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Parallel Implementation of Classical Gram-Schmidt Orthogonalization

Using Matrix Multiplication

TAKUYA YOKOZAWA,t DAISUKE TAKAHASHI,t TAISUKE BoKUt
and MITSUHISA SATO!

In this paper, we propose an efficient parallel implementation of classical Gram-Schmidt
(CGS) orthogonalization. It is known that the CGS orthogonalization of 2 matrix can be al-
tered into a matrix multiplication. We show that the CGS orthogonalization with a recursive
matrix multiplication improves performance effectively. We succeeded in obtaining perfor-
mance of approximately 7.80 GFLOPS on an 8-node dual Xeon 2.4 GHz PC SMP cluster.
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ERMEERT, HEO—RMXT M ILVO%E,
HESEECERTIHOTH D, BEHAICBNWT
EEANOEELNED—DTEH 5. Gram-Schmidt
DERLIT, ER{LABEZITOFERELTHASATS
D, BHEMEMELEL—-XFEROREKCBIT3Y
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PEEFFEICB VT, Gram-Schmidt DEZEE
EHVWTITAOXMALET I Z NS0, Z0H
& nxn OFFCHL T On®) OREREBEET
5Z EMS, Gram-Schmidt DEILEHE#IZ, Hho
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TWBH~8),

Gram-Schmidt DE 3L &L TiX, HANZHE
JEFFIZOE 55 (Classical Gram-Schmidt ¥, LT
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Graduate School of Systems and Information Engineer-
ing, University of Tsukuba

CGS #%) B&Y, HEMBOFMEFHL LFHHE
JERIZRE S48 (Modified Gram-Schmidt &, BT
MGS &), LT, BRRELHL-TETCES &%
# 0 3E 7 Daniel-Gragg-Kaufman-Stewart & Gram-
Schmidt 3 (BAF DGKS #)? MAShTwna.

FRXTI, BHECHEANTA B &I, BAkC
HRENWTNDS CES BITDWTMHES Z &icT 3.
2B, BERZDWTII DEKS E2HWSZ 2 THE
FTRZENTRETH 5.

CGS HITBNWTIE, WHHEERT ML ERERT
DHENSH BN, ThEOFHRIE BLAS2 7Ty
XLTHBTHRI MNBERAWSZENTE, 55
BEEIF v OB BAZRSE Z ENTETHS.

=, BEONZMVIZHLTE S CES ity
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THAITHRCERTHIIETEISIIEHLTESDD
ERHSRTNBEY,

AT, CGS BETAMTHI S FHEEIGEL,
FHREEATE 2MEE NPT &I, TAMER
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do j=1,n
q; = aj
dot=1,7—-1
C i =g — (i, a5)g
end do
a; = a;/llas|

end do

B 1 #H# Gram-Schmids (CGS) #

do j=1,n

ag.o) =a;

doi=1,7-1

a?) - a;i—l) — (g, aﬁ”'l))q;
end do
j—1

a5 =a¥™V; g =q;/llasll

end do

B2 #E Gram-Schmidt (MGS) &

SWTHWTS. 38T CGCS EE2FHAMTHT SFE
DRI DVWTRARD. 4 8T CGS EOWFLIZD
WTIkRS, 5§ ETHEREORBRERT. BiED 6
BIFELDHTH5.
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Gram-Schmidt DEZHLE L THISEHTWS, CGS
& MGS EiconT, DTIHHT 5.
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2.1 HH Gram-Schmidt (CGS) %

m{TnFDTH A= (a1a2---a») 1T S CGS
B, B1ok5kidiREhns.

K1 TRLAE CGS BIZBWTI, ¢; 23 ETIR
12 BLAS 2 7V U X LT HBITHINT B IVER (GEMV)
ZRANBRIENTE, HHIBERFYvaOEFA
ZRBTENARETH S.

2.2 {&if Gram-Schmidt (MGS) %

MGS i3, CGS BT 3 HHEZOERENA
THEZALIER7NTUILELTASHTVNS.
mF o FIOFH A = (ar02---a,) KT D MGS
i, B20k>icikahs. . .

