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Abstract: The performance of supercomputers improves as the number of cores increases. The conjugate
gradient (CG) method is useful for solving large and sparse linear systems. It has been pointed out that col-
lective communication needed for calculating inner products becomes serious bottleneck when executing the
CG method on massively parallel systems. Recently, the Chebyshev basis CG (CBCG) method, a variant of
the Communication-avoiding CG method, has been proposed. In this paper, we reduced collective communi-
cation of CBCG method (CBCGR) and applied Matrix Powers Kernel (MPK) for CBCGR method. We then
measured the execution time of these methods for 2D and 3D Poisson problems using OpenMP/MPT hybrid
parallel model on the FX10 (oakleaf-fx) supercomputer system. For the 2D-Poisson problem, the CBCGR
and CBCGR-MPK methods are faster than the CG and CBCG methods when the number of processes
is sufficiently large. For the 3D-Poisson problem, the CBCGR method is faster than the CG and CBCG
methods when the number of processes is sufficeint large.

Keywords: linear solver, communication avoiding algorithm, conjugate gradient method, Matrix Powers
Kernel
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FIRFIZAR PV Ay 7125 2 DRI N TWw 5,
727 LAV TOMER M OYIRIZ A IR A DD 5 72
O, TITY X LOBLED O OBEREOHEISLETH
D, BHCEBENBEERT A2 L BEOLLAT Y
DHIBAEETH AL L bl TW5,

—7, IR ATH) & REC RO — R R
Az = b & DI EIRETH 5 IEAR (CG) HEL
CHWHNZ [1]. CG#ETIE, 1 EHIC 1 BOBATFIN
7 bIVEE (SpMV) & 3D MV (axpy), 2 [lO
WHERHRTD NG . REATY 2 71 v 747508 TR
BTy E T2 &, X7 MV F—F E& 7Ot A
GHILTHREET 22812 h b, 20720, NEDZUI4E
[3#fZ (MPI_AllReduce) 2SLE & 7Y, Z OHEHAEA
Bale LT AR M Ay 2 LR D,

FZT, NWHEEIHEZHIR L CC EPIREINTE L.
Chronopoulos 512 & 1) CG EOFIRIAF 2 &2 52 LT
SARH O 2 [ ONFEFHE L% 7% MPT_Al1Reduce & F & 8
TAT9) CG I (C-CG i) PHRESN TS [2]. Ghysels
51240 C-CCHEDTIVTY X LDk B x24T WIEFIIE
JEEIAT O Pipelined CG M RE ST 5 3. 72,
Chronopoulos 5 IZ[FFHLIZBWT CG ¥ k ]KES DFHE
% 1 I FE & O TEME% 1TV MPI_A11Reduce % CG #:
D 1/k HIZF 5% sstep CG ¥, A H I kERITL CG
P4 ZREL WA, LoL, INLOFHEIFEOEE
RKEL<THE, PORICET 2 RERBOEKE 72135
ThEVoTlz, BEMICAZEIC RS EPREINT
W%, Hoemmen DL LY, Kyrlov #8522/ % %18
KNAEITFE & O TERT % Communication-avoiding CG
(CA-CG) ¥PSHER STV [5]. HESIZL Y CA-CG
$D—Ffi& LT Chebyshev £ %= HE L L, Kyrlov #5455
78l % £ L O THM T % Chebyshev FEIEAE (CBCG)
FAREEIN TV [6], [7]. CA-CG & CBCG #:k bz
CG L MO MBI TIORS 5 L v o 72 BB & ek
PHEE N TWS,

A DT, WAy Ea—FBLFXI0 FI2BnT
FlatMPI i 5T CBCG #EASEIEHIREIC CG LD b &
WD 2 ED SR> TWD [8], [9]. F 72, Carson
b [AA% 12 Hopper 123 T FlatMPI 41 T? Newton £IH
KERIKE T 5 CA-CG EFEIHIRIC CG & b b Ek
(275 Z LD HE LT A ([10].

—J7C, WEHNE CG HIcHNLG (Ar, A%r, .- AFr) O
FHEIC LT 2 A3 M % Bl 9 %5 Matrix Powers Kernel
(MPK) #%° Demmel 512 & D #£FE S Tw 5 [11], [12].
MPK T, &7 0+t 295 Akp OFHEICLEE 2508 % YLk
L, 52T, 1 Mo—y—mETiELIiEE TS
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IR A HIH ORI EZ 70y 2 1208522 8T, @
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WO SpMV % kAT L) b E#IZR 505, ALy RET
DEMFIHEAIET 5. MPK X CBCG #:3 £ U CA-CG
B LTHEHATE, SHICHEEHIKOMEIPHETE,
EH LS HAE NS, MPK OVERERIIZEY LTI, Dehnavi
5 (d Graphic Processing Unit _FI2B VT, EEO—#IT
FNZxd LT MPK OMRERHII 217y, SpMV KL 1) & &l
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HIZHT 5. k2, 3 ET CBCG HEDOREHTICHEHNS
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DWTEERRL., Tz, FFEOHEER L @BEOHZIZOW
Tlt# % /R, 4 3T Hybrid it5)To» CBCG #:THN S
FATHIRE & K THETHN A SpMV DS FEIZ oW Tk
N5, FO, 58T FX10 EIZBWT OpenMP/MPI ®
Hybrid {5 TOMERERFliFE R Z /R L, &&%IZ 6 BETE L
W EASBDOFEIZONWTIRRD,

2. Chebsyhev EEX%GDABLE

CG IETIE, REATH A LIRS ro = b — Axy 12 &
DYES NS Krylov #4022 % 1 AR 1 R0 29k L
LHG, W, FEHT LS. CGHEOT VI XA L%
Algorithm 1 127%F. FEMICDWTIE, SCHk (1] I2RR 5.
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Algorithm 1 The CG method

Algorithm 2 C-CG method

1: 7o :=b— Axg

2: py =10

3: for i =0,1,2,--- until || »; ||2 / || 70 [|2< € do
Compute p! Ap;

a; = rIr;/pl Ap,
Tit1 =X + aip;
Tit1 = T — OcZ'Api
Compute 1 7i1
Bi :=rL rig/rlr;
10: Dit1 = Tit1 + Bip;
11: end for

MPI_AllReduce 23545 2 L L 5.

