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Abstract

K-means is a popular clustering algorithm with significant
applications in numerous scientific and engineering areas.
One drawback of K-means is its inability to identify non-
linearly separable clusters, which may lead to inaccurate
solutions in certain cases. Kernel K-means is a variant of
classical K-means that can find non-linearly separable clus-
ters. However, it scales quadratically with respect to the size
of the dataset, taking several minutes to cluster evenmedium-
sized datasets on traditional CPU-based machines.
In this paper, we present a formulation of Kernel K-means

using sparse-dense matrix multiplication (SpMM) and sparse
matrix-vector multiplication (SpMV), and we show that our
formulation enables the rapid implementation of a fast GPU-
based version of Kernel K-means with little programming
effort. Our implementation, named Popcorn, is the first open-
source GPU-based implementation of Kernel K-means.
Popcorn achieves a speedup of up to 123.8× over a CPU

implementation of Kernel K-means and a speedup of up to
2.6× over a GPU implementation of Kernel K-means that does
not use sparse matrix computations. Our results support the
effectiveness of sparse matrices as tools for efficient parallel
programming.
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1 Introduction

K-means clustering is one of the most popular and power-
ful data mining algorithms. Its applications are numerous,
ranging from economics [1, 2], computational biology [3],
approximate matrix factorization [4], and vector quantiza-
tion [5]. Although it has many advantages, a key limitation
of K-means is that it can only find linearly separable clus-
ters. This can cause K-means to compute inaccurate clus-
terings for certain datasets. Kernel K-means is a variant of
K-means that can find non-linearly separable clusters [6],
and therefore does not suffer from this limitation. As with
classical K-means, Kernel K-means is used in a variety of ar-
eas ranging from computational biology [7–9], performance
prediction [10], smart agriculture [11] and more.
Kernel K-means projects the data points from their origi-

nal input space into a high-dimensional feature space and
clusters them in this high-dimensional feature space. Cluster
boundaries that are linear in the high-dimensional feature
space can be non-linear in the original input space, meaning
Kernel K-means can find non-linearly separable clusters. De-
spite its advantages over classical K-means, Kernel K-means
scales poorly with respect to the size of the data set. If 𝑛
is the number of points in the dataset and 𝑑 is the number
of features in the dataset, each iteration of Kernel K-means
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requires O(𝑛2) computation. In addition, there is a prepro-
cessing step that requires O(𝑛2𝑑) computation. This high
computational cost means that runs of Kernel K-means on
traditional CPU-based architectures take several minutes,
even for medium-sized datasets. In particular, for latency-
sensitive or real-time applications, such as image change
detection [12], these runtimes are not acceptable.
One potential option for reducing the long runtimes of

Kernel K-means is GPU acceleration. A GPU-capable version
of Kernel K-means is particularly appropriate because the
preprocessing step and the clustering itself both involve sig-
nificant amounts of computation. The superiority of GPUs
over CPUs for these sorts of compute-intensive applications
has been well established over the last 15 years [13–15]. Fur-
thermore, GPU-based implementations of classical K-means
have been shown to achieve significant speedups [16], sug-
gesting that a GPU-based version of Kernel K-means would
achieve similar outcomes. To the best of our knowledge,
there is no open-source GPU implementation of Kernel K-
means. A GPU implementation of Kernel K-means has been
described in the literature [17], but it is not publicly available.
Other existing GPU implementations, such as RAPIDS [18]
and the work of Markovtsev et al. [19], provide support for
classical K-means, but not for Kernel K-means.
GPUs can provide significant speedup, but they are difficult

to program to maximize performance. Programming GPUs
using a framework such as CUDA [20] involves consider-
able effort and manual tuning to achieve good performance,
and the programmer must reason about the low-level GPU
behavior [21, 22].
In this paper, we present a strategy for implementing Ker-

nel K-means on GPUs based on sparse linear algebra that re-
quires minimal manual programming effort while still achiev-
ing high performance. First, we introduce a formulation of
Kernel K-means that casts most of the computation in terms
of sparse-dense matrix multiplication (SpMM) and sparse
matrix-vector multiplication (SpMV). Then, we describe a
GPU implementation based on this formulation that uses the
cuSPARSE [23] and cuBLAS [24] libraries to perform most
of the computation. Finally, we show that our formulation
of Kernel K-means using SpMM and SpMV simplifies the
implementation of a performant GPU version of Kernel K-
means. Our implementation is named Popcorn, and it is the
first open-source GPU version of Kernel K-means.
Popcorn achieves a speedup of up to 123.8× compared

to the fastest CPU implementation of Kernel K-means on
several real-world datasets from different scientific and engi-
neering areas and a speedup of up to 2.6× compared to a base-
line CUDA implementation. Our implementation is publicly
available at https://github.com/HicrestLaboratory/Matrix-
Centric-K-Means Our results demonstrate the viability of
sparse matrix computations as tools for productive and per-
formant parallel programming on GPUs without significant
kernel engineering effort.

Table 1. A list of important symbols used in the paper.

Symbol Description
𝑑 number of features
𝑛 number of points
𝑘 number of clusters, 𝑘 < 𝑛

𝑐𝑘 centroid of 𝐿𝑘 , 𝑐𝑘 ∈ R𝑑
D distances matrix
K kernel matrix
V sparse selection matrix

Our main contributions include:
1. A new formulation of Kernel K-means in terms of the

sparse linear algebra primitives SpMM and SpMV;
2. A strategy for dynamically selecting the best matrix-

centric algorithm to compute the kernel matrix based
on the number of points and the number of features in
the dataset;

3. Popcorn, the first open-source GPU-based implemen-
tation of Kernel K-means;

4. Popcorn achieves up to a 2.6× speedup over a GPU-
based implementation of Kernel K-means that does
not use sparse matrices and a 123.8× speedup over a
CPU-based implementation.

2 Background

In this section, we provide background information on clas-
sical K-means and Kernel K-means, emphasizing the differ-
ences between the two approaches.

2.1 Classical K-means

K-means is an optimization problem that partitions a set of
points 𝑃 = {𝑝1, . . . , 𝑝𝑛} into 𝑘 clusters 𝐿1, ..., 𝐿𝑘 with cen-
troids 𝑐1, ..., 𝑐𝑘 such that the sum of the squared Euclidean
distance between each point and its nearest centroid is mini-
mized [25]. Formally, the K-means objective function is:

min ©«
𝑘∑︁
𝑗=1

∑︁
𝑝𝑖 ∈𝐿𝑗

𝑝𝑖 − 𝑐 𝑗2ª®¬
Finding a globally optimal solution to a K-means problem is
NP-hard, but there are effective heuristic algorithms that can
find local optima. The canonical K-means algorithm of this
type is known as Lloyd’s algorithm [25]. Lloyd’s algorithm
has three phases:

1. Calculate the distance between each point and centroid;
2. Determine the closest centroid to each point and assign

each point to the corresponding cluster;
3. Calculate new centroid positions using a weighted

mean of the points assigned to each cluster.
Theses phases are repeated until convergence or until a set
number of iterations have been executed. The time complex-
ity of each iteration of Lloyd’s algorithm is O(𝑛𝑑𝑘).

https://github.com/HicrestLaboratory/Matrix-Centric-K-Means
https://github.com/HicrestLaboratory/Matrix-Centric-K-Means
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Lloyd’s algorithm converges to a local optimum, but the
quality of the optimum is strongly dependent on the cho-
sen initial centroid locations. A simple strategy for choosing
initial centroid locations is to sample 𝑘 points uniformly
at random and set the initial centroid locations to be the 𝑘
sampled points. This method is inexpensive but can cause
K-means to converge to a poor local optimum. An alter-
native approach that is specifically designed to find good
local optima is the K-means++ initialization algorithm [26].
K-means++ chooses the initial centroids by randomly sam-
pling points according to a weighted probability distribution.
This ensures that points that are far away from previously
selected points are more likely to be selected as centroids
in subsequent iterations. K-means++ is computationally ex-
pensive, but it guarantees that a solution within a O(log𝑘)
factor of the optimal solution is found.

