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Abstract. In this work, we evaluate the performance of SeisSol, a sim-
ulator of seismic wave phenomena and earthquake dynamics, on a RISC-
V-based system utilizing a vector processing unit. We focus on GEMM
libraries and address their limited ability to leverage long vector architec-
tures by developing a batched DGEMM library in plain C. This library
achieves speedups ranging from approximately 3.5× to 32.6× compared
to the reference implementation. We then integrate the batched approach
into the SeisSol application, ensuring portability across different CPU ar-
chitectures. Lastly, we demonstrate that our implementation is portable
to an Intel CPU, resulting in improved execution times in most cases.
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1 Introduction and related work

General Matrix-Matrix multiplication (GEMM) is a crucial part of computa-
tional science. A classical optimization of such codes is to implement blocking and
statically size the blocks to fit specific micro-architectures (e.g., Intel’s AVX512).
Other efforts focus on leveraging GPUs to increase performance. These meth-
ods are useful for large enough matrices, but recent trends propose to partition
large mathematical problems into multiple smaller problems. This decomposition
yields smaller matrices, does not benefit from blocking and requires smarter ap-
proaches for GPU offloading. One proposal is to batch these small GEMM calls
into a single function. There is some work on the literature which tries to define a
common API for such batched operations [6–8]. There are also some implementa-
tions of such standards that have been tuned to specific micro-architectures [1,3].
All these implementations suffer from being either too generic, so certain opti-
mizations cannot be implemented; or too micro-architecture specific, making
them not portable across architectures. In this work we propose a batched API
for GEMM operations and a cross-platform implementation. Our goal is to strike
a balance between generality and performance portability. We also integrate our
batched kernels into a scientific application, SeisSol.

SeisSol [10] is a software package for simulating wave propagation and dy-
namic rupture based on the arbitrary high-order accurate derivative discontinu-
ous Galerkin method (ADER-DG). The official repository of SeisSol [5] includes
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multiple build targets, but in this work we focus on SeisSol-proxy. This target
compiles a subset of the application which is representative of real workloads but
simpler to study and analyze. There have been previous optimization works on
SeisSol, particularly in batching kernel executions targeting GPUs [9]. Our work
diverges from these previous efforts by implementing batched kernels targeting
CPUs and by ensuring the code remains portable across different architectures.

We conduct our work in a RISC-V based system [11] which supports the
RISC-V vector extension. Our evaluation methodology closely follows the one
described in [13].

The rest of the document is structured as follows: Section 2 summarizes the
environment in which we conduct our study and our methodology. Section 3 ex-
plains the overall structure of SeisSol and characterizes the most relevant regions
of code. Section 4 conducts a preliminary study of SeisSol leveraging the already
available BLAS libraries and identifying their limitations. Section 5 introduces
our batched DGEMM specification and implementation. Section 6 comments
on how our batched approach is implemented in the SeisSol-proxy application.
Section 7 proves that our approach is portable to another CPU architecture
without any code modifications. Lastly, Section 8 concludes the work and lists
some possible directions for future works.

2 Background and methodology

2.1 Hardware platform

All development and experiments are performed in the fpga-sdv cluster [11].
This system is based on an FPGA design that implements a RISC-V scalar
core tightly coupled with a vector unit that support up to 256 double-precision
elements per instrucion and can process up to 8 elements per cycle. The ISA
extensions available in this system are rv64gcv, with the vector extension being
rvv0.7. The core runs at a frequency of 50 MHz and runs a standard Ubuntu 22.4
Linux image.

2.2 Software environment

We use a Clang-based compiler developed at BSC that is able to auto-vectorize
C and Fortran codes targeting the RISC-V vector extension. This modified com-
piler supports both rvv0.7 and rvv1.0. This auto-vectorization can be achieved
without any code modifications. There are also some compiler hints in the form
of pragmas which improve the auto-vectorization that are compatible with the
upstream version of Clang (e.g., loop vectorize). Finally, there is also a set
of compiler intrinsics to manually vectorize the code which are specific to this
version of Clang. In this work, we strongly advocate for the use of compiler hints
and to stray away from platform-specific code in favor of maintaining portability.

