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Figure 1 Training process of DNN.
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Figure 2 Three algorithms of Allreduce.
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# 1 4 Allreduce JLEE D@15 5 & HE &
Table 1 Amount of communication and computation of each allreduce algorithms.
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BRD : Butterfly Recursive Doubling MXlog2N MXlog2N MXlog2NXN MXlogaNXN log2N

VHD : Vector Halving Doubling 2XM LT MLLF 2 X M X (N-1) MX(N-1) 2 XlogaN
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Figure 3 Time chart of backward computation and allreduce

processing.
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Figure 4 Fragmentation of communication processing.
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Figure 5 Overtaking of allreduce processing.
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CPU: 16 core/node, 128 GB/node
GPU: Tesla K20m x1/node, 1.17 TFlops/GPU, 5 GB/GPU
Software : CUDA7.5, cuDNN v4.0, Intel MPI 4.0.3
InfiniBand FDR x1/node (6.8 GB/s)
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Table 2 The layer structure of AlexNet.
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FC6 G M 38M
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Total 240M 61M
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Figure 6 Dependence of processing speed on number of nodes

and on batch size per node.
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Figure 7 Dependence of training progress on batch size.
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Table 3 Hyper parameters on our experimental results.

Batch Size base Ir stepsize gamma
256 0.01 100,000 0.1
512 0.01 50,000 0.1
1024 0.01 25,000 0.1
2048 0.01 12,500 0.1
4096 0.01 6,250 0.1
8192 0.01 3,125 0.1
4096 ( tuned ) 0.02 6,250 0.1
8192 (tuned ) 0.03 3,125 0.1
EJ/l TIZBWTIH TR LRI, 20 epochs ALE L

JoWE S ZRLTEY, I 2T learning rate 28 0.1 (gamma)
FRICEH SN TWD. Ny F A XTx3 5 20, 40 epochs
WFD top | IEfRZE A X 8 12T,

8 £V, 20 epochs FRIHIF R Tt b FHDEA TN
Ny FHA 10241, W7 T AH01000 L FFRETH -
7o if:, /Ny FH A X713 4096 Tl learning rate D F = —
=UZIC X RERERE R SES LTV D

& 4 top | BRI 40%, 45%, 50%!
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BED top 1 IEMESRAY 40%, 45%, S0%ICEIET HETL L, &
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L7z, /—RYE7=0 DNy FHAX b iE, 6.1 HilZ Tk~
ToliEfE 64 &L, /— REE 16025 128 & L.

top 1 IEMESE 40%IC7E T 2 F TOFEE R (FIH17E I
M) & LTI, 128 /— KT 547 o EIEER L.
Fiz, FAICTHRTRLEZBY, 8 /— Kb 32 /— R
BOWTIEEBROWEFE L Y b FEFHERM EL TS, &
UL, K8 T/RLCEY FEEEAFE UHEIC, LhE
ISHFBETEDERyFH A X (512 — 2048) THDHZ &IT
k5.

F 72, top 1 IEFESRIN 50%ICEE L7RFRLTHATHD &,
J—KT1011%, 32 /— FTI1581%, M/—FTDJ%
Lotz 128 /—F (b =8192) OHE, 50 epochs £T
EIT L2 b DD accuracy 1% S0%IZE|#E L2 7.

6.4 EEILIZEDE/ —F#

DNN B 07— 2 WHNZ L 288 ) — R CTEITT 548
BOEBEIZONT, R —F VT 4 2R T HIDI
u,/—P%%%K%E&ﬁ%&%%@@ﬁ%%,@mﬂ
HRFRICR L CRMRT 2 M ER’NH D,/ — NEEMNICY
eREIE, REZEBRT O — R T L h?w:)x
LITHRAF L TR Y, GPU MLHEEHT DNN O L Ry F
YA RN LVRED. SEFGICHWZERE & AlexNet D
OB DEDOEE, /— K470 0Ny F V1 3K 64
PLEZHERT DB N B ST,

F 72, DNN OFE TNy FH A KK E ARFFL, il
oA KB 7 7 A ERERETH -7

ko7, AEOEKMHEICBOTIE, F—Z N L B Ek
fbi%, 16 / — RTERROFE LV, 64 / — FETIHEERE
{RIZEZTH DD, 128 7 — RUL L CIIic i my 72 580 as &
DOEALNIE & 72> 7.

\ZEET D F TOREH

Table 4 Train time to reach 40%, 45% and 50% of top 1 accuracy.

Batchsize |/ — F# | accuracy=40% accuracy=45% accuracy=50%
DNN Batch size
of nodes | (=GPUs) Train time Speedup Train time Speedup Train time Speedup
AlexNet 256 256 1 23:34 1x 25:13 1x 27:42 1x
512 64 8 2:06 11.1x 4:26 5.7x 5:28 5.1x
1024 64 16 1:03 22.2x 1:43 14.7x 2:08 10.1x
2048 64 32 0:33 42.0x 1:14 20.3x 1:45 15.8x
4096 64 64 0:36 38.9x 0:56 27.0x 1:26 19.2x
8192 64 128 0:25 54.7x 0:39 38.8x - -
(©2016 Information Processing Society of Japan 7
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7. BHYIC

DNN OB % GPU 7 7 A X BREE TR & < #4714
L7=0l, /— RE@E - BHLEE GPUEDT 7T L
— & TOMPL L WHIFEIT S, W@1E - ERIELFER 2 FEik
SEDHEATIZ DN TR, RO AT, / — FRHIER
B R & EERLERERT &, GPU MERRF CIRE 5.
J— FEERNCLEREEML, BEZHBRTI —Fr=x
TEBETAITY XL, — REUTESF L, GPU QLERRERH]
IZ DNN O & Ny FH A XLV ikED.

WBLHED R 7 —Z BV 7 ¢, FAXIEUIZ DNN 238 K&
KRDIFERIFERD. FRRIZ, RTAZY A XBRREL
HEENNSREFEAE IV L, XTAZY AL AN EL
HERENKREREBLALENZNERERATHD. £
SqueezeNet[24]D & 51T, F8FHFE L Z FIF I NRT A2 YA
R NELTHT Fu—F /N TH 5.

BIE, BEFRAUIC DNN R0 A /S—3F 2 2 % —FT
WHDHZENTERNWZY, RBELIZITHEE Y K L DN
WETHDH. GPU 7 7 AXBREICAFEEZANDL LT
DNN BH%& O Kifig 722 RER O AGHRE R I RETH 5.

GPU 7 T AXBREIOFIFIC LY, & HICEKEE DNN
OB - SESFERT TV r—va v ~OIEANIERS Z
LEHIFFL TS,

BB AW BTN KR FHIE RS IER s v ¥
—OWFFRAFH A AT AR, B TERPANEREE
W ¥ —0 TSUBAME2.S ZHWTI{To7z. E-AWFIE
DO—FBIL HPCL v A7 AR AR EREOSFIZ LA DT
H5 GREEShpl60240). Z ZICEHOEEERTSH.
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