2.2 Kernel K-means

Classical K-means is unable to identify non-linearly sepa-
rable clusters, which can lead to inaccurate solutions for
certain datasets [6, 27]. To overcome this limitation, the Ker-
nel K-means algorithm was proposed [6]. Kernel K-means
projects the points of the dataset from their original input
space into a high-dimensional feature space before they are
clustered. Clustering in the high-dimensional feature space
can lead to cluster boundaries that are nonlinear in the orig-
inal input space, resulting in nonlinear clusters and, in some
cases, more accurate clusterings. Kernel K-means not only
provides better clusterings than classical K-means in some
cases but it has also been shown to be equivalent to spectral
clustering [6], another popular clustering algorithm.
Clustering in the feature space requires computing the

pairwise inner products of the points. Instead of calculating
the coordinates of points in the high-dimensional feature
space and then determining their inner product, it is possible
to calculate the inner product while leaving the points in
their original input space using a technique called the “kernel
trick” [27]. The kernel trick involves applying a non-linear
kernel function 𝜅 (x, y) to the vectors x and y. If 𝜅 (x, y) is
chosen appropriately, it computes the inner product of x
and y in a high-dimensional feature space without needing
to project either vector into that feature space. Typically,
𝜅 (x, y) is evaluated for each pair of points in the dataset, and
the results are stored in a kernel matrix K:

K =


𝜅 (𝑝1, 𝑝1) . . . 𝜅 (𝑝1, 𝑝𝑛)

...
. . .

...

𝜅 (𝑝𝑛, 𝑝1) . . . 𝜅 (𝑝𝑛, 𝑝𝑛)


Kernel K-means is more computationally expensive than

classical K-means. Unlike with classical K-means, Kernel K-
means requires computing the kernel matrix K. This requires
O(𝑛2𝑑) work, which is significant compared to the O(𝑛𝑑𝑘)
cost of a single iteration of Lloyd’s algorithm, given that 𝑘 is

Algorithm 1 Kernel K-means Algorithm

Require: Set of points 𝑃 = {𝑝1, ..., 𝑝𝑛} where 𝑝𝑖 ∈ R𝑑 , an
integer 𝑘 < 𝑛, maximum iterations𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 , non-linear
projection function 𝜙

Initialize iteration counter 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 = 0
while 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 < 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 and centroids are changing do

for all 𝑝𝑖 ∈ 𝑃 do

𝑗 ← argmin𝑗
𝜙 (𝑝𝑖 ) − 𝑐 𝑗2 using the kernel trick.

Add 𝑝𝑖 to cluster 𝐿 𝑗
end for

𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 ← 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 + 1
end while

almost always much smaller than 𝑛 in practice. Additionally,
the time complexity of each iteration of Kernel K-means is
O(𝑛2). This means that the iterations of Kernel K-means are
difficult to scale even for medium-sized datasets. Therefore,
although Kernel K-means provides higher quality clusterings
than the classical K-means in certain cases, it scales poorly
with respect to the size of the data set, limiting its practical
applicability on CPU architectures.

3 Matrix-Centric Kernel K-means

This section describes our formulation of Kernel K-means in
terms of sparse linear algebra primitives. First, we show that
pairwise Euclidean distances between points and centroids
can be computed using SpMM and matrix addition. Then,
we describe strategies for efficiently computing the terms in
this expression using sparse matrix computation.

3.1 Computing Pairwise Distances

Pairwise distances between points and centroids can be com-
puted with matrix multiplication and matrix addition. While
prior work [17, 27] has shown that this is possible, our work
is the first to introduce the use of SpMM and SpMV in this
computation. In this section, the word ‘distance’ refers to
squared Euclidean distance; p𝑖 and c𝑗 are row vectors.
Let 𝜙 denote a non-linear function that maps a point p𝑖 to

a high dimensional feature space of dimensionality 𝑑 , and let
𝜅 denote the corresponding kernel function. Furthermore,
let K ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 denote a matrix defined as follows:

K =


𝜙 (p1)𝜙 (p𝑇1 ) . . . 𝜙 (p1)𝜙 (p𝑇𝑛 )

...
. . .

...

𝜙 (p𝑛)𝜙 (p𝑇1 ) . . . 𝜙 (p𝑛)𝜙 (p𝑇𝑛 )

 (1)

The entries of K can be calculated with the kernel trick
since they are the inner products of the points projected
into the high-dimensional feature space. This means that
K 𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜅 (p𝑖 , p𝑗 ), i.e. K can be computed using the kernel
function.
The distance between a single point p𝑖 and a single centroid

c𝑗 in feature space is given by:
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∥𝜙 (p𝑖 ) − c𝑗 ∥2 =
𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
(𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 ) − c(𝑙 )𝑗 )

2 =

𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
(−2𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 )c(𝑙 )𝑗 + [𝜙 (p𝑖 )

(𝑙 ) ]2 + [c(𝑙 )
𝑗
]2)

.
Distributing the summation term, we obtain:

𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
(−2𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 )c(𝑙 )𝑗 + [𝜙 (p𝑖 )

(𝑙 ) ]2 + [c(𝑙 )
𝑗
]2) =

𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
−2𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 )c(𝑙 )𝑗 +

𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
[𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 ) ]2 +

𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
[c(𝑙 )
𝑗
]2 =

𝑑∑︁
𝑙=0
−2𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 )c(𝑙 )𝑗 + ∥𝜙 (p𝑖 )∥

2 + ∥c𝑗 ∥2. (2)

Define two matrices, P ∈ R𝑛×𝑑 and C ∈ R𝑘×𝑑 as:

P =


𝜙 (p1) (1) . . . 𝜙 (p1) (𝑑 )

...
. . .

...

𝜙 (p𝑛) (1) . . . 𝜙 (p𝑛) (𝑑 )

 , C =


c(1)1 . . . c(𝑑 )1
...

. . .
...

c(1)
𝑘

. . . c(𝑑 )
𝑘

 (3)

.
In addition, define P̃ ∈ R𝑛×𝑘 and C̃ ∈ R𝑛×𝑘 as:

P̃ =


∥𝜙 (p1)∥2 ∥𝜙 (p1)∥2 . . . ∥𝜙 (p1)∥2

...
...

. . .
...