Chronopoulos 513 CG HEDFIHIAFE#2£2 52 LT, N
F&lZ X A MPI_Al1Reduce % 1 [A]I2§ % CG ## (C-CG i)
RIELTWA, Algorithm 1 ® 44THIZBIN S pl Ap, 12
DWTRERZIT). Dit1 = Tiy1 + Bip; £,

Pz‘T+1Api+1 = (riy1 — ﬁipi)TApiH
= TZTHAPiH - @‘PZTAP;‘H
= 7'1'T+1Api+1
=7} (Ariys + BiAp,)
= riT+1A7°z‘+1 + 5i7'?+1APi (1)

F72,

Tip1 =T — 0 Ap;

aiApi =T; —Tit+1

Ap; = (ri = rit1)/ o (2)
ThHb-D,
riaAp =rl o (ri—ris1) /oy
= (TiT+17”z’ - TiT+17°i+1)/04i
= *Tal'riﬂ/ai (3)

ey, X)) IWATEE,
PLaAp 1 = Ti A — (Birhamivn) /o (4)

RV, rlri el Arg ONFERIEDSLEE 25
2, TO2ODFHEIIFEBAT) ZENTEL. 22T,
Aripq OFFHET SpMV 251 [HlfTh, Ap, DFtH LT L
%% %%, Algorithm 1 @ 10 T H 23 L CTHaAIZ A & 2 F
HZETAr, EIVT Ap, * 5T 5 Z LW EETH 5.
C-CG #ED 7))V T A L% Algorithm 2 1277, C-CG #
Tld, CGEELHBL, 64THDXZ FIVIMEA 1 [0l 2
%75, 947H T 2D A H F —fii % MPI_Allreducel [0] T
F7H EHTED. FEANCEI L CIdcik 2] KRR 5.
CBCG #Tld, Kyrlov #5322 % 1 FAZIZ k RIcd 29k
KLZDS, BPEZEHT 52 &% HIET. CBCG #:0
7T X L% Algorithm 3 127" . Algorithm 3 @ 2 47
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1: 7o :=b— Axg
2: ag :=rlre/rT Argy
3: f-1:=0

4: for i =0,1,2, -+ until || 7; ||2 / || 70 ||2< € do

5: P, =7+ Bip; 1

6:  Ap;, = Ar; + B;Ap;_,

7: Tit1 1= ® + a;p;

8: Tig1 =T + aiApi

9: Compute T?+1Ti+1, r?+1Ari+1

10: Bii=rl riga/r]r

1 ipr = v v /(P A = Birl v fou)
12: end for

Algorithm 3 The CBCG method

1: 7o :=b— Axg

2: SU = (T()(A)T(),Tl (A)’I’o, e ,Tk_l(A)’I‘Q)
3: Qo := 5o

4: for i =0,1,2,--- until || 7; ||2 / || 7o [|2< € do

5: Compute QlTAQi7 Q?'r’ik

6 ai= (QUAQ) QT ik

T T(it1)k = Tik + Qia;

8 Phtyk =T — AQiai

9: Sipri=To(A)rtyr), Tr(A)rarne - To-1(A)P@1)k)
10: Compute Q?AS¢+1

11: B; = (QZTAQl)le;TASZJrl

12: Qi+1 :=Sit1 — QiB;

13: AQiy1 := ASiv1 — AQ:B;

14: end for

Algorithm 4 Chebyshev Basis
Lni= 2/()\ma,x - Amzn)
: C = ()\nLa:v + )\mzn)/(kmaz - >\7nin)
D8y =T

1

2

3

4: 81 :=nAsp — (so

5: for j =2 to k do

6: Sj 1= 27]A8j71 — 2CSj—1 — S8j—-2
7: end for

8: S:=(s0,81, " ,8k-1)

9: AS = (ASO7 Asl, Tty Ask_l)

H & 947825 Krylov #4022 & 2§ 255 ThH ), 22
T k \l® SpMV #5471 4. Chebyshev 2 1H % FEE &
L7z Krylov #0522 D ERL D 7V T1) X 4 % Algorithm 4
|27R9". Chebyshev O =IH#i{bZ X 0 T(A) 123 L THR
BATH A Of/NEAE L R KEFEEZ 525 2 LT, T(A)
DI KREAEOHMIHEE /NS % 2 72O FMEMIZZE L 7
%. %72, Algorithm 4 125D Apin & Amas (2 ZILZIL
REATH A DR/ B X R KEAHEE 7% 5. Algorithm 3
WCHND B, & a; (3 kRILDITHIERZ MV TH Y, I
WNERLDTH D20, QR GIRIC & 2 /N i T
WTW3, CBCG #:0FEMIZoWTIE, STk [5], [7] 2%
5.

CBCG 128 s QT x AQ,; (54TH) & QF x AS;11 (10
TH) B EkARORZ v E) LONRGTEICHS T 55HH
&0, QF xr; (547H) B kAL 1RO MLOWNFEET
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HICHNS TS, $72, QTAQ; & QT r \XFIFFICFIE AT fE
ThHb. T01D, FEITH A% 70y 7475%H T MPLik
HITCTHEE L7234, CBCG i1 XfEH7- 1) MPI_Al1Reduce
A2 MFET 5.

3. CBCG END@EEHR7/)IVT) X LDEH

COETIE, 31 @Il C-CGHEDTATA4Ta2b LI
CBCG 1 K#EH 72 ) @ MPI_Al1Reduce % 2 0|22 5 1 [1]
WS T 7T XLI122WT, 3.2 §T CBCG D
MPK O H122WC, 3.3 fiCiEf & & EERKICONT

A

3.1 MPI_AllReduce D & 5 % B HIi

KX T, C-CCHEDT A T4 7 % K12 Algorithm 3
DO5ATHICBNG, QL 1AQi & QL 7 vk ZREMT
%2 & T, CBCG ¥ 1 RAEHIZ3EA9 % MPI_Al11Reduce
123 A HE%2RT. CBCG £ TIlE, Algorithm 3
D 114THT QT AS; 41 DFHE L 5 THD QT AQi &
QL 17 (1) DRI T MPI_Al1Reduce A%AT 2 [T D15,
22T, 5ATHOFBEIZ 11 THOREOZIATONLE b D
b LT%}\_%} o F V), Ql e Si+1 % Hw T Q?+1AQZ'+1
k Q?+1?“(i+1)k mﬁ“%%ﬁi '\) M‘gﬁ“&) 5.