Common scientific libraries are available in the fpga-sdv cluster. For the
purpose of this work, we focus on the BLAS libraries OpenBLAS, BLIS and
Eigen. Other software dependencies such as an MPI library are also available.
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2.3 Tracing and performance evaluation

We leverage a custom hardware tracer embedded within the FPGA design that
can spy the value of cherry-picked signals at each clock cycle. The tracer is
configured before the application execution and triggers automatically when a
given instruction is executed (i.e., vor.v). It is also completely decoupled from
the core, meaning that it has no impact on the performance of the application.
The traced data is read from the FPGA after the application has ended and
transformed into a human-readable format. Traces are then translated again to
be visualized using Paraver [12], a trace visualizer developed at the Barcelona
Supercomputing Center.

2.4 Build configuration

When building the SeisSol-proxy application, even if running with a single core,
the developers advise to enable MPI and OpenMP. All other non-mandatory
software dependencies are disabled. The ORDER parameter changes the mathe-
matical problem that is solved by the application. In this work, we focus on a
single value for this parameter, ORDER=4, which was provided by the developers.

3 SeisSol

3.1 Execution structure

The execution flow of the SeisSol-proxy application is divided into timesteps. The
number of timesteps is an input parameter. Each timestep consists in two distinct
phases: computeLocalIntegration and computeNeighboringIntegration. Fig-
ure 1 shows an execution timeline of SeisSol. The x-axis represents time, and
colored regions correspond to different execution phases. We observe that the
computeLocalIntegration region, shown as yellow, is the dominant phase through-
out the execution. In this work, we focus our efforts into studying and optimizing
only the computeLocalIntegration.

Fig. 1. Timeline of six timesteps in SeisSol. Yellow regions corre-
sponds to computeLocalIntegration while red regions correspond to
computeNeighboringIntegration.

Diving into the structure of the computeLocalIntegration region (local-
integration from hereon), we find that the program iterates through a number
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of cells, which is an input parameter. For each cell, two functions are executed:
computeAder and computeIntegral. One level deeper, we find functions pre-
ceded by the namespace kernel::, which correspond to auto-generated code
which is determined during the build process of SeisSol. If the user has selected an
implementation optimized for a given architecture or selected a specific GEMM
(General Matrix-Matrix multiplication) library, the build system will generate
different kernels. We further categorize the kernels into two types: DGEMM-
based kernels and the rest. Table 1 summarizes the contribution of each kernel
category to the execution time.

Table 1. Categorization of kernels in SeisSol-proxy.

Region %Cycles wrt. parent %Cycles wrt. timestep

Timestep - -
..computeLocalIntegration 66.63% 66.63%
....kernel::derivativeTaylorExpansion 33.38% 22.24%
....DGEMM-based kernels 53.53% 35.67%
....Other 11.77% 7.84%
..computeNeighboringIntegration 33.37% 33.37%

As shown in Table 1, the DGEMM-based kernels are the most time consuming
regions of code, representing 35.67% of the execution time in one timestep. In
the following sections, we focus on these type of kernels.

4 DGEMM-based kernels

4.1 General structure

All DGEMM-based kernels invoke double-precision GEMM calls (e.g., cblas_dgemm
for OpenBLAS). The number of DGEMMs and sizes of the matrices vary from
kernel to kernel, but are known at compile time. Furthermore, some kernels allo-
cate temporary buffers in the stack. These temporary buffers are of a fixed size
known at compile time and will be relevant later in this work. The specific calls
depend on the GEMM tools selected during the build process.

OpenBLAS [4] is a widely used open-source BLAS implementation that pro-
vides architecture-specific optimizations. Support for the rvv0.7 extension is lim-
ited since the main development focus is towards rvv1.0. The version available
in our environment is 0.3.20 and it is not vectorized for rvv0.7.

BLIS [14,15] is a portable software framework for instantiating high-performance
BLAS-like dense linear algebra libraries. BLIS uses a different API as other
BLAS libraries although it also includes a BLAS compatibility layer to increase
code portability. There is no official rvv0.7 implementation of BLIS. The version
available in our environment is 0.8.1 and it is not vectorized.

Eigen [2] is a C++ template library for linear algebra. Since Eigen is a header-
only library, it is compiled together with the application. This means that by
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enabling auto-vectorization for SeisSol, we are also enabling it for Eigen. It also
means that there is no way to only enable auto-vectorization for Eigen code
without changing the build system of SeisSol.

4.2 Performance out-of-the-box

In this section we present the performance GFLOPs (hardware) reported by the
application. This metric measures the amount of floating-point operations per
second performed during an execution. Unless stated otherwise, all runs were
performed setting the number of cells to 10000.