∥𝜙 (p𝑛)∥2 ∥𝜙 (p𝑛)∥2 . . . ∥𝜙 (p𝑛)∥2

 ,
C̃ =


∥c1∥2 ∥c2∥2 . . . ∥c𝑘 ∥2
...

...
. . .

...

∥c1∥2 ∥c2∥2 . . . ∥c𝑘 ∥2

 .
(4)

Computing the matrix-matrix product −2PCT produces a
matrix that stores

∑𝑑
𝑙=0 −2𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (𝑙 )c

(𝑙 )
𝑗

for each p𝑖 , c𝑗 . This
accounts for the first term in Equation 2. Adding P̃, C̃ to
−2PCT accounts for the ∥𝜙 (p𝑖 )∥2, ∥c𝑗 ∥2 terms in Equation
2. Therefore, computing Equation 1 for each pair of p𝑖 , c𝑗 is
equivalent to the following:

D = −2PCT + P̃ + C̃. (5)
This equation is capable of computing pairwise distances

between points and centroids, but it requires precisely com-
puting the coordinates of the points in the high-dimensional
feature space to initialize P and C, which is difficult and com-
putationally expensive [27]. Furthermore, if 𝑑 is large, the
matrix-matrix product PCT is also expensive. Thus, we need
to modify Equation 5 so that it does not require the precise
locations of the points in feature space. Centroids are given
according to the following expression:

c𝑗 =
1
|𝐿 𝑗 |

∑︁
p𝑖 ∈𝐿𝑗

𝜙 (p𝑖 ) (6)

This expression sums the points in the same cluster and
divides the sum by the cardinality of the cluster. One can also
think of this operation as summing the rows of P that cor-
respond to points in the same cluster and then dividing the
summed rows by the appropriate cluster cardinality.
Then, define a matrix V ∈ R𝑘×𝑛 as follows:

V𝑗𝑖 =

{
1
|𝐿𝑗 | p𝑖 ∈ 𝐿 𝑗
0 otherwise

(7)

V is a selection matrix that indicates which points are
in which clusters. It has one column for each point, and
one row for each cluster. An entry is nonzero if the point
corresponding to the entry’s column index is in the cluster
corresponding to the entry’s row index. In addition, note
that V is a sparse matrix with exactly 𝑛 nonzeros.
Using V, new centroid locations are given by:

C = VP (8)
This matrix multiplication with V can be thought of as select-
ing rows of P that correspond to points in the same cluster,
dividing each of them by the cardinality of their cluster, and
then adding them. Using Equation 8, we can rewrite Equa-
tion 5 as:

D = −2PPTVT + P̃ + C̃ (9)
PPT stores the pairwise inner products of the points pro-
jected into the high-dimensional feature space, or in other
words, (PPT)𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜙 (p𝑖 )𝜙 (p𝑇𝑗 ). This means that PPT = K, and
we can rewrite Equation 9 as follows:

D = −2KVT + P̃ + C̃ (10)
D𝑖 𝑗 gives the distance between the 𝑖th point and the 𝑗th

centroid. We refer to D as the distances matrix in the rest of
the paper. This expression is able to calculate the distances
between points and centroids using only matrix multiplica-
tion andmatrix addition. Since this equation contains neither
P nor C, the precise coordinates of the points in the feature
space do not need to be computed. Section 3.3 explains how
to compute C̃ without forming C. In practice, since V is a
sparse matrix andK is a dense matrix, the−2KVT term can be
efficiently computed with SpMM. This SpMM requires O(𝑛2)
work, as it involves the multiplication of a sparse matrix with
𝑛 nonzeros with a dense matrix that has 𝑛 columns.

3.2 Computing the Kernel Matrix

For common kernels, it is possible to compute K with the
help of matrix operations, which leads to an efficient im-
plementation. Here, we describe strategies to do this for
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two commonly used kernels: the polynomial kernel and the
Gaussian kernel. Let P̂ ∈ R𝑛×𝑑 be defined as

P̂ =


p(1)1 . . . p(𝑑 )1
...

. . .
...

p(1)𝑛 . . . p(𝑑 )𝑛


P̂ is a matrix that stores the points in their original input
space. This is in contrast to P, which stores the points pro-
jected into feature space.
The polynomial kernel is defined as:

𝜅 (x, y) = (𝛾 (xTy) + 𝑐)𝑟

and the Gaussian kernel is defined as:

𝜅 (x, y) = exp
(
−𝛾 ∥x − y∥

2

𝜎2

)
For the polynomial kernel, computing K is straightforward.

First, computing B = P̂P̂T gives the pairwise inner products
of the points. From here, a sequence of element-wise opera-
tions on B gives K. In particular,

K = pow((𝛾B) + 𝑐, 𝑟 ) (11)
where + is elementwise addition and pow(X, 𝑟 ) raises each
element of the matrix X to the 𝑟 th power.
For the Gaussian kernel, computing K is more complicated.

If we apply Equation 2 to the definition of the Gaussian
kernel, we get the following:

𝜅 (x, y) = exp
(
−𝛾 (−2xTy + xTx + yTy)

𝜎2

)
If we let B = P̂P̂T, then B 𝑖 𝑗 = p𝑖p𝑇𝑗 . It follows that:

𝜅 (p𝑖 , p𝑗 ) = exp
(−𝛾 (−2B𝑖 𝑗 + B𝑖𝑖 + B𝑗 𝑗 )

𝜎2

)
(12)

K can therefore be calculated for the Gaussian kernel by first
calculating B = P̂P̂T and then using Equation 12.
Computing B involves multiplying two dense matrices to

produce a symmetric dense output matrix. To do this, either
the general matrix-matrix multiply (GEMM) BLAS routine
or the symmetric rank-k update (SYRK) BLAS routine can be
used. We consider the performance-related implications of
both approaches in Section 4. Finally, note that K does not
change between iterations, so it is only necessary to compute
K once in Kernel K-means.

3.3 Computing Row-Wise Norms

The row-wise norms of P and C are needed to initialize the P̃
and C̃matrices used in Equation 10. It is possible to efficiently
compute these terms using sparse matrix operations without
requiring substantial additional computation. Let us first
consider the calculation of the row-wise norms of P. Recall
from the previous section that K = PPT. This implies that K
𝑖𝑖 = 𝜙 (p𝑖 )𝜙 (p𝑖 )𝑇 . 𝜙 (p𝑖 )𝜙 (p𝑖 )𝑇 = ∥𝜙 (p𝑖 )∥2, so computing the

row-wise norms of P can be done by extracting the diagonal
ofK. Since the calculation ofK is already required to calculate
the −2KVT term in Equation 10, computing the row-wise
norms of P does not require any extra computation.
Let us now consider the calculation of the row-wise norms

of C. Recall that explicitly forming C is not possible, since do-
ing so would require explicitly projecting the points into fea-
ture space. Therefore, we need an expression for computing
the norms of each row of C that does not depend on C itself.
Observe that, similarly to P, (CCT)𝑖𝑖 = ∥c𝑖 ∥2. From Equation
8we have thatC = VP. It follows thatCCT = VPPTVT = VKVT,
which finally results in:

(VKVT)𝑖𝑖 = ∥c𝑖 ∥2 (13)