FL®IZ, QL AQi41 22w T, Algorithm 3 O 12 47
HXD,

Qit1 = Siy1 — Qi B; (5)
VC&)%} 7):&), Qg;_lAQiJrl blﬁ)\@'% k y

QL 1AQiv1 = (Siy1 — QiBi) T A(Sip1 — QiB;)

— ST AS . — ST AQ: B
— Bl Q] ASiy1 + Bl Q] AQ:B;  (6)
kA, ZZT,

Bi = (QT AQ:) ' Q] ASia (7)
Thh, X (6)1cHND, BIQTAQ;B; 123 (7) #fLAT
5k,

Bl'QT AQiB; = B Q] AQ:(Q] AQ:)™'Q] ASi1

- BiTQzTASi+1 (8)
Eb. L7zhoT, X (6) 123 (8) 2fCAT 5 &,
QI1AQir1 = S ASi1 — 5] AQiB;
—BIQ] AS; 11 + B Q] AQ; B;
== g;_1ASi+1 - SZ;-lAQsz
—BIQT ASi 11 + B QT AS; 14
= S} ASi — ST AQiB; (9)

KRIZ, QL riine DA, X (5) AT S L,
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Algorithm 5 The CBCGR method

1: 7o :=b— Axg

2: SU = (TQ(A)T(),Tl (A)’I’o, R ,Tk_l(A)’!'())

3: ag := (SgASo)’l,S'OTro

4: By:=0

5: for ¢ =0,1,2,--- until || ; ||2 / || 7o ||2< € do

6: Qi:=8—Qi—1B;i1

7: AQ,L = AS,L —|— AQileifl

8 m(ip1)k = @ik + Qiay

9 Tk =Tk — AQias
10: Sit1:=(To(A)rt1yr) T1(A)TGryks 5 Th-1 (A)PG1)k)
11: Compute SZFIASZ"H’ QlTASiJrl, S£1T(i+1)k, Q;-T’I‘(H,l)k
12: BZ‘+1 = (QZTAQl)ilQ;TASz+1
130 QT AQit1 = ST, ASit1 — ST, AQi By
14: QT vtk = SE sy — BL1QT riix1)k

15: aipr = QT AQit1) QL vk
16: end for

Adr
A%r

Ar

1 75 A A 3 ERALTHIO L & MPK T (Ar, A%r, A3r) OFF
FA 3 THR A L7z & & OER B OEAFER

Fig. 1 Dependency between elements when A is a tridiagonal

matrix. MPK divides (Ar, A%r, A37) into three pro-

cesses.

QLariik = (Sit1 — QiB) vy
= Shararne — Bl QI sk (10)

Eb. IoT, (9, X @10) Xv, SE,AS, &
SLLAQi, SEaritik QFrirnr D4 DOFHHETHEM ]
fEL b, F72, AITUBHITHITH AL Z LD D,

SH1AQi = (QF ASi1)” (11)

TH b7, SLIAS 1 & QTASi, Shiruii
QTr(iy1e PADEFHET L2 LT, CBCG ¥ 1 AL
7 MPI_AllReduce 21 [l & % 4. KL TIEZOFE
% CBCGR #EMRZ &129 4. CBCGREDTIVTY)

A L% Algorithm 5 (27”7,

3.2 CBCG EAD Matrix Powers Kernel O3 A
MPK (& (Ar, A%r, .-, AFr) OFIEICULE R EISE %7
Ot ADPEE L CREFT A2 LT, 1 Ho—x—#fET
FHEEWREE T ATHETH L. 175 A DS 3 B AITHIO
L& (Ar, A2r, A3r) OFTHEZ 3 70 RAITHERLT- L &
DERGEMFRER 1 12RF. X 1 © PE1 O#EBIE5 TH
%75, MPK ##H 3 2541, 70 A0S ICHET
LER HYEET A 720, PEO ®JAIZ 2, PE2 DI 2
FTOWET A, ZD7-® PELIXHEEY 4 X9 T THFT
LUEND DI, AEVMEHEIEINT A, 175 A DS
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®1 CGikkKHHIY D CGEEE C-CG i, CBCG %, CBCGR #:, CBCGR-MPK

DEF L EEOITA T

Table 1 The computation and communication costs for the CG, C-CG, CBCG, CBCGR
and CBCGR-MPK methods per the CG method k iterations.

Fother Fspmv Secollective  SP2P
cG (10N/P)k (10N/P)k 2k 4k
C-CG (12N/P)k (10N/P)k k 4k
CBCG (8k2 + 12k — 3)N/P (ION/P)k 2 4k
CBCGR (8k2 + 14k — 3)N/P + k> + k (ION/P)k 1 4k
CBOGR.MPK (8k2 + 10k + 5)N/P + 12(k — 1)/N/P 10 (NTP 4+ 20k — 1— 1)) . g

+13k2 — 23k + 12+ Y F T {/N/P 4+ 2(k — 1 — i)}2

3EAMATHI TEZERLS N, 7O A¥H» P L L, Akr
AEHET SR, H7 02 A {N/P+2(k—-1)} X
TOATHFNIER LI T 2 LB S 5. T 72, HARG
6 AN/P+2(k—1—i)) &% b, AT MR
BEIITHORBER k1L > TRECEILL, 2KTE8 3K
TCIZHERE L 72355812 Bt 3 Exf AT OB a Ll Fic X &
DEHEB X OEEESENT 5. CBCG Tl Krylov
Wit T LOTERT S5 TH A Algorithm 4 123
LCMPK ##H5 52 &ATE5. KifzETid, CBCG
7 (k) \CMPK ##3 28561, kETTELOTEA
$5 MPK %M L7, F72, CBCG EATHIR & Feifa
DORIZANY b Vi (Algorithm 4 ® 447H & 647H) b
HFEENTWED, OGS 7ut AR TOEBEFED
T A, RiHLTIE, CBCGR ZEIZx LT MPK 3
24TV, ZOTFHE%E CBCGR-MPK IR 12T 5.