Figure 4.2 show the performance of SeisSol running in fpga-sdv. Each bar rep-
resents the average performance across five runs with a standard deviation of less
than 3%. We observe that the performance of SeisSol greatly varies depending
on the GEMM library in use. From worst to best: BLIS, Eigen, and OpenBLAS.
Surprisingly, we observe that the performance of the auto-vectorized build using
the Eigen library yields a much lower performance compared to the scalar build.

Fig. 2. Performance (GFlop/s) of SeisSol in fpga-sdv using different GEMM libraries.

Further investigation shows that the compiler emits vector instructions when
compiling Eigen code, but the C++ templated nature and high level of abstrac-
tion of the code makes it very difficult to actually leverage long vectors. The two
most relevant types of instructions that are generated are vfredsum and vfmadd.
The first one is a reduction operation and operates on vectors of maximum size
(V L = 256). For each vfredsum, the compiler must prepare a index register
with the vid instruction, convert the datatype of the indices with vwcvtu and
change the Vector Lenght with vsetvli. Thus, vfredsum is a very costly oper-
ation. This reduction operation is necessary depending on the loop ordering of
the matrix-matrix multiplication.

Regarding vfmadd, we know that this instruction is the main bulk of the
matrix-matrix useful computation. Leveraging a wide vector unit with vfmadd is
crucial for maximizing performance of the matrix-matrix multiplication. Figure 3
shows the Vector Length, in double-precision elements, of vfmadd throughout
kernel::derivative::execute1.

We observe six regions of the same length that correspond to the six GEMM
operations inside the kernel. For each region we show the vector length of the
vfmadd. In here lies the main performance limiter: the VL of vfmadd instructions
is between one and three double-precision elements, when the vector unit can
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Fig. 3. Vector Length of vfmadd instructions during kernel::derivative::execute1.

support up to 256. The cost of issuing one instruction to the vector unit is
very high compared to a scalar instruction, but this cost is usually hidden by
operating on multiple elements per instruction. Paying the issue cost for each
element defeats the purpose of using the vector unit.

To better leverage hardware based on long vectors, we need to expose more
instruction level parallelism. To achieve this, the code must expose more work.
For example, computing merging the computation of multiple cells into a single
function scope. The following section presents an implementation of DGEMM
that processes batches of matrices instead of a single pair.

5 Batched DGEMMs

5.1 Standards and problem constraints

There are proposed standards for batched DGEMM and BLAS libraries in the
literature [6–8]. However, there seems to be no common ground or standard
yet. Most of the proposals, define a function header in which matrices cannot
be assumed to be placed consecutively in memory (e.g., defining the parameter
double** A instead of double* A). With this generic API, there is no room
for improvement for codes which do allocate batches of matrices consecutively.
Other constraints imposed by using a generic standard include assuming that
matrix sizes (i.e., N, M, K) and scalar components (i.e., alpha and beta) vary
throughout the batch. Furthermore, there is no consideration for codes in which
some parameters are known at compile time. There are also some implementa-
tions of such standards that have been tuned to specific micro-architectures [1,3].
However, these implementations are either closed-source or cannot be ported to
different architectures.

In the case of SeisSol, matrix sizes are i) constant throughout the batch,
ii) known at compile time. Scalar components alpha and beta are constant
throughout the batch. Depending on the kernel, memory allocation of matrices
A, B, and C throughout the batch can be one of three types: Constant if the
same matrix is used for the whole batch (c). Strided if matrices are contiguous
in memory (s). Indexed if matrices are not contiguous in memory (i).

Considering the constraints of the available batched BLAS APIs and that,
to the best of our knowledge, there are no implementations compatible with the
RISC-V architecture, we propose an implementation of batched GEMM calls
that i) is written in plain C, which means that it is portable to different ar-
chitectures; and ii) leverages the optimization opportunities exposed by SeisSol



Batched DGEMMs for scientific codes running on long vector architectures 7

(i.e., constant matrix sizes, non-indexed memory layouts, etc.) Our proposal
is equally generic as any other GEMM implementation, since it can solve any
matrix-matrix multiplication, but requires to know the size of the given matrices
at compile time and generate the corresponding kernels. This is a step that is
already in use in SeisSol for all kinds of mathematical kernels, but may limit the
usefulness of our proposal in other scientific codes.