The norms of C can therefore be computed without forming
C by calculating VKVT and extracting the diagonal.
This approach produces a correct output, but does a lot of

unnecessary work, as only the diagonal of VKVT is needed.
To address this shortcoming, we design a new approach
based on SpMV that computes only the diagonal ofVKVT.
This approach takes advantage of a unique property of V,

namely that it has exactly one non-zero per column. To see
why this is the case, recall that V 𝑖 𝑗 ≠ 0 if p𝑗 ∈ 𝐿𝑖 . Each
p𝑗 can only be in one cluster, which means that for each
𝑗 , V 𝑖 𝑗 ≠ 0 can only apply to a single row index 𝑖 . This
also implies that each non-zero in V has a unique column
index. This means that the set of inner products that compute
∥c1∥2 . . . ∥c𝑘 ∥2 involve multiplication by disjoint nonzeros
of KVT. In other words, the nonzeros in the 𝑖th column of
KVT that are multiplied by the 𝑖th row of V to form ∥c𝑖 ∥2 are
not involved in any of the other inner products that compute
other ∥c𝑗 ∥2, 𝑗 ≠ 𝑖 .
Figure 1 shows a simple hypothetical example of multipli-

cation between V and KVT. The rows of V and the columns
of KVT are color-coded to indicate which inner products
between rows and columns are strictly necessary to produce
entries of C̃. If the entries of KVT that are involved in these
strictly necessary inner products are extracted into a dense
vector z, then the matrix-vector product Vzwill only produce
the entries needed to compute C̃.
Formally, we can define the dense vector z ∈ R𝑛 :

z =


KVT

1,cluster(1)
KVT

2,cluster(2)
...

KVT
𝑛,cluster(𝑛)


(14)

Here, cluster(𝑖) is a function that returns the index of the
cluster to which p𝑖 is assigned. Using these definitions, the
norms of the centroids are given by:
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Figure 1. Computing the diagonal of VKVT using SpMV.

Vz =


∥c1∥2
...

∥ck∥2

 (15)

V is a sparse matrix with exactly 𝑛 nonzeros, so this matrix-
vector product can be computed with SpMV while only re-
quiring O(𝑛) work. The previous approach of explicitly cal-
culating VKVT and extracting the diagonal requires O(𝑛𝑘)
work. Note that KVT is already computed in the first term
of Equation 10, meaning 𝑧 can be initialized without any
additional computation. The only additional computation
required in our algorithm for computing the norms of C is
the SpMV operation used to calculate Vz.
Using Equation 15, the row-wise norms of C can be com-

puted without explicitly forming the C matrix. This elimi-
nates the need to compute new centroids at each iteration.
The only thing that changes with each iteration is the spar-
sity structure of V.

3.4 Popcorn Algorithm

Here, we present the complete algorithm for our matrix-
centric formulation of Kernel K-means, namely Popcorn.
Algorithm 2 shows pseudocode depicting the complete Pop-
corn algorithm. Line 1 of the algorithm computes the kernel
matrix K. This is done by first computing B = P̂P̂T and then
applying the chosen kernel to update each entry of B. Line
2 computes the row-wise norms of P, which are needed to
initialize P̃, by extracting the diagonal of K. As the points do
not change between the iterations, K is calculated once and
P̃ is initialized once. Line 3 assigns each point in the dataset
a random integer between 1 and 𝑘 , i.e. each point is assigned
a random cluster label. These are used in line 4 to initialize
the first V matrix according to Equation 7.
The main loop of Kernel K-means begins on line 6. Each it-

eration involves three steps: computing −2KVT using SpMM,
computing the norms of C using SpMV, and updating clus-
ter assignments. Line 7 computes the scaled matrix-matrix
product −2KVT with SpMM. Then, to calculate the row-wise
norms of C needed to initialize C̃, line 8 initializes the dense

vector z with −2KVT and cluster assignment of each point.
From here, line 9 computes the matrix-vector product−0.5Vz
using SpMV, and the resulting vector is used to initialize C̃.
The −0.5 scalar term is needed to cancel out the −2 used to
scale KVT. Finally, the actual distances are calculated in line
10 by adding the matrices −2KVT, P̃ and C̃.
The cluster assignments are updated via the loop beginning

on line 12 by calculating the index of the smallest element in
each row of the distance matrix D. This determines the cen-
troid to which each point is closest, i.e. to which cluster each
point should be reassigned. Once this is done, V is updated
in line 14 to reflect the new assignments, and the iteration is
complete. This is repeated until the convergence, or until a
maximum number of iterations have been executed.

Algorithm 2 Popcorn Algorithm for Kernel K-means

1: K = kernel(P̂P̂T)
2: Initialize P̃ using diag(K)
3: Assign each 𝑝1 . . . 𝑝𝑛 a random cluster
4: Initialize V using cluster assignments
5: Initialize iteration counter 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 = 0
6: while 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 < 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 and centroids 𝑐 𝑗 are changing do

7: E = −2 ∗ SpMM(KVT)
8: zT = −0.5

[
E1,cluster(1) E2,cluster(2) . . . E𝑛,cluster(n)

]
9: Initialize C̃ using SpMV(Vz)
10: D = E + P̃ + C̃
11: for 𝑖 = 1 : 𝑛 do

12: cluster(i) = argmin𝑗 (D𝑖, 𝑗 )
13: end for

14: Set V using cluster assignments
15: 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 ← 𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑟 + 1
16: end while

4 Popcorn Implementation

In this section, we provide details on our implementation
of Popcorn. Our implementation is designed for modern
NVIDIA GPUs and is mainly based on the cuBLAS and cuS-
PARSE libraries, making light use of thrust [28].

4.1 Data Preparation

There are two preparation stages. First, we read the input
data from disk into host memory and copy it into a device
buffer. The device buffer is a dense matrix P̂ that stores the
data points in row-major order, i.e., P̂𝑖,: = p𝑖 . Then, we ran-
domly assign a cluster label between 1 and 𝑘 to each point
and use this random assignment to initialize the first V ma-
trix. V is stored using the Compressed Sparse Row (CSR)
format provided by cuSPARSE. CSR stores a sparse matrix
using 3 arrays, a values array that stores the nonzeros, a
colinds array that stores the column indices of the nonze-
ros, and a rowptrs array that stores the start and end indices
of each row in the other two arrays. The cluster assignments
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are first created and stored in an array on the device. Then,
the cardinality of each cluster is calculated via a reduction of
the cluster assignment array. Finally, V is initialized with a
hand-written CUDA kernel that uses the cluster assignment
and cardinality arrays to set the CSR data structures.