2 TRL & MGS Bl BWTH, of? & of ™V
ORI EEENS 20T, AMEEE BLAS1 7V
AYZXATHBDOT V—F T, R NERERL
< BLAS 1 VT UXLTH S AXPY N—F 2 TLH
HETHZENTERN.

BLAS 1 7T V) X a1, Fyvio0BEFAZK
HIENEMTHY, HEEEOHSN ST CGS i
T HRTFRH & B,
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1 TRULME CGS EizBnwT, #HEoRS K
Voai, g2, -, gi—1 DEEAEIREFALTHWIRIE,
aj, aj41, -+, Gn EORBEBEICREEFENR NS
B, q, q2, +, gn OFFEITBWT, RIREONBEE
EHPEORY MVEREIICEHETHIENTED
zEMFmShTNSEY,

LIZBWT n=6&L%BE, qi~ge ZHET
BEUTOKSIZES.

q1

=a = —— 1
a=en =y M
1
q2
=a2 — i, i = 2
m=02-) (@ e e=pp O
2
‘ a8 7
=as— 3 i = 3
qa as ;(q il a‘s)q 1 q3 ”qa” ( )
U - P 7
ga=a4— ) (¢i a4)gi, qa= Taall (4)
i=1 a
4
ds = a5 — ;(qi, 05)Qi, gs = "g:” (5)
2 q
]
Ge=as-) (g a0)qs, Go=ri (6)
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EZBM, R (4)~(6) Tqa, g5, ge ZEETBH
i<, qu, qa, gs DESHEABGZEATHIUE, R (7).
(8) itk o THAEHDB WIS EFEL, TDREIT q4
CHUTEEFEDD S ¢s, qe R (9), (10) KK&o
THRETBZENTES.

$ = QisA1s Q]
Qa6 = Ass — Q135 (8)

g5 =ds — (g4, a5)qa, Qs =2 (9)
[lgsl|

ge = ds — (qa, aa)ga — (g5, as)gs,
go

g6 = 7—
llgell
ZIT, Qs = (q19298), Qe = (qadsde) TH
D, Az = (e1@2as), A4 = (asasas) THD. =
. ds BEU ds R (8) I &> THREICRE ST
W3 gs BLY g DIETH 3.
LROZERTE ST, qa, g5, ge DEHICBT S
12 BOARZ b VATHRDS, 2 BOFHHE 3 mONT
MITHRICERTERZZ NSNS, BLAS3I TN
oYU XALTH BT (GEMM) X, BLAS 2 7V
XLTHBTHRT BVEE (GEMY) ITHART, F4v
TaDEFAENE<, BWtEERITES.
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X ) KRINTWBEEE m 70 FIOGH
A= (araz---an) iIZHAL, (n/2) x (n/2) DEFH
FRCHT ST ERAVWERAZRSICRT. R3T
FENTWL=ZARCBNT, HAMZEEET BN
IRV OERERL, WHREAY B IVOEIICS
BERARERLTVS,

H3iBnTid, BTRINTWAHEE (n/2) x
(n/2) DEHTINC AT BITFIMEL THET B &3
IZ, ABELU CTRINTVSHEEE, FhEhn
EOFTHINRZ MVHEELTHELTWS, 2%, B
TRENTVBEFEE BLAS 37 VI VXALATHS
75K (GEMM) TRETAHZ LN TEZN, A BLU
CTRINTWSHEIZ BLAS 2 NI UXALTH
BITHIRY MV (GEMV) TEEITHZ &ickD, 7
FIATHRATE50RLREAROESTH BT &My
na.

L >T, BLAS 37T Y XA ThH SFAMT
BHETED M ZMITIENTENIE, XI5 1Fyy
aDBAERS I ENTE, FlKEErR LYY
BLENTETHEEEALNS.
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31 BiITHAREFHEIX, CCS EicBWTARY |
W oqu,qe, -, q; MERERZEIATNSE %,
Ajt+1, X542, -
ERVWBSRSZEFIMTHRTER L NS D &2 8%
T5.