The function header that we proposed is based on the standard cblas_dgemm
but making the matrix size parameters (N, M, and K) part of the name of the
function. We also add the type of access to each matrix as a suffix of the function
name. Thirdly, the matrix format (i.e., column major and row major) are also
moved to the function name. Lastly, we add a parameter E with corresponds to
the size of the batch. Listing 1.1 shows an example of the proposed API.
// N = 2, M = 3, K = 4
// Matrix A: 2x4, Constant
// Matrix B: 4x3, Indexed
// Matrix C: 2x3, Strided
void bbdgemm_ColMajor_2_3_4_cis(long E, double alpha, const double* A, long lda,

const double* const* B, long ldb, double beta, double* C, long ldc);

Algorithm 1.1. Proposed API for Batched DGEMMs

The reader should note that constant and strided access types make the
corresponding parameter double* while indexed makes it double**. This is
because the first access type assumes matrices are stored contiguously in memory,
while the later assumes a vector of pointer to matrices. This difference is of crucial
importance, since it allows certain load and store compile time optimizations for
contiguous matrices that are not possible for the vector of pointer to matrices.

5.2 Implementation

A naive reference implementation of a Batched GEMM is to write four nested
loops iterating through the size of the batch E, and then each matrix size M, N,
K. Classical optimizations include i) loop reordering to leverage spatial locality,
and ii) matrix tiling to leverage fixed-sized SIMD registers. In the case of SeisSol
and a generic long vector architecture, these two optimizations are not optimal:
Since the matrix sizes of our use case are small (i.e., 20× 10 elements at most),
no loop reordering of M, N, and K will allow for full usage of a long vector. In
addition, matrix tiling for such small matrices is not beneficial, and we do not
want to bound our implementation to a specific vector length.

To leverage long vectors, we need to expose more instruction level parallelism
to the compiler. To do so, our implementation writes a single loop over the batch
size E with is a runtime parameter in order of 10000. The body of this loop is
a full unroll of the three traditional M, N, K loops. Listing 1.2 shows an example
implementation for a specific case.
void bbdgemm_ColMajor_2_2_2_cis(long E, /* ... */){

long sizeC = 2 * ldc;

#pragma clang loop vectorize(assume_safety)
for (long e = 0; e < E; e++) {

double vA_0_0 = A[(0*lda+0)];
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double vA_0_1 = /* Load all elements of A */
double vB_0_0 = B[e][(0*ldb+0)];
double vB_0_1 = /* Load all elements of B */

double rC_0_0 = 0;
rC_0_0 = vA_0_0 * vB_0_0 + rC_0_0;
rC_0_0 = vA_0_1 * vB_1_0 + rC_0_0;
rC_0_0 = rC_0_0 * alpha;
double rC_1_0 = /* Operate all elements of A and B */

double vC_0_0 = C[e*sizeC+(0*ldc+0)];
rC_0_0 = vC_0_0 * beta + rC_0_0;
C[e*sizeC + 0*ldc+0] = rC_0_0;
double vC_1_0 = C[e*sizeC+(0*ldc+1)];
rC_1_0 = vC_1_0 * beta + rC_1_0;
C[e*sizeC + 0*ldc+1] = rC_1_0;
/* Compute and store all elements of C */

}
}

Algorithm 1.2. Plain C implementation of Batched DGEMMs

The pragma annotation of the loop acts as a hint for the compiler to try to
vectorize the loop. The reader should note that there is no architecture-specific
code in our implementation. If the pragma is not recognized by a compiler, it
will simply be ignored and the compilation will proceed as normal.

In our case, our Clang-based compiler is able to generate vector code fully
leveraging the long vectors of our system by processing 256 scalar iterations
in a single vectorized iteration. Matrices are accessed using the following vec-
tor instructions: matrix A, vector-scalar instructions (e.g., vfmacc.vf) since it
is constant throughout the batch and it only needs to be allocated in scalar
registers. Matrix B, indexed vector loads (vlxe.v) since the matrices are not
contiguous in memory. Matrix C, strided vector loads and stores (vlse.v and
vsse.v) since the matrices are contiguous in memory.