4.2 Computing the Kernel Matrix

Before Kernel K-means can be executed, the kernel matrix K
must be computed. This is done by first computing B = P̂P̂T.
One of two cuBLAS routines can be used to calculateB, either
general matrix-matrix multiplication (GEMM) or symmetric
rank-k update (SYRK). Both routines provide correct out-
put, but when deciding between GEMM and SYRK, there are
some performance-related trade-offs to consider. B is sym-
metric, so it is only strictly necessary to compute either its
upper or lower triangular region. SYRK explicitly calculates
only one of the two triangular areas, while GEMM calculates
the entirety of B. Therefore, GEMM does unnecessary work.
More precisely, using GEMM to compute B requires O(𝑛2𝑑)
FLOPS, while using SYRK requires only O( 𝑛2𝑑2 ) FLOPS. De-
spite using fewer FLOPS, if SYRK is used to compute B, it is
necessary to copy the triangular area of Bwhich is calculated
explicitly into the triangular area of B which is not calcu-
lated explicitly. This is because the cuSPARSE routines used
in Popcorn require the entirety of B to be stored explicitly,
even if it is symmetric.
Depending on the values of𝑛 and𝑑 , it may bemore efficient

to choose one routine over the other. In practice, we find
that for input data with large values of 𝑛 and small values of
𝑑 , using GEMM to compute B is more efficient while using
SYRK to compute B is more efficient when 𝑑 is closer to or
larger than𝑛. To ensure that themost efficient routine is used,
Popcorn computes the ratio 𝑟 between 𝑛 and 𝑑 . If 𝑟 exceeds
a certain threshold 𝑡 , GEMM is used, otherwise SYRK is used.
The appropriate value of 𝑡 is architecture-dependent, so we
leave it as a tunable parameter. In Section 5, we investigate
the appropriate value of 𝑡 for a specific architecture.
Once B has been computed using either the GEMM-based

algorithm or the SYRK-based algorithm, the kernel func-
tion is applied to each entry of B using thrust::transform,
which produces the final kernel matrix K. The diagonal of
K is then extracted and stored in a dense vector of length
𝑛 on the device. This vector implicitly represents the entire
P̃ matrix, since each column of P̃ is identical. This part of
the implementation corresponds to lines 1-4 of Algorithm 2.
Once K and P̃ are initialized, the main iterations of Kernel K-
means can begin.

4.3 Pairwise Distance Computation

The most costly part of each iteration involves computing
the pairwise distances between points and centroids using
Equation 9. First, −2KV𝑇 is computed using the cuSPARSE
SpMM routine. Then, z is initialized using a hand-written

CUDA kernel that uses an array containing cluster assign-
ments to set each element of z to the appropriate entry of
−2KV𝑇 . The matrix-vector product −0.5Vz is then calculated
with the cuSPARSE SpMV routine. The output is a dense
vector used to implicitly represent the entire C̃ matrix. As
with P̃, the rows of C̃ are identical so it is not necessary to
store the entire matrix.
From here, the distances matrix D can be computed by

summing −2KVT, P̃, and C̃. Note that, since P̃ and C̃ are im-
plicitly represented as vectors, a custom kernel is necessary
to add them to −2KV𝑇 . This custom kernel uses one thread
to update each entry of −2KV𝑇 with the appropriate entries
of the vectors used to represent P̃ and C̃. The corresponding
entry of the P̃ vector that each thread should access can be
computed by dividing the global ID of the thread by 𝑘 , and
the same can be done for C̃ by taking the global ID of the
thread modulo 𝑘 . Once the matrices have been added, the
distances matrix D is computed. This part of the implemen-
tation is described by lines 7-10 of Algorithm 2.
Cluster assignment is relatively inexpensive for Kernel K-

means, so matrix computations are not used. It is done by
computing the index of the smallest element in each row of
D using the coalescedReduction function from NVIDIA’s
RAPIDS [18] library. Once assignments are ready, V is up-
dated using the procedure in Section 4.1. This corresponds
to lines 11-14 of Algorithm 2.

4.4 Arithmetic Intensity

Here we give the arithmetic intensity of Popcorn’s algo-
rithm for Kernel K-means. We only consider the arithmetic
intensity of the operations used to compute K and D, as
other components of the algorithm do not involve significant
amounts of arithmetic. We assume all matrices and vectors
are stored using single-precision floating point numbers, and
we further assume V is stored using 32 bit indices.
Computing the kernel matrix K requires multiplying a

dense matrix of size 𝑛 × 𝑑 by its transpose to produce B, and
then applying the kernel function to produce K. Let 𝐹𝐾 , 𝐵𝐾
respectively denote the number of FLOPS and memory op-
erations needed to use the kernel function to to produce K.
The arithmetic intensity of computing K is then

𝐹𝐾 + 2𝑛2𝑑
4(𝐵𝐾 + 2𝑛𝑑 + 𝑛2)

(16)

Computing D requires one SpMM, one SpMV, and elemen-
twise addition of three dense matrices. Recall that two of
these dense matrices, P̃ and C̃, are stored as dense vectors of
lengths 𝑛 and 𝑘 , respectively. Therefore, the total arithmetic
intensity of computing D each iteration is

2𝑛2 + 2𝑛 + 3𝑛𝑘
4(𝑛2 + 6𝑛 + 4𝑘 + 3𝑛𝑘) (17)
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4.5 Benefits of Using Sparse Matrices

The key feature of Popcorn is its use of sparse matrix compu-
tations to process expensive components of Kernel K-means.
This has several advantages.

Ease of Programmability. GPU-based applications are
usually developed using a programming framework such as
CUDA. The manual kernel engineering, tuning, and perfor-
mance optimization required to achieve good performance
for most CUDA codes is significant and time- consuming
[22]. This is because programming effectively with CUDA
requires the programmer to reason about many intricate de-
tails of the low-level behavior of GPUs and explicitly manage
shared memory, grid sizes, and block sizes. In addition, ker-
nels must be written to achieve good load balancing between
thread blocks.
Popcorn did not require extensive manual kernel engineer-

ing effort. This is because our formulation based on SpMM
and SpMV makes it possible to offload most of the computa-
tion to in Kernel K-means library routines, eliminating the
need to write and optimize large CUDA kernels by hand.
Popcorn uses a small number of hand-written kernels, but
these kernels are simple and involve straightforward grid
configurations and are embarassingly parallel.

Guaranteed High Performance. Offloading computation
to cuSPARSE and cuBLAS provides a reasonable guarantee
of good performance. cuSPARSE and cuBLAS routines are
highly optimized, and substantial effort has been made to
ensure that these libraries use GPU resources effectively.
Thanks to the use of these libraries, Popcorn can utilize
the high performance of cuSPARSE and cuBLAS. Further-
more, this high performance is portable between different
NVIDIA GPU architectures and future improvements to cuS-
PARSE and cuBLAS will automatically lead to performance
improvements in Popcorn.

5 Results

In this section, we show that Popcorn achieves a significant
speedup over a GPU implementation of Kernel K-means.
First, we examine the performance of different strategies
for calculating the kernel matrix K with different values
of 𝑛 and 𝑑 . Then, we show the speedup of Popcorn’s al-
gorithm for computing pairwise distances over a baseline
CUDA implementation. Finally, we show the speedup of the
entire algorithm of Popcorn compared to a baseline CUDA
implementation.

5.1 Experimental Setup

This section contains details of the datasets and hardware
used to test the performance of Popcorn.

5.1.1 Hardware and Software Environment. The exper-
iments were performed on an NVIDIA A100 GPU connected
to a 64-core AMD EPYC 7763 CPU via a PCIe Generation 4

Table 2. Information about datasets used in experiments.