XA 4) TR AKERREIN TN, CGS Bz
BNTHAROEBHEEZIERT 2 FHEELT, &8
CEWDILSFEEL TR, (n/2) x (n/2) DEHTH
KHLTHIIMEBRT20OTIRRS, B40LS
2, MIBEWEFBOTINCHL THFAMEERTSZ

+, an DERIEIZBNT, q1, g2, -+, q4
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begin blockCGS(A, @, n)
a = a1/llal|
do j =2, n—NB, NB
doz=3j+1,7+NB
GEMV(QY;, ai, w);
GENIV(Q)','" w, qt');
a: = q: /|||
end do
GEMM(QTiNB 0, Aj4XB,m, 5);
GEMM(S, Q;4+NBn; Qj+NB,n);
end do
end

& FlEMS Oy Xicks CGS ik

ETHD. TOBPE, THRY FHTHETZHS
HE4 IKBWTAEWZARTRINZERE 2D,
THMOBHRAERNNEIEE 2N TES. 207
NTUXLZLE, FIFRTSOvF P ERR, FF
M7 OwFHicks CES EORLI—R 28512
AT A2B, HsicbBWT, NBid—EicE kTS
R NDFHTH .

3.3 BRTBIF%

FHNTIX, CGS HicBI 3FHAMOBAHMEE
BME2FELLT, FRAREERACGERT2S
BERRTZ. B3TRINTVWS, ABXUCO
EFICBNT, ~BOHECRE&EERZVWT &%
BT3Z&T, B6ITRT Ap BXU Cs OFKICH
WTH (nfd) X (n/4) DITFIMEBAT B Z 2104
I272%. THNEBRGICEIEL, TRARMOAESS
LT O G XETHEILTBIET, FHM
DOFAGAZNMI VBT ENTES. ZOFNTY)
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begin recursiveCGS{A4, Q, n, s, k)
if (h <=NB) then
as = qs/|195]|
doj=s+1,8+h
doi=j+1,i+h
GEMV(QY,, ai, w);
GEMV(Qj:, w, g:);
a: = qi/|lasl|
end do
else
recursiveCGS(4, Q, n, 8, h/2);
GEMM(QT ,1h/2) Ans2+1,8) S);
GEMM(Sv Qe.u+h/2’ Qh/2+1.h);
recursiveCGS(A, @, n, s+ h/2, h/2);
end if
end

® 7 W CGs ik

A%, B CCS &R, B CGS ik
OEYI—R ZE 7 IRT.
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4.1 FROSEAE

AT Y BEFR S BNWT, TROIBORE
EL TR DROHEMS B, FRILTRITHE
2 (row-wise distribution) MWz,

FTHEMRTI, X7 bV a;, g5 BRUEIEM
BRCBATWBRZ MV @1, 92, -+, @5—1 DEHER
NehEhBco7oeytHzEhTns. Lk
MoT, Y P VONFERD BRI, U¥Iva
YR (MPI Gt MPI_ALLREDUCE) ZRWTIT i

begin parallel_blockCGS(A, Q, n)
0 =q/llall
do 7=2,n—~ NB, NB
doi=j+1,j+NB
GEMV(Q;}:“‘, aiocnly wlocal);
MPI.ALLREDUCE(w'**®}, w, MPLSUM
GEMV(Q}?:“, w, qliocul);
g = qi/lall
end do -
GEMM(QTIEE, v AL 0 5%
MPI.ALLREDUCE(S"<%, 5, MP1.SUM);
GEMM(8%=, @ity .. QR m)i
end do
end

8 {TEMAHERWATIERS OyF itk 585 CGS i

ERH B,

fUDREFHEEL TE, £70EyddRIoE
HRZEOLSCHET B HEEA M (column-wise
distribution) 213 %%, CGS ETIIAMOHHE O
2, RZ7 PO (FH)x (£BH) OF—FDTO—F
Fr AN EBEET B, THRAMUIERTERE
BA£ <Y, CGS HITIEL Tz &Ra5
hTnz®,