5.3 Register spilling

Our implementation of the Batched DGEMM targets small matrices. The bigger
the matrix size, the more hardware registers need to be allocated within one
iteration of the loop. At a certain point, there are no registers left and the
compiler is forced to push some of the contents of the registers to main memory.
This effect is known as register spilling and it may have a negative impact in
performance. Figure 5.3 shows the number of register spills per loop iteration of
our implementation when increasing the matrix size.

We observe that the number of spills shoots up with bigger matrices. For
each register spill, the compiler introduces a vector unit-strided store (save the
register) and a vector unit-strided load (recover the register). Paying the cost
of these two instructions, although being memory operations, is beneficial when
compared to indexed memory operations. Thus, by fully unrolling the matrix
multiplication loops, we minimize the amount of costly memory instructions
(vlxe.v and vlse.v) in exchange of introducing a cheaper alternative (vle.v).

Figure 5.3 shows a timeline of the case 20_9_10_csi, which is our worst input
case. The x-axis represents time and each row represents a hardware resource.
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Fig. 4. Number of register spills when increasing the matrix sizes.

The first resource is the arithmetic unit, while the bottom three are the memory
pipeline which can support up to three memory operations in flight under certain
constraints. The colored regions represent which kind of instruction is at the top
of the reorder buffer in the vector unit. We observe that the register spilling
takes half of the total execution time of the kernel.

Fig. 5. Instruction timeline of 20_9_10_csi (all).

5.4 Performance evaluation

We wrote a synthetic benchmark suite that performs a number of DGEMM
calls of a set of matrix sizes given at compile time. The benchmark compares the
performance of our batched implementation with a loop of cblas_dgemm calls
to the OpenBLAS library. Figure 5.4 shows the speedup of our implementation
with respect to the OpenBLAS reference. Each bar represents a different matrix
size and access type and we chose the use cases that are relevant for the SeisSol-
proxy application. We observe that our implementation beats the reference with
speedups that range between 3.58× and 32.60×. The best cases correspond to
small matrix sizes which have less register spilling. A part from the spilling,
another limiting factor of our implementation are the vector memory instructions
vlxe.v and vlse.v.

Figure 5.4 shows a timeline of the case 20_9_10_csi zooming into the useful
computation part. In this region, we observe an alternating pattern of arithmetic
instructions and memory instructions. The timeline only includes one row for
memory because the hardware does not overlap more than one indexed memory
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Fig. 6. Speedup of our batched DGEMM with respect to non-batched OpenBLAS.

operation. Thus, apart from register spilling, the use of vlxe.v and vlse.v is
the other main limiting factor of our implementation. Although we minimize
the amount of such instructions, our measurements show that each one costs up
to 850 cycles. With the current layout of data structures in SeisSol, we cannot
circumvent the use of indexed memory operations. We leave the optimization of
the data structures as a future work.

Fig. 7. Instruction timeline of 20_9_10_csi (useful computation).

6 Integration with SeisSol

6.1 Data structures

The relevant data structures for our work are representations of the mathe-
matical object known as tensor. In SeisSol, all tensor objects are declared and
implemented using code generated during the build process. Each type of ten-
sor varies in size, but the general structure remains the same for all. Figure 6.1
shows an example of such data structures, dQ. The tensor object is a fixed-size
array of pointers to matrices. The size of each matrix is also fixed and known at
compile time. Tensors are the inputs and outputs of the DGEMM-based kernels.

Each cell in the physical system modeled by SeisSol has a set of attributes
mapped to tensor objects. However, tensor objects of the same type (e.g., dQ)
are not stored contiguous in memory. This is the reason for which our DGEMM
implementation cannot leverage strided memory accesses.
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Fig. 8. Example diagram of a tensor data structure in SeisSol (dQ).

6.2 Code changes

Firstly, we define and implement a batched version of each DGEMM-based ker-
nel. For example, execute becomes execute_batched. Instead of taking two
tensor objects, kDivMT and star as inputs, and one tensor dQ as output; our im-
plementation takes in an array of pointers to matrices, in a data layout that is
friendlier to our batched DGEMM implementation. Figure 6.2 shows a schematic
view of the layout transformation that we perform.

Fig. 9. Data layout transformation to feed the batched DGEMM function.

Secondly, we implement a new function called computeLocalIntegrationBatched
which mirrors the already existing function computeLocalIntegration. The
body of the original function has two nested loops: the top one iterates over
all cells in the system, while the innermost iterates through the components of
tensor objects (e.g., [0, 3] in the case of dQ). Each iteration of the innermost loop
calls the DGEMM-based kernels.