Dataset Description n d

Acoustic Vehicle sensor data 78823 50
CIFAR-10 32x32 color images 50000 3072
Ledgar Large corpus of legal documents 70000 19996
Letter Hand-written letters 10500 26
MNIST Hand-written digits dataset 60000 780
SCOTUS Text of US Supreme Court rulings 6400 126405

interconnect. All codes were compiled with NVCC 12.2 and
use the versions of cuSPARSE, cuBLAS, and thrust from the
CUDA Toolkit 12.2.

5.1.2 Datasets. To test Popcorn, we used six real-world
datasets from the libSVM data repository [29]. These datasets
represent tasks from the fields of computer vision, image
processing, natural language processing, and vehicle clas-
sification. Additionally, the MNIST and CIFAR-10 datasets
have been shown to benefit from using Kernel K-means to
find non-linearly separable clusters [30, 31]. The values of
𝑑 (number of features) and 𝑛 (number of samples) for each
dataset can be seen in Table 2.

5.1.3 Other Info. Unless otherwise stated, the numbers
presented in all experiments are average values over 4 trials.
In addition, for experiments with clustering runtimes, all
implementations were run for exactly 30 iterations to en-
sure that differences in runtimes were not due to differences
in convergence. For each dataset, we set 𝑘 = {10, 50, 100}
to investigate how Popcorn behaves given different clus-
ter granularities. The choice of kernel function does not
influence the runtime, since most common kernel functions
involve applying a simple function to each entry in the ker-
nel matrix. In this work, we use the polynomial kernel with
𝛾 = 1, 𝑐 = 1, 𝑑 = 2. Determining a suitable kernel function
for a given dataset is outside the scope of this paper, and is
discussed in detail elsewhere [27, 31].

5.2 Kernel Matrix Computation

As described in Section 4, Popcorn has two different algo-
rithms that can be used to calculate the kernel matrix K:
the GEMM-based algorithm and the SYRK-based algorithm.
Here, we examine the performance of both strategies on syn-
thetic datasets with different values of 𝑛 and 𝑑 ; we chose to
use synthetic data to more thoroughly investigate the impact
of varying 𝑛 and 𝑑 .
Figure 2 shows the runtimes of GEMM and SYRK-based

algorithms on synthetic data with different values of 𝑛 and 𝑑 .
First, we set 𝑛 to 50000 and 10000 to simulate large and small
dataset cardinalities, respectively, and for each value of 𝑛
we set 𝑑 to 100, 1000, 10000, and 100000 to simulate different
dimensionalities.
For datasets with large 𝑛 and small 𝑑 , the GEMM-based al-

gorithm is faster than the SYRK-based algorithm. This is most
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Figure 2. Comparison of the kernel matrix computation for
synthetic data with SYRK and with GEMM.

significant for (𝑛 = 50000, 𝑑 = 100), where the GEMM-based
algorithm is 3.2× faster than the SYRK-based algorithm. For
datasets where𝑛 and𝑑 are similar, the SYRK-based algorithm
is up to 2.4× faster. Overall, these experiments suggest that
for our specific platform, it is best to use the GEMM-based
algorithm when the ratio between 𝑛 and 𝑑 is greater than
100, while it is best to use the SYRK-based algorithm when
the ratio is less than 100. The reason for this is the overhead
associated with copying the triangular half of K which is
explicitly computed into the triangular half of Kwhich is not
explicitly computed. If it were possible to perform SpMM
and SpMV with a dense matrix stored in triangular packed
form, this copy would not be necessary and the SYRK-based
algorithm could be faster.

5.3 CUDA Baseline Implementation

To demonstrate the advantages of Popcorn’s sparse matrix-
based approach, we compare the time to solution of Pop-
corn’s algorithm with a baseline CUDA implementation
that does not utilize sparse matrix computations. To the best
of the authors’ knowledge, there is no open-source GPU
implementation of Kernel K-means with which we could
have compared. Baydoun et al [17] describe a GPU imple-
mentation of Kernel K-means, but it is not open-source, and
although we contacted the authors, we were unable to access
the code. Given the differences between the time complex-
ity of classical K-means and Kernel K-means, a comparison
between Popcorn and a GPU implementation of classical
K-means would not be meaningful.
Given the lack of a GPU-based open-source implementa-

tion of Kernel K-means, we compare Popcorn with an in-
house CUDA implementation that does not use sparse matrix
operations. This baseline CUDA implementation uses the
GEMM routine provided by cuBLAS to compute the kernel

matrix and then uses three hand-written CUDA kernels to
compute the distances between points and centroids.
The first kernel is responsible for reducing the entries of

K corresponding to points in the same cluster. This kernel
creates 𝑛 thread blocks and has each one iterate through a
row of K. The entries of the row are reduced based on the
cluster assignment of the point corresponding to the column
index of the entry. To reduce global memory accesses, the
entries of each row are reduced into a buffer in shared mem-
ory of length 𝑘 . Once the rows have been reduced, the first 𝑘
threads in each thread block write the entries of the shared
memory buffer into global memory in an embarrassingly
parallel manner. This kernel performs the same function as
the SpMM in Popcorn, and it dominates the runtime of the
baseline implementation.
The second kernel uses the reduced entries of K computed

by the first kernel to compute the row-wise norms of the cen-
troids. This kernel creates 𝑛 threads, each of which indexes
the reduced buffer computed by the first kernel according to
the cluster assignment of its corresponding point. Entries of
the reduced buffer corresponding to points in the same clus-
ter are reduced and then written to the global memory in an
embarrassingly parallel fashion. This produces the row-wise
norms of the centroids, performing the same function as the
SpMV in Popcorn.
The last kernel calculates the complete distances between

points and centroids using the buffers computed by the first
two kernels. This kernel creates 𝑛𝑘 threads and has each one
compute the distance between a single point and a single cen-
troid by summing one entry from the two buffers computed
by the first two kernels with an entry from the diagonal of K.
No synchronization or inter-thread coordination is required
as the operation is embarrassingly parallel.

5.4 CUDA Baseline Comparison to CPU

The goal of this section is to show that our baseline CUDA
implementation is faster than a CPU implementation and
therefore provides a reasonable baseline for comparison with
Popcorn. In the experiments, we measure the time required
to compute the kernel matrix K (line 1 in Algorithm 2) and
the runtime of the clustering itself (lines 6-16 of Algorithm
2) and compare it to the implementation of Kernel K-means
in the PRMLT package [32]. This implementation is a single-
threaded CPU version of Kernel K-means.
Figure 3 illustrates the speedup of our baseline CUDA im-

plementation compared to PRMLT Kernel K-means for each
dataset. Our baseline CUDA implementation consistently
outperforms the CPU-only implementation. The speedup
is most noticeable for the letter dataset, which is a maxi-
mum of 72.8× faster than the CPU-only implementation. In
general, the speedup ranges from 11× to21×, and tends to
be higher for 𝑘 = 50 and 𝑘 = 100 than for 𝑘 = 10. This is
because, for smaller values of 𝑘 , the load imbalance between
thread blocks tends to be larger as the cluster sizes tend to



PPoPP ’25, March 1–5, 2025, Las Vegas, NV, USA Julian Bellavita∗, Thomas Pasquali, Laura Del Rio Martin, Flavio Vella∗, and Giulia Guidi∗

Figure 3. Baseline CUDA implementation speedup over CPU
varying 𝑘 .

be unbalanced. Overall, our baseline CUDA implementation
is at least an order of magnitude faster than the CPU-only
implementation for all datasets and for all values of 𝑘 .