3.3 EBEECBEDNK

CG #& C-CG #, CBCG #, CBCGR #:, CBCGR-
MPK 0 R & @ERKICOWTH#EHRT 5. CG i
Algorithm 1 ® 347H 25 11 17, C-CG 1% Algorithm 2
D4 TEH»S 1217H, CBCG #:4% Algorithm 3 @ 4 17H
75 14 47H, CBCGR 13 Algorithm 5 @ 5 f7H A5 16
THE CoOEGEE LBENRT ENEFNER TS, 22T
DOEF = DFE/NOEONE - REODEK F & L, #@ER
BlZA =S &+5. F72, SpMV IZH L TIdRE
THIOREE KA L, HEREOENPSHETH 2720, 2
KI5 HAGOMEE LTHEE 2179 . SpMV O & %
Fsomv £ LT, ZDMDEHERE Fonee E0HL, HED
SpMV T34 § 5 —&f—#15 (MPI_Send/Recv) % Spop
E, JEMEE (MPI_Al1Reduce) % Seollective & L CENLE
WK T B, Seollective 13 MPT_A11Reduce D AIEE § 5.
BREBATH A DXRTCE % N &L, b EFA7ut 2
P ETAH. K70 ANKEIEE R RETS L E
ToHE170tAd7) OHEEIE \/N/P x /N/P &7
b, A= VHITHED 2 RIC 5 HAESTO SpMV D
LA, BENPLEE LT 370 AVRET S
EHBICETZ2BOEGERDL. FDi0, MEMTL
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%570 AIEARMICL E R LD, 1 HO SpMV T
DAyt—VHiE4ERD. MPK O34, EICE
THHAOIMAITIMA T, HEIZET H5bEMSNS
7, 8&nh. Fi, 1 7O ADMREET BT A X
(3 EMAATHIO L & LFEMRICHERET 5 702 20K
IR 2720, {/N/P+2(k—1)}2 &4b, #ERI
0 (/NP +2(k—1-i)}? &% 5.

CG ik fiid 72 o CG L C-CG ¥, CBCG ik,
CBCGR i, CBCGR-MPK DS & {5 3 A b DI
%3 1 IIRT. CBCG #ETITbiL s QR 4 EIZT A XA
kE (2~30#2FE) LIEWITNZI VWD DTH L0, HEITX
FELTEDTWARW., TORIWRTEBY, #8152 HIK
THIEIWENEHERDPEZ THhDL T g5,

4. EEHE
ZDETIE CBCCG EIZHN A BITHIRE L £F BN

LEATHIN 7 N VEED Hybrid iE512 & 2 F8 531200
Tk %,

4.1 ETHIFE

CBCG #: T3 Algorithm 3 @ 517 H (QTAQ) & 10
TH (QTAS), CBCGR #: Tl Algorithm 5 @ 11 47 H
(STAS,QTAS) T NAT k¥ & k4T N I OEATHIRE £ 47
W EAT ESIOFTEN R KD D N IREATHIORITEE, k1%
CBCG #:0BHTH L. 22T, fTH A% NAT kA, 47
W B% kAT NH, 1191 C % kfTkHl&eL, N% 70t
AR P THETHLAGELIGED C = AB I

P P
C=3ci-Y (n)
=0 =0

EVIOHEBATLILIIRL. TOLE, FTUEANC;
EME L, A% EET 5729, MPI_AllReduce 25584
5. {7 UL ATALV Y FilFI 247 ) %6&, N/JP&EZAL >
N T THEILAT) 729, C; = A;B; 1%
T
Ci=) (4i;Bi;)

=0

b, IO, ALy FEOEITEAL Y FOMHEF
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for(i=0;1 < N; i++)
{
for(j = A.ptr[i]; j < A.ptr[i+1]; j++)
{
idx = A.col[jl;
vli] += A.valfj] * x[idx];
ylidx] += A.val[j] = x[i];
}
vli] += A.d[i] * x[i];

© 00 N O Uk W N =

10 }

2 ARATHIE RS VRO —
Fig. 2 Pseudo-code of symmetric sparse matrix vector multi-

ply.

RGNS 57 — 7470 LEE R ), &ALy FOFRHA
Wb o72d L ITHBMR TR LEDELLENH L. L
727235 C, Hybrid 7Tl

P T
C=>{> (A4i;Bi;)}
i=0 j=0
B, KFSETIE, RREROZEFRTIETIL 2T WATHIFED

HEERE BLAS 74 79 @ dgemm_() # W T %
f1o7-2.

4.2 BRITHINT bIVIE

CG B L U CBCG FEIRBATHI AN IE A Fr 22 5 &
CORRERDLZENTEDL, 2070, MEELTHZ
SNBREATH AL, TEMAE L &xAE D 2w T

A=L+D+LT

ERTIENTEL., Z0720, 175 % T =AE L A5
DHRERFFESTH LT SpMV HFHRETH B, 115 % FT=
AE & AT Compressed row Storage (CRS) [15] T3\
TR L72ED y=Ax D Ca2— K2 2 12RT. &
PATHIT @ SpMV & A L v FiEFITH IS4, M2 D7
THOXRZ MUy ~DARNTTAL Y FHEOBEEHBFEL
TLE). Fald, 7oy 712X 205LE1T- 7.
BARBIZIZATH A 2RI A Ly RE R L 725 7
0y 7475 Dy 3378 v Z1IZAD kb o iz E OO
FERITHIC £ LT,

T
y= ZDj:chCa: (12)

j=0
EWIEHEET L, 2T, TZAORMEFLAT
Oy 7% %ALYy FIZEIMTHIET, ALy FITHON
MV Yy~NDANTOBEN R D, CeldC % T=
AL L= a2 REEL THEYNICEHRE21T) . 72, MPK
TR 7a Yy 7 TOFEEPRNEER 2O, T=MA%E L=
R L xR % CRS U CIRFE L, 5k e 4T ) FkL
L7,
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5. HIEXER

5.1 FERIRIE &Pl G

FX10 (oakleaf-fx) A —/%2 > ¥ —4% 3 A5 A [16] 21
AL TEBREIT-72. FX10121 / — FIZ 19 SPARC64
XIX 70+ v (16 27, 1.848GHz), 32GB ® X E 1)
(DDR3 SDRAM, 85GB/sec.) ##&# LT\ 5. 72, 1~
=7 MI6RILA Y2/ b—FA (5GB/sec./link)
THEHREINTWS, 7077013 C SETEEEZITV, B
THIOWEE 2 BLAS V—F >, 70t A5 MPI F 4
TIVEMHALZ, 225 F1F “mpifcepx”, A7 3
~IZiE “~Kfast,openmp,ipo -1m -SSL2” %Al L 7-.