4.2 FHREASHE AL CGS &

TFHRSHERWEER CGS &Ik, M8 D& Sz

#axh3. RSICBWT, alP BIXU glomlid, &
TatwHiHHENTWARI Ml a; BEUE ¢: 2
RLTW3S,

4.3 HERSIVLHER

IR, RSTHRTEIL, FARSBERWE

AT OvF o Fic k55 CGS O HARB X
CHEERIcOWTRNTS. B, Bt nxnff
Fliew L THRHERERTTOD0LTS. —ECER
LT a7V OEZENB EL, Fokwdiie P
ETB. Fz, UV alEEI log, P AT —
DEBETHERETS.

431 ft ¥ &

IAF OGS EOFHFIL,

o WRIZAEL THAMERSTIE n® |

o RUMNEHMEHAL TWARERL TR L E

&izh, St EERB.
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I CGS BOBERIUTOXR IS,

o [H8IZHITS, GEMM & GEMM DEID MPI_ALLREDUCE
BT, 1 BN DOBNERERIE 8xNB (X
14F), BREERIEISxnxNB (N1 F) TH
30T, FEERERIL 8x 2XNB = 4.2.NB (N
AR) EFEETSD. ZOBEMN n/NB @BRINS
DT, FERIE n/NB)x (4.n-NB)-log, P =
4.n% . log, PN b)) &ix5.

o E8IcBIF 3, GEMV & GEMV DfHD MPI_ALLREDUCE
ZPNT, 1 ENEYORNEERIZ 8 ONTH),
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Platform dual-core Xeon PC
Number of CPUs 2 cores, 4 CPUs
CPU Type dual-core Xeon 2.8 GHz
I-Cache: 12K uops
L1 Cache D-Cache: 16KB
L2 Cache 2MB
Main Memory DDR2-SDRAM 2GB
oS Linux 2.6.9-5.ELsmp

s~ ,.V.\',..“\w"/f.--‘.‘......,_._,‘,_,,.........‘\

° 00 =) 3
Matrbx Size

9 CGS HXHLDER (dual-core Xeon 2.8 GHz, 1CPU)

BAFEERIE 8XNB (X1 ) THBDT, F
HEERZ 8x 82 = 4NB (N1 ) &EE
T5. ZOHEEN n @Rdh 30T, BERIZ
(4-n-NB)-log, P=4-n-NB-logy, PN })
E725M, n >NB ERETHE, ZOABRAR
FESMRTES.

5. 1% HE 5 @

5.1 H—-70tydICHI S EERE

H—7uty¥icBi} 3 CGS D HEERMICH
72> Ti, BLAS2 7 IWVTUXLTCHBITRARZ M
M (GEMV) &AWz naive 2523, PEEOFRE, HA
R7awFFicdksd CGS &, L THEM CGS
HBOEIEE HRL .

THY A X% n=500M5 n = 10000 ETELE
¥, TORHOMBRMEREL 2. b, HELO
SR ERERRTT>TW5, RiEREE2F1IC
RT

70755 CTRIRLAZ. a2 /%1 513 Intel C
Compiler (icc, Version 8.0) AV, B#{kA7 3
2 &ELT “icc -03 —xP" ZHWE, BLAS 23 Intel
MKL 8.0 &\,

BLAS 2 7T ) XNTHBTFINY BV (GEMV)
ZRAWE naive 2, PEROFEE, FIARTOVF
¥, FUTEHBN CCS BN/ FHERWVEBED,
CGS B3MLDEREZRE 9 TR T

9MS, BN COS BEMNBRLMETH DT &N

2 RAYQIRGREE
Platform dual Xeon PC SMP cluster
Number of Nodes 8
CPU Type dual Xeon 2.4 GHz
I-Cache: 12K uops
L1 Cache D-Cache: 8KB
L2 Cache 512KB
Main Memory DDR.SDRAM 1 GB
[o 3] Linux 2.6.9-34, ELsmp

MFLOPS
§

o

L] ; 10 |.2 l‘l "
Numbar of Processors
10 %) CGS @ik (n = 8000, dual Xeon 2.4 GHz