Our batched version of the function performs three code modifications: swap
the order of the loops so that the one iterating through the cells becomes the
inner-most; transform the layout of the tensor objects to accommodate the
batched kernels; and call the batched versions of the DGEMM-based kernels.

Thirdly, we add a memory allocation step before each timestep. This phase
allocates a buffer big enough to hold temporary data during the execution of the
DGEMM-based kernels. In the reference implementation, this buffer was stack-
allocated with a fixed size; but the batched version requires it to be dynamically
allocated because its size depends on the number of cells that are simulated,
which is a runtime parameter.
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Lastly, we add a command-line parameter option to the SeisSol-proxy app
to choose which version should run: scalar (reference), or vector (batched).

6.3 Validation

The SeisSol-proxy app does not perform any kind of validation. We implement
our own validation by writing to a file the contents of the tensor object dQ of each
cell and compare the output between the reference and the batched versions. In
our tests, the difference between pairs of double precision elements was always
under 10E − 6, so we conclude that our code modifications output the same
results as the reference.

6.4 Performance evaluation

Figure 6.4 shows a performance comparison of the computeLocalIntegration
function between the reference version using OpenBLAS and the batched ver-
sion. We observe a total speedup of 1.81× which is mainly achieved by the
computeIntegral function. This function calls the DGEMM-based kernels with
the biggest matrices. For this reason, it is the most time consuming function and
also the one in which our implementation suffers from register spilling the most.

Fig. 10. Cycles comparison between reference and batched versions.

We know that the DGEMM-based kernels represent 53.53% of the cycles in
the computeLocalIntegration function. By applying Amdahl’s law, we calcu-
late that the maximum overall speedup of SeisSol that can be achieved by only
optimizing these kernels is 2.15× so we still have some room for improvement
in our implementation. However, the reader should note that all our code mod-
ifications and implementation of the batched DGEMMs are written in plain C
without any micro-architecture specific code.

7 Porting to other architectures

In this section we present the performance results of the same benchmark shown
in Section 5, Figure 5.4, but running on MareNostrum 5. This is the flagship
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supercomputer at the Barcelona Supercomputing Center. It is based on the Intel
Sapphire Rapids CPU and supports AVX-512 instructions.

Figure 7 shows the speedup of our batched DGEMM implementation with re-
spect to the OpenBLAS library specifically compiled for the core micro-architecture.
We observe a similar trend as with fpga-sdv: the bigger the matrices, the lower
the speedup. This is again caused by the register spilling, which is even more no-
ticeable in the x86 architecture since it has less registers available than RISC-V.
With input sizes bigger than 10_9_9, our batched version yields worse results
than the reference. Nonetheless, we are able to achieve better performance with
small matrices and having made no code modifications to our library. The code
is fully portable between CPU architectures.

Fig. 11. Speedup of our implementation with respect to OpenBLAS in MareNostrum 5.

8 Conclusions and future work

In this work, we evaluated performance of SeisSol in a RISC-V based system
using different GEMM libraries. In response to their limited ability to leverage
long vector architectures, we developed a batched DGEMM library in plain C
which achieves speedups between 32.60× and 3.54× with respect to the reference.
The wide gap in performance gain comes from register spilling caused by full
loop-unrolling.

We then integrated the batched approach in the SeisSol application so it is
portable between CPU architectures. The portability aspect of our work is of
vital importance, since it implements batched kernel executions like [9] but it di-
verges from the previous work in the fact that our implementation targets CPU
systems and focuses on portability. Lastly, we demonstrated that our implemen-
tation is potable to an Intel CPU.

During our research, we found that using generic APIs may limit optimiza-
tions for certain problems. Another lesson learned is that exposing more in-
struction level parallelism (ILP) helps compilers to auto-vectorize code. Loop
unrolling is a technique that greatly helps to expose ILP, but too much of it
causes register spilling, which impacts performance.
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Regarding our batched DGEMM implementation, future work includes try-
ing to reduce the amount of register spilling. Another idea is to classify matrix
sizes (e.g., small, large, etc.) and implement a heuristic to change between imple-
mentation depending on matrix category. Lastly, future work on SeisSol includes
studying different memory layouts to avoid Indexed accesses in favor of Strided
ones; integrating the batched kernels in the code generation phase of the build
process; and studying other regions that can benefit from batched operations.
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