1/ —=FdH7zh170vAV5ET, 1 70kAH720
16 AL v Fir % 1F % OpenMP/MPI & Hybrid 351 € 7
VTEBZITV, A 1,440 / — FETHEA L. WS
PIIAATFEAEAT 10712 & L7z, F72, BiLEE LT A
r—=1 7% L7, CBCG #:TRELE &bk - Te/E
A, NEFEETHEELMEL 0L L. 72, CBCG
FEOFEATRINIE R E R L D HEERIZED Tk
v IRERERANCIE FX10 OFFl 71 7 7 4 9 & lwvwTas
0t 2 DR & FH L7z,

R ETHMEIILTTO 2 & L.

(1) 2 KIC Poisson £
PEBR B S —%E D FE A 1,024 x 1,024 D RAEH
1,048,576 & L7z.

(2) 3 K7t Poisson HHER
ARG 7 ZfVE AR O T K DL % Poisson JiAER
V2 & o TR C RIRE [17]. EARRELIE Sequential Gaus-
sian 7V T X4 18] 1K W RESEfEE Lz, &
KRB DEAME, RoAME, P 1075, 105, 1.0 &
HhE)ICRESINT WA, FHIEAT 240 x 240 x 240
DARHAEAT 13,824,000 & L7z,

MY A X% —g L LEFEEEmSEs2 A2 007
A= Y T TOERZIT - 2. FIH 05, XYZ #l
DEE FNEFN P, Py, P L, 70X 2% P
Px x Py(xPz) L7 2% &9 12#%%E L7, 2 KJC Poisson i
#3 & 3 KTC Poisson FREAXTOTOL A 5E 7)) v RO
SEBB L1 7O AHN) OB 4 XER 2 I1CF
NEIRT. T72, REATHIB L ORER TR 2 A7
T =, N7 MV, BTN T N TRERBECHRIEFL T 5.

5.2 2 Xt Poisson A 2N TOEEER

1ZL®IZ, 2 KIC Poisson A TOFEEAEFIZ DOV Tik
N5, k TEDOPORICE L 72 AR E R 3 IR, £
CBCG #D k=113 CG ¥, CBCGR#ED k=113 C-CG
FaglLTwb, F72, () WX CBCG EDIERE % CG
FREIZL720DELR->TWA, ZOENPD k2R3
ECRAEMBAHE 2 TWA I LA, T2, CG L
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AEERTOD 2 KIC Poisson 2 (1Bt & 3 KIC Poisson KA (TE) o7V v F

Table 2 The shape of the process grid and the local domain on each process of 2D-

Poisson problem (top) and 3D-Poisson problem (bottom) in the experiments.

N P Px Py Pz the shape of local domain per process
32 4 32,768 = 128 x 256
64 8 16,384 = 128 x 128
128 16 8 8,192 = 64 x 128
1,048,576 = 1,024 x 1,024
256 16 16 4,096 = 64 x 64
512 32 16 2,048 = 32 x 64
1,024 32 32 1,024 = 32 x 32
180 6 76,800 = 40 x 40 x 48
360 12 38,400 = 20 X 40 x 48
13,824,000 = 240 x 240 x 240
720 12 12 19,200 = 20 x 20 X 48
1,440 12 12 10 9,600 = 20 x 20 x 24
® 3 CG ik C-CG ik CBCG i, CBCGR 0 k &L OWE 102 =—
B L7 BUE R ¢ 2 SRIG Poisson A2 (1,024 x 1,024). 100 c-CG
() MIE CG ST o KA % 5 102 B CBCG(27) — ||
o S I CBCGR(27) — []
Table 3 The number of iterations of CG, C-CG, CBCG, and 2 n
CBCGR methods in each k: 2D-Poisson problem g 10 F
(1,024 x 1,024). () is the number of iterations of the % 10° l
CG method conversion. 4 108 -
k | cG/CBCG C-CG/ CBCGR 10710 -
1 2,861 3,123 10712 ‘ : : : : :
o | 1431(2,862) 1,431(2,862) 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
3 954(2,862) 1,041(3,123) Number of iterations
4 716(2,864) 716(2,864) 3 CG %, CBCG %, CBCGR EDIHIEIE © 2 Kt Poisson
5 573(2,865) 625(3,125) FE (1,024 x 1,024)
6 521(3,126) 521(3,126) Fig. 3 Convergence history of the CG, CBCG, and CBCGR
7 447(3,129) 447(3,129) methods: 2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).
8 | 391(3,128) 391(3,128)
. gggﬁi iggﬁ; C-CQEEIHET 5 &, N £ 2772 1S & B0
11 | 284(3,124) 284(3,124) EECRERNBRIEZ TWD I DSk s. 72, CBCG
12 | 261(3,132) 261(3,132) PH 5 CBCGREICED 72281280 k=3,5,19,27TD
13 | 241(3,133) 241(3,133) EEICHIMLTWD ZLAMERTE S, 22T, CGEEL
14 | 224(3,136) 224(3,136) C-CG ¥, k=27 DL XD CBCG #, CBCGR HEDIUR
15 | 209(3,135) 209(3,135) BEZE 3 17T, C-CGEOBIEL A% L, SH0K
- ijgﬁg ijgﬁg TARIETHS 1072 MU TV 5 2 A9
18 | 174(3.132) 174(3,182) %. CBCG #:& CBCGR E:0BEA AL L, MHL bIC
19 165(3,135) 166(3,154) 2,500 FAEAF T E TlE CG e R UIURIERE L % > TW b
20 | 157(3,140) 157(3,140) hS, FNLECTIRPEAL L TWAiERE LR >Tnh, F
21 | 149(3,129) 149(3,129) 72, CBCGR {1 C-CG ## & [FAFIZ 10712 A1 TYUE A
22| 142(3,124) 142(3,124) CBOG HEICHANELL TV ik L 2o 72 ZOKEOH
| st oo s
95 | 125(3,125) 125(3,125) K12 CBCG # & CBCGR #, CBCGR-MPK #0i8E(E
26 | 121(3,146) 121(3,146) B ORI RN DWTiER S, 1,024 7HELATO CG L
27 | 117(3,159) 122(3,294) C-CG #:, CBCG #:;, CBCGR %, CBCGR-MPK #:0 k
28 | 112(3,136) 112(3,136) TEDOPHICE L2 ER 4 IORT. £EL) C-CG
29| 108(3,132) 108(3,132) I+ MPT_A11Reduce O I CG HED 47124 L TEATHE
30 | 105(3,150) 105(3,150)
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Fz4 1,024 702D EZD CG %, C-CG i, CBCG #:, CBCGR
¥, CBCCR-MPK {0 k Z& OUHIZE L7zBH @ 2 K00
Poisson A (1,024 x 1,024)