PCSMP 75 2%)

DB, #Z, n=10000 DPSIILERS CGS &
BFIAET OyF I HTHR A%HETH D, 1
RO FHEIZHRTH 3.1 {8, naive BEEITHRTH
5.3 {EEHEIZzo TS,

ZOBHEL T,

o FEMM CGS BREFFTAICHNTBITFMET -
T3, MENEHBICHTBTFRET-
TWARIHERT OvF 2 FIZ R TITFRO I —
IV OHIEERSTE 3.

o FHIRY CGS HPFH T 0w+ ik, #Eko
FHR naive BB HARTITFIMEZHATES
BEAMNIEL, FvvaOBERAERE D, A
U7 EANERENRTWS,

NSTHBEBEALID.

2B, BIRO CGS 2 AWVT n = 10000 T
4532 MFLOPS (¥ — 27 #8800 # 81%) OMEEMNHS
hiz.

5.2 PC I SRHICHITHIEEERRME

PC 732Xz BT 5 CGS HD{EHEEIzH7=>T

{2, BLAS 2 7NVT Y X LT 5 GEMV % AW/ naive
TR, MEROFH, TLUTAHFART OvF ok
3 CGS ED{EAE%E L .

7Y X% n = 1000, 4000, 8000 & &{Lx ¥, %

DGO BEMETEL . b, BRI

EHERETIToTWS, REREEER 2 ITRT.
TS5 AE CTIRABRL . 2281 513 gee 3.4.5

ZRAV, BBEEAT 2 al &L T “gec -03” ZRVE.



BfES175V &L T, LAMMPI 7.0.6, BLASIZ
i3 Intel MKL 8.0 #8135z, SMP 23525 D%& /) —
Kid, 1000Base-T @ Gigabit Ethernet TigiZh
W3, :

BLAS 2 7T Y X LTH S GEMV % B V= naive
BEE, EROFE, L TAFETOVF IO
FHEAWZRAD, CCS HRLOKIEEE 101
R R1I0M5, FIART OvF L IRBLHHET
HBZENDMB. T, n=8000, 16 CPU DBFE
CRAFRT O F 2 FIEREROFHETHRTH LS
BEETH Y, naive BRIEITHAD & #72.66 58
Th5.

ZOBHELTE, AAMTOuF L IE2TSE
&Y, CGSEIRBWT BLAS 37 INVIUXALTH
DfTFI (GEMM) AT & 2 MENMERD FHICH
RTELBHTNBIENS, FvviaOEF A
B, ARVTZIEANEIRINTNBZ EMHBX
sha.

$i, AF—SE UFLIZDWTTH 5, 4.3 0T
ML LSz, AFH CGS ETIRFHERMN 20° TH
BOIRL, BERA 4nlog, P £125. LENST,
LU RO & SIZIRERN O(n®), BERM On?) T
HBT7NTYXAICHRSB & log, P DFA—F DHE
WHEERRSVWDIC, Toeyd R PREVWES
i2id, BWAFr—SE VYT 4 EHRTIOREHA TR
BAZ ENGMS.

6. £ & &

ARXTIE, BRIV LD—DTH B
Gram-Schmidt ¥ (CGS &) O¥REEEFEE
BEL /. CES BT, PMHEERY MLVE
REGTFRMCEET 22 S THBELTES Z L0415
hTW3EH, CGS E2ITFIMTHE I FEENRAL, 7
FIRERATE HHEERPT I, HROCTA
METOTET, HEESBTH I LNTERILE
RUJ. BETBFEEAUFEL T dual Xeon SMP
UIRAFICREL, {EERMEEZITO R TORR, 8
/ —E® dual Xeon 2.4 GHz PC SMP 7 5 A ¥ Tk
n = 8000 IZ B\ TH 7.80 GFLOPS DiEfE%18B 32
EMTE.

SHROBMEL TIE, HRY CCS EOXIHEB &
K, BiEkT Oy 794X 2RO ZFHEORMNET
oha.
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