal
overhead (OVH) of the EnTK application (i.e., bootstrapping EnTK
components). Fig. 2 shows that OVH (light blue color) is just 85s,
while the total execution time of all simulations (TTX) is 7989s
(the job runtime is 8074s). ExaAM workflows implemented with
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EnTK reached a scheduling throughput of 269 tasks/s, launching
51 tasks/s. Those rates are part of Fig. 3 (initial slopes of blue and
orange lines), which also shows the number of tasks executing
concurrently (orange color) as well as the number of tasks pending
to be launched (blue color).

Figure 3: Concurrency of 7875 EnTK tasks (UQ Stage 3) in
scheduling and running (execution) states.

We registered only 10 task failures across the UQ Stage 3 run.
Two tasks failed on the very last simulation step due to too large of a
time step for the specific loading condition and RVE, but they were
still far enough out for the purpose of constructing the macroscopic
material model parameters. The other eight tasks failed due to
a single node failure and ran successfully once automatically re-
submitted on Frontier by EnTK.

5 SUMMARY
In this paper, we have presented the novel ExaAM UQ pipeline and
its implementation with RADICAL-EnTK. Running simulations for
the additive manufacturing process requires an exascale heteroge-
neous machine (for CPU-GPU intensive computations), as well as
an efficient ensemble manager to automate the execution of the
whole UQ pipeline and manage varying resource requirements,
different execution environments while offering fault-tolerance. Se-
lecting EnTK as a workflow engine ensures running the UQ pipeline
efficiently and effectively. Once implemented in EnTK, these ap-
plications are portable across multiple LCF platforms. We tested
them on OLCF Summit, Crusher and Frontier. For runs on Frontier,
we progressively increased scale until executing the ExaConstit
workflow with 7875 tasks on 8000 compute nodes (85% of Frontier’s
nodes). We achieved a total resource utilization of 90%. We continue
to study the scaling challenge, while increasing the number of con-
current simulations and conducting experiments with different job
schedulers (e.g., Flux, in case of limitations with Slurm and LSF).
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