Table 4 The convergence time of the CG, C-CG, CBCG,

CBCGR, and CBCGR-MPK methods in each k with
1,024 processes: 2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).

k | CG/CBCG C-CG/CBCGR CBCGR-MPK
1 | 6.73 x10~1 7.74 x10~1

2 | 8.95 x10~* 7.66 x10~1 7.67 x10~1
3 | 7.05 x10~?! 6.40 x10~1 5.89 x10~1!
4 | 6.23 x107! 5.59 x10~! 5.02 X101
5 | 5.63 x10~1! 5.67 x10~1! 5.04 x10~1!
6 | 5.81 x10~1! 5.39 x10~ 1! 4.15 x1071
7 | 5.53 x10~! 5.15 x10~ 1 4.30 x10~1
8 | 5.26 x10~* 4.97 x10~1 4.14 x101
9 | 4.67 x10~! 4.84 x101 4.04 x101
10 | 5.05 x10~! 4.76 x10~! 3.95 x10~1
11 | 4.94 x10~! 4.69 x10~! 3.82 x10~!
12 | 4.82 x10~! 4.60 x10~! 3.56 x10~!
13 | 4.36 x10~ ! 4.58 x10~1 3.73 x10~ 1!
14 | 4.81 x10~ 1! 4.53 x10~1 3.65 x10~ 1!
15 | 4.69 x10~! 4.51 x10~1 3.63 x10~1
16 | 4.73 x10~1 4.55 x10~1 3.66 x10~!
17 | 4.49 x10~! 4.37 x1071 3.53 x10~!
18 | 4.51 x10~! 4.35 x10~! 3.57 x10~!
19 | 4.48 x10~! 4.36 x10~1 3.57 x10~ 1!
20 | 4.46 x10~! 4.34 x1071 3.53 x10~ 1!
21 | 4.43 x10~! 4.34 x10~1 3.47 x10~ 1!
22 | 4.43 x10~! 4.33 x10~! 3.53 x10~1
23 | 4.47 x10~?! 4.34 x10~1 3.56 x10~!
24 | 4.41 x10~1 4.36 x10~! 3.58 x10~!
25 | 4.40 x10~*! 4.32 x10~1 3.88 x10~!
26 | 4.42 x107! 4.38 x1071 3.60 x10~1!
27 | 4.45 x10~1 4.56 x10~1 3.88 x10~ !
28 | 4.35 x10~! 4.30 x1071 3.88 x10~1
29 | 4.39 x10~1! 4.37 x1071 3.69 x10~1!
30 | 4.43 x107! 4.44 x101 4.03 x10~1!

TEHE, EDPSLUTOLEEIFICCELY DBEVRIRE -
T, ZNDBETIICCELV b EHE o7z T2,
CBCGREDAMIC A D3 UTOEEIZCCGHELD B2
{, FNLBETIEEETH o 72. CBCG #:& CBCCGR %
o5 & ka5, 9, 13, 19, 27, 30 D & & 7217 CBCG #:
DL, FNLA DA TIE CBCGR ED A g L % -
Twh. CBCGR-MPK 1% k72 ® & & DAkd CBCGR
HE)bEHEE -7, CBCG ik k =28, CBCGR i
k=28, CBCGR-MPK#IZ k=21 Dk &ICHHETH o7
728, CG & C-CG ¥, CBCG #: (k =28), CBCGR ¥
(k=28), CBCGR-MPK {# (k=21) ® 32 7HtLAN5H
1,024 7O AL TOA AL T AT —1) ¥ 7 TOPFIZHE
L7zBE 2 4 IRT. CG L C-CG EMMER LT
DIZxt LT CBCG & CBCGR i & CBCGR-MPK 13
1,024 710 & 2 THFNKEOEME & b IZEATIRER 2594
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2.0 T
CG —o-

5 C-CG
o CBCG(28) ——
2 10 CBCGR(28) —® ||
= CBCGR-MPK(21)
[0
2
S
S 05 -
z
o
o

02 | | | | | |

32 64 128 256 512 1024
Number of Processes

4 AMBYZAF—=) 7255 CGikk C-CG i, CBCG ik
(k = 28), CBCGR ik (k = 28), CBCGR-MPK i (k = 21)
DINH N EE L7237 © 2 2kIC Poisson A2 (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 4 The convergence time of the CG, C-CG, CBCG (k =
28), CBCGR (k = 28), and CBCGR-MPK (k = 21)
methods. The strong scaling is evaluated: 2D-Poisson

problem (1,024 x 1,024).

. vector
EEN matvec

B P2P
3 GEMM

— Other
2223 Collective

Time[sec.]

k

5 1,024 70t ZADL E D k L CG L CBCG HEDEST
BRI OMER & 2 K Poisson sl (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 5 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the CG
and CBCG methods in each k with 1,024 processes:
2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).

LTw3, F/2, CBCG & CBCGR ¥, CBCGR-MPK
P332 70 AT CG 0 2 5 ORI % B L Tw
DI LT, 256 TR ALBRTCGHELD b EE L 2
HiEH L o7, CBCG & CBCGR E# KT 5 &,
512 7’0t 2 £ TIX CBCG &R TH 5 DIIxf L
T, 1,024 70+ 2 Tid CBCGR EDSE VKT R & 72 - 72,
¥ 72, CBCGR-MPK %13 256 70t ALIETEDTHE L
D OEEE o 7.
ZNENOEFEREH L RERM OB § 5 7201297
BRI ONFRIZDOWTIERD ., ETHEOEEEZ-EED
1,024 70X 22 BT HETRMONREZE 5, 6, 7
IZFENFIURY. FETEER ORI FX10 O 7a 7 7
L9V TTO AT DKL —F VIZE L%
FHL, EHEEH L. KO matvec XBEITHINXZ v
&, vector 1T~ NViEE, GEMM & CBCG #:TH 7212
BN 547508, P2P IZBATHINS PIVED & 2 I2HET 5
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XXX P2P — Other
3 GEMM 2223 Collective

1 T T T T T

Time[sec.]

6 1,024 7ot 2Dt &ED k Z& D C-CG L CBCGR #ED
FATHER OPIER @ 2 KIC Poisson A2 (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 6 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the C-CG
and CBCGR methods in each k with 1,024 processes:
2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).