5.5 Pairwise Distances Computation

Here, we compare Popcorn’s SpMM and SpMV-based algo-
rithm for computing pairwise distances to that of the baseline
CUDA implementation described in 5.4. Importantly, this
section does not consider the time required to compute the
kernel matrix K, since our goal in this section is to investi-
gate the impact of using SpMM and SpMV on performance
when computing pairwise distances, which is independent of
computing K. Thus, we consider the speedup of Popcorn’s
distances algorithm over the baseline CUDA algorithm and
the throughput of both algorithms. In addition, we present a
roofline model [33] that shows how close both algorithms
come to their respective theoretical peak throughput.
Figure 4 shows the speedup of Popcorn’s pairwise dis-

tances algorithm over that of the baseline CUDA implemen-
tation. Popcorn is consistently between 1.5× to 2.6× faster
than the baseline CUDA implementation, except for the SCO-
TUS dataset at 𝑘 = 50, where the speedup is 1.1× due to the
small number of points in this dataset, i.e., 𝑛 = 6400.
Figure 5 illustrates the throughput in GFLOPS/s of the pair-

wise distances algorithm of Popcorn next to the throughput
of the baseline implementation algorithm. The throughput
values were obtained using Nsight Compute[34], and the
peak throughput series in the figure was also obtained using
Nsight Compute. In Popcorn, we only measure the through-
put of the SpMM operation, as this dominates the runtime,
and similarly in the baseline implementation, we only mea-
sure the throughput of the first CUDA kernel.
Popcorn consistently achieves a higher throughput than

our baseline implementation, ranging from 370 GFLOPS/s
to 729 GFLOPS/s. The baseline implementation achieves a
throughput of between 304 GFLOPS/s and 409 GFLOPS/s. In

Figure 4. Speedup of Popcorn’s pairwise distances algo-
rithm over the baseline CUDA implementation varying 𝑘 .

addition, Popcorn achieves progressively higher through-
put with the scaling of 𝑘 , while the baseline implementation
achieves lower throughput with the scaling of 𝑘 . These re-
sults show that Popcorn can utilize GPU resources more
effectively than hand-written CUDA kernels by using sparse
matrix computation.
Figure 6 illustrates the roofline model for each dataset

and each value of 𝑘 . In these plots, the triangles represent
the throughput achieved with the baseline implementation
and the squares represent the throughput achieved with
Popcorn. The arithmetic intensity values were collected
using Nsight Compute. Popcorn is consistently closer to the
roofline than the baseline implementation for all datasets,
and for 𝑘 = {50, 100} Popcorn almost hits the roofline in
all cases. Notably, Popcorn has a lower arithmetic intensity
for some data sets than the baseline implementation. By
profiling with Nsight Compute, we found out that this is
because our baseline implementation reduces the entries of
the kernel matrix in sharedmemory, while the SpMM routine
of cuSPARSE and thus also Popcorn does not use shared
memory. As a result, the off-chip memory traffic for Popcorn
is larger, hence the lower arithmetic intensity.

5.6 Popcorn Comparison to Baseline

In this section, we compare Popcornwith the baseline CUDA
implementation. In these experiments, we measure the time
required to computeK as well as the runtime of the clustering
itself. Popcorn uses the SYRK-based algorithm to compute
the kernel matrix K if 𝑛

𝑑
< 100, otherwise it uses the GEMM-

based algorithm.
Figure 7 illustrates the speedup of Popcorn over the base-

line CUDA implementation for each test dataset for different
values of 𝑘 . Popcorn is consistently faster than the baseline
CUDA implementation. For 𝑘 = 10, the speedup ranges from
1.9 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑠 to 2.3 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑠 . For 𝑘 = 50 and 𝑘 = 100, the speedup
is similar and ranges from 1.6× to 2.4× for 𝑘 = 50, and
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Figure 5. Comparison of throughput between the pairwise
distances algorithm of Popcorn and the baseline CUDA
implementation for varying 𝑘 .

from 1.6× to 2.6× for 𝑘 = 100. Overall, Popcorn is consis-
tently faster than our baseline CUDA implementation. These
speedups are due to a combination of Popcorn’s strategy for
selecting the optimal kernel for computing K and its superior
use of GPU resources thanks to SpMM and SpMV.

5.7 Runtime Breakdown

In this section, we present a runtime breakdown of Pop-
corn’s algorithm for Kernel K-means. We consider the time
required to compute the kernel matrixK, the time required to
compute the pairwise distances using SpMM and SpMV, and
the time required to update the cluster assignments.
Figure 8 shows a runtime breakdown of Popcorn on each

dataset for 𝑘 = {10, 50, 100}. The ‘Pairwise Distances’ and
‘Argmin + Cluster Update’ times represent sums of runtimes
over 30 iterations. Note that the letter dataset is not included
in this figure, as the runtimes for that dataset are much
smaller than all the others. For datasets with large values of
𝑑 , such as ledgar and scotus, computing the kernel matrix is
more expensive than computing pairwise distances. This is
because of the O(𝑛2𝑑) cost of computing B, which becomes
large as 𝑑 grows.
For datasets like acoustic and MNIST, which have large 𝑛

and small 𝑑 , computing pairwise distances is more expensive
than computing the kernel matrix. This is because of the
O(𝑛2) work required for the SpMM each iteration. Although
the O(𝑛2𝑑) work required to compute the kernel matrix is
theoretically larger than the work required for the SpMM op-
erations across all the clustering iterations, the kernel matrix
computations are done using dense matrix operations, which
are better able to utilize the GPU and are therefore faster in
practice for sufficiently large 𝑛 and small 𝑑 . Finally, the cost
of updating cluster assignments is trivial for all datasets and
all values of 𝑘 , which matches expectations.

6 Related Work

There is an extensive body of research focusing on develop-
ing faster K-means algorithms. Elkan [35] presents a clas-
sical K-means algorithm that uses the triangle inequality
to avoid unnecessary pairwise distance computations, and
Hamerly et al. [36] proposes a memory-efficient version of
this algorithm. Prior works [16, 37–40] describe GPU imple-
mentations of classical K-means, but they do not emphasize
the use of matrix computation.
Shawe-Taylor et al. [27] provide a comprehensive survey

of kernel methods in machine learning, including Kernel
K-means. Dhillon et al. [6] show that Kernel K-means can
be used to solve spectral clustering more efficiently in cases
where the data is large and sparse. To the best of the authors’
knowledge, Baydoun et al. [17] is the only previous work
describing a GPU implementation of Kernel K-means. This
implementation is not open source, so a direct quantitative
comparison is not possible. However, Baydoun et al. [17]
does not explore the use of sparsity in Kernel K-means, and
their formulation does not use SpMM or SpMV. It instead
relies upon a formulation that uses dense matrices, which
does not scale well to values of 𝑘 larger than 2. Furthermore,
their formulation does not use SpMV to compute centroid
norms, it instead relies upon a set of hand-written reduc-
tion routines that create the need for an additional O(𝑛2)
work. Finally, their work does not consider strategies for dy-
namically switching between different BLAS kernels when
computing the kernel matrix.
The MATLAB PRMLT package [32] implementation of