. vector XXX P2P — Other
EEN matvec 3 GEMM 2223 Collective

1 T T T T T

Time[sec.]

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
k

7 1,024 7ut 2D L ED k D CBCGR-MPK #0DFE47IHE
BIOWE © 2 KIC Poisson HHEA (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 7 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the
CBCGR-MPK method in each k£ with 1,024 processes:
2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).

MPI_Send/Recv, Collective | MPI_A11Reduce, Other (35
T S PR 25 |WwWizb Dk o Twh, CBCG
B0 kP8 LD & CG LY b ERME DR 2D
TWiERE R o72. CBCG & CBCGR Ex T 5 &,
R ERLEE ORE B SHIR S TV B 2 D5 h 5.
CBCGR-MPK #x B 5 &, —X—{5 OB 25 K (21
WINTWD, ZOKME, X7 MVEEOREM2S 7 1+ A
BOBEMERIEICLYWIMLTW5,

C-CG #® MPI_Al1Reduce D Z R TA B L, CG ik
D 2L EDPDP o TVBHRER ST, ZORRIZONV
T, FEMNCOHT$ 5 728 FX10 1T Intel MPI Bench-
marks [19] % > T MPI_Al1Reduce D RE % Ml L 72,
IMB @ MPI_AllReduce D\ F < — 7 TIIHIEE T — ¥
DEHEITEZAT) 720, BHET 7OV FI—=0 D
FHZAT) X9 lca— FEZEHELA. 7ut A% 256,
512, 1,024 1272 EDRYF v —7#EREZX 8 II/RT.
K2R EBY, 8byte D& X2~ 16 byte LAFETIX 5~
6REDMREEE o7z, ZHIE, ATTTFT—FIT 5
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250 T T T T T T T T T
256processes I 1024processes I
200 512processes O
g 150
g
)
£ 100
'_
50
0
8 16 32 64 128 256 512 102420484096 8192
Size of data[byte]
8 IMB IZ X% MPI_AllReduce DitilliER
Fig. 8 Result of MPI_Al1Reduce for IMB.
N vector XXX P2P [—/ Other
EEEN matvec 3 GEMM EZZ23 Collective
2 T T T T T T
1.5 - =
S
]
T 1 h
£
'_
05 =
0

32 64 128 256 512 1024

Number of processes

9 CG EOFEATHEH OMNER 2 KT Poisson K £ (1,024 x
1,024)
Fig. 9 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the CG
method: 2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).

. vector R P2P [ Other
EEEEE matvec 3 GEMM =273 Collective

2 T T T T T T

Time[sec.]

32 64 128 256 512 1024

Number of processes
10 C-CG EOFEATRM DN & 2 KIC Poisson HFE3 (1,024 x
1,024)
Fig. 10 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the C-CG
method: 2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x 1,024).

¥y variE, Tofu D= R 2 728 0B ICE S
%72, 8byte D& % MPI_AllReduce A SEMIZFEIT EN
LHPHTHA.

RIZ32 T UEANS 1,024 UL ADA DIV T AT —
) U7 B EFREMONRE ZNZEN, CG#EER 9,
C-CG #%xH 10, CBCG i (k=28) #[X 11, CBCGR
7 (k=28) #& 12 12, CBCGR-MPK ¥ (k =21) #
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. vector X P2P [ Other
NN matvec 3 GEMM =23 Collective

2 T T T T T T

Time[sec.]

32 64 128 256 512 1024

Number of processes

11 CBCG # (k= 28) OFEATHEM DM © 2 KIC Poisson /7
2 (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 11 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the
CBCG method (k = 28): 2D-Poisson problem (1,024 x
1,024).

. vector XXX P2P — Other
EEN matvec 3 GEMM 223 Collective

2 T T T T T T

Time[sec.]

32 64 128 256 512 1024

Number of processes

® 12 CBCGR % (k= 28) OFETREHOMR 2 KIT Poisson 77
2 (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 12 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the
CBCGR method (kK = 28): 2D-Poisson problem
(1,024 x 1,024).

. vector XXX P2P — Other
EE matvec @ GEMM 2223 Collective
2 I T T T \ T
15 o
'S
%
s 1r 7
E
'_

32 64 128 256 512 1024

Number of processes

M 183 CBCGR-MPK % (k = 21) OEFRHONR 2 KT
Poisson HF230 (1,024 x 1,024)
Fig. 13 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the
CBCGR-MPK method (k = 21): 2D-Poisson problem
(1,024 x 1,024).

B 13 (TR, CG HEx RTHZ L, EHROHME &b
IHERLBE OBEEA A TV 5. BEZTTRTAS LE
B OB & ) & — 4 — B2 EME DRI 0 F 273 LT
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102 I

L CG —_— ]
100 C-CG H
= .l CBCG(10) —— |
ERRUA CBCGR(10) —— |]
3 1041 :
2 6| |
'(_4—3, 10 [ 1
€ 108 - 1
10710 *
10.12 I 1 1 1 1 1 ]

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000

Number of iterations
14 CG i, C-CG %, CBCG i, CBCGR EOICRENE @ 3
JIL Poisson J7H#3 (240 x 240 x 240)
Fig. 14 Convergence history of the CG, C-CG, CBCG and
CBCGR methods: 3D-Poisson problem (240 x 240 x
240).

Wb ZEDG L., C-CGEIZEDIHEIZBNTHEH
HBEOHMASCCHELYLE VW L2y h b, CBCG
AT 0 & S IIATFIRE OB AR 2 H o Tw
5720, CGHELINDBVFERE L 722 LG 0 5. i
ok ke & b ICHEERB O A 2YER S, SHEE
ORI D CCEL Y PR VEER L 22572, CBCGR I}
WH DD v & X1d CBCG MO RTH 5. F
7z, SENLEE ORMIZ CBCG#E L) bR ViR E % -
7z. CBCGR-MPK i —xf—#E2K& A LT 5
25, MPK 12X 270t AMOEBEFEICL ) X7 MV
HORMAENL TW5.