Kernel K-means uses SpMM, but it is CPU-only and does not
use SpMV or dynamically switch between different strate-
gies for computing the kernel matrix. This paper is the first
to formally describe an implementation of Kernel K-means
using SpMM.
In general, most research on Kernel K-means has focused

on developing strategies to approximate the kernelmatrix [41].
Other papers [42, 43] describe strategies for performing fea-
ture selection on the data before clustering it with Kernel
K-means, yielding more accurate outcomes. However, none
of them use sparse matrix computations or GPUs. Our use
of sparse matrix computations to accelerate Kernel K-means
on GPUs is orthogonal to these works and could be applied
to them in future work.
Previous work has used sparse matrices to formulate and

implement several parallel algorithms. This approach is most
commonly used for graph algorithms [44–46], but it has also
found application in other areas. For example, Solomonik et
al. [47] present a general parallel programming model based
on sparse tensor algebra. Guidi et al. [48–50] show that ge-
nomics computations can be parallelized using sparse matrix
multiplication. Tripathy et al. [51] use sparse matrices to
accelerate distributed graph neural network training, and
Ranawaka et al. [52] use sparse matrix computation to scale
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Figure 6. Roofline plots comparing pairwise distances algorithm of Popcorn and the baseline CUDA implementation.

Figure 7. Popcorn speedup over baseline CUDA implemen-
tation varying 𝑘 .

Figure 8. Runtime breakdown of Popcorn on each dataset
with varying 𝑘 . The letter dataset is excluded because it has
very small runtimes.

node embedding. Azad et al. [53] parallelize Markov Cluster-
ing across distributed memory using sparse general matrix
multiply (SpGEMM). Arfaoui et al. [54] use matrix multiply
to implement graph algorithms on GPUs for efficient large-
scale multiple-input multiple-output handling. Gallet et al.
[55] implement pairwise distances on tensor cores using

dense matrix operations. Lastly, Ltaief et al. [56] use integer
tensor cores to accelerate Euclidean distance computations
for massive Genome-Wide Association Studies.

7 Conclusion and Future Work

In this work, we presented a novel formulation of Kernel
K-means using SpMM and SpMV and showed that this for-
mulation enables the development of a GPU-based version
of Kernel K-means with minimal manual kernel engineer-
ing effort. In total, our implementation required less than
50 lines of handwritten CUDA code, and it is the first open-
source GPU-based implementation of Kernel K-means. Our
implementation achieved orders of magnitude speedups over
a comparable CPU implementation and up to 2.6× over a
comparable CUDA implementation on several real-world
datasets. Our results showed that a formulation based on
sparse matrices is an effective tool for rapidly developing
high-performance GPU-based algorithms.
In the future, we plan to explore a distributed Kernel K-

means implementation based on distributed SpMM and dis-
tributed SpMV algorithms. A distributed version of Kernel K-
means would make it possible to cluster datasets that are too
large to fit on a single GPU, such as multi-terabyte human
activity recognition datasets [57].
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Appendix A Artifact Description

A.1 Availability

Our artifact is available at Zenodo https://doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.14219596. This archive contains the code for our
artifact, scripts for reproducing results in the paper, and a
README largely identical to this one.

A.2 Requirements

A.2.1 Hardware Requirements.

• Modern x86-64 CPU.
• One NVIDIA A100 GPU with 80GB of HBM

A.2.2 Software Requirements.

• cmake >=3.24.3
• cudatoolkit 12.2
• GCC 12.3
• RAFT 24.08.00. cmake will take care of installing this
for you.
• python >=3.10
• MATLAB R2023b or later

A.3 Getting Started

In order to obtain our artifact, please wget https://zenodo.
org/records/14219596/files/ppopp25_popcorn.tar.gz, then de-
compress the tarball and cd into the popcorn_artifact di-
rectory. From here, run

mkdir b u i l d && cd b u i l d
cmake . .

A minor fix to the fmt library is necessary in order to allow
RAFT to compile.
Open build/_deps/fmt-src/include/fmt/format-inl.h

and comment out lines 147-150 and lines 1407-1408. This
will allow RAFT to compile successfully. Please note that this
minor patch will not impact the performance or correctness
of any implementation evaluated in our experiments, since
fmt is only used to format output, and the lines that are
commented out are not executed by Popcorn or any baseline
implementation.
Once these changes have been made, run

make − j

It will take some time to compile RAFT and its dependen-
cies, so the whole build process is expected to take around
10-15 minutes. Any compiler warnings can be safely ignored.
This will generate src/bin/gpukmeans, which can be used
to run Popcorn.

A.4 Running Popcorn

To run Popcorn independently, one should use the following
command line arguments:
• -n INT: Number of data points in dataset
• -d INT: Dimensionality of dataset

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14219596
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14219596
https://zenodo.org/records/14219596/files/ppopp25_popcorn.tar.gz
https://zenodo.org/records/14219596/files/ppopp25_popcorn.tar.gz
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• -k INT: Number of clusters
• --runs INT: Number of times to run the clustering
• -t FLOAT: Tolerance for determining convergence
• -m INT: Maximum number of iterations to run cluster-
ing for
• -c {0|1} : Whether or not to check for convergence. 0will
run Popcorn for however many iterations are specified
in the -m argument. 1 will run Popcorn until conver-
gence or until the maximum number of iterations has
been executed.
• --init STR: Method for centroid initialization. Should
always be set to random.
• -f STR: Kernel function. Should be one of linear,
polynomial, or sigmoid.
• -i STR: Path to input file. Should be stored in libsvm
format or as a standard CSV. If not set, a random dataset
is initialized.
• -s INT: Seed to use for RNG.
• -l {0|2} Select GPU implementation. 0 runs the naive
baseline, 2 runs Popcorn.
• -o STR: Write clustering results to a file.

A.5 Reproducing Results

To run experiments, cd into the experiments directory and
run run.sh. This script will also generate plots from the
csv files. The first set of experiments that will run bench-
mark Popcorn. The next set benchmarks the naive GPU
implementation. The last set benchmarks the MATLAB CPU
implementation.
It should take no more than 3 hours to run all experiments,

since the CPU implementation is quite slow for the larger
datasets.
3 plots should be produced by the script; ’speedup-cuda.png’,

’distances-speedup.png’, and ’speedup-popcorn.’png’. ’speedup-
cuda.png’ shows the speedup of the baseline GPU imple-
mentation over the CPU implementation (Fig 4 in the pa-
per). ’distances-speedup.png’ shows the speedup of Popcorn
over the GPU baseline, only considering the time it takes to
peform the clustering (Fig 5 in the paper). Lastly, ’speedup-
popcorn.png’ shows the speedup of the entirety of Popcorn’s
kernel k-means algorithm over the entirety of the baseline
GPU implementation’s kernel k-means algorithm (Fig 8 in
the paper).
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