5.3 3 &t Poisson AKX TOEERER

3 2RI Poisson FRA TOMRIZOVTHEREL, 1,440 7
v 2ADE ED 17Ut AdH720) OFEEH A XHT20x20% 24
EH A PN E VT2, CBCGR-MPK O k % 21 Ll EIC
THE2OBOTULAEHENTIEIRLTLED. £D72
W, REERTIE, k%1012 L TEREZIT-72. 1ZL0I23
RIC Poisson JiFEI CTOWNAINZE L 72 AR D Tk
~N%. B 14 12 CG#E C-CG #, CBCG ¥, CBCGR #:
DIRIERE 2R T. CGEDIHIZE L 72 FAERIE S 5,922
KA, C-CG #:1d 5,922 )18, CBCG 1% 593 K& (CG
25,930 SAEAY), CBCGR #:1% 593 K4E (CG ¥ 5,930
FAEMRY) CENRENIE L. 79 729RT By, &
OFFHE CIHERELZ 72, 1312E U RAERECTIOR
L7,

Rz, 180 7ut A5 1,440 7HEAFTHOA b O
VITAF—= 72k A CG L C-CG i, CBCG i,
CBCGR #, CBCGR-MPK {EDPURICE L /=K 2 [ 15
RS, CG I 720 70tk 2005 1,440 70 & A 2H 1
TEATREHAMER L TV A & 2572, C-CG #EIE 2K
JC Poisson FAEX & RO EIZ L ) E0IFIEIZ BT
DCGHELID LEVER LR -7, CBCG X 720 71

10
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16.0 I
CG -0~

s C-CG
8 80r CBCG(10) —e— |
0E> CBCGR(10) —m=—
= CBCGR-MPK(10)
g 40r .
(5}
(=2
!6 ~~~~~~~~~~
g 20Ff : -
Q
(&

1.0 | | | |

180 360 720 1440
Number of Processes

15 AMRYZA5—1)r7I2ks CAEE C-CG i, CBCA #
(k =10), CBCGR i (k = 10), CBCGR-MPK #: (k = 10)
OILHUZFE L 7215/ & 3 KIC Poisson JiF#3X (240 x 240 x 240)
Fig. 15 The convergence time of the CG, C-CG, CBCG (k =
10), CBCGR (k = 10), and CBCGR-MPK (k = 10)
methods. The strong scaling is evaluated: 3D-Poisson

problem (240 x 240 x 240).

. vector XXX P2P — Other
EEN matvec 3 GEMM 22220 Collective
10 T T T T
8 _
6 - _

Time[sec.]

180 360 720 1440

Number of processes

16 CG EDOFEATHRER QN ¢ 3 KIL Poisson K (240 x
240 x 240)
Fig. 16 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the CG
method: 3D-Poisson problem (240 x 240 x 240).

L ALIET CG L) b E# e 72 o 72, CBCGR #:13 180
THEATIECBCG LD bBVWHERE o728, 720 7
Ot ADBETIZ CBCG L) dmdie 2 a5 E o7z,
72, CBCGR-MPK 13 EOHHNEICBWTH —FiEW
fERE o7,

180 7Ot A5 1,440 7OELADA b1 ¥ 7 A —1)
YK B EMGEMONRE Fheh, CG #ExE 16,
C-CG ##K 17, CBCG #:%X 18, CBCGR #: %X 19,
CBCGR-MPK #:%K 20 I2/°F. C-CC#ERFRTAL L,
EDIFELIZ BT H EMBEE DR A CG L ) £ <,
2 KIC Poisson FHEZ & FFEOFE RIS S5 72, CBCG i
&, WHHEDD e FFEHESREEHEOTEY, &if
BRI HIM SN ARERE o7z, LA L, EHHE DR
ZCGELHET L, FEALFELTHLI LGNS,
CBCGR #:1& CBCG #:12bx, fTHIEHE ORE [ 255 2 C
WA E 7 572, CBCGR-MPK 1 —xf — 812 O Y
FHIR STV 545, MPK OEMEEICE ) SpMV & X
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. vector R P2P [ Other
EEEEN matvec 3 GEMM =3 Collective
10 \ \ \ \
8 | - —
6 | - —

Time[sec.]

180 360 720 1440

Number of processes

17 C-CG EOFEFTHEM DM & 3 KT Poisson 2L (240 x
240 x 240)
Fig. 17 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the C-CG
method: 3D-Poisson problem (240 x 240 x 240).

. vector KRR P2P — Other
EEN matvec 3 GEMM 22220 Collective

10 T T T T

Time[sec.]

180 360 720 1440

Number of processes

18 CBCG ik (k =10) OFATHRHOMNR : 3 KT Poisson %
3 (240 x 240 x 240)

Fig. 18 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the

CBCG method (k = 10): 3D-Poisson problem (240 x

240 x 240).
I vector R P2P [ Other
EEN matvec 3 GEMM 22223 Collective
10 \ \ \ \
8 _

Time[sec.]

180 360 720 1440

Number of processes

19 CBCGR % (k= 10) OFETRER DA © 3 KT Poisson 77
3l (240 x 240 x 240)
Fig. 19 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the
CBCGR method (kK = 10): 3D-Poisson problem
(240 x 240 x 240).

7 PVEEF EOEFBICBWTHHR TWh 0, 4ff
DOWFE & L TIEBWRERE o7z, 3RTOMEDED
A= VHIIE T O ADREFT B 3 RIS 4T
COWEL D0, kO SpMV THAET LA v —

11



EHMMBH L/ o1 —F1>F VX574 Vol9 No.3 1-13 (Aug. 2016)

. vector R P2P [ Other
NN matvec 3 GEMM == Collective

10 T T T

Time[sec.]

180 360 720 1440

Number of processes

20 CBCGR-MPK i (k = 10) OFEATREMOMNT 3 kT
Poisson /73 (240 x 240 x 240)
Fig. 20 The detailed breakdown of execution time of the
CBCGR-MPK method (k = 10): 3D-Poisson problem
(240 x 240 x 240).

Bl ok &b, MPK OHald, T HEZIEET S & X v
Y= URIE 26 L B 720 kD10 DEFEGD A v b —
VLD, ANOERTIE, SERMNISEEDNL O L EE
L) HHENEDLEEVRKEN 72720, BEHITKOT
ERHF Y HZIToNLWIERE - 7.

6. %

KECTIE, @EHIK CG #Th 5 CBCG I LT,
CG#ED 1 372 MPI_A11Reduce % 1 0]l2¢ 5 C-CG
FEOTA T4 T % HIZCBCGR #EERL, &5 I2—xf—if
E%HEIET %5 MPK % #H L 72 CBCGR-MPK #1122\ T
zheh, s LEERKICOWTORL, FX10 ETo
OpenMP/MPI ® Hybrid 41T 2 kIt & 3 KILD Poisson
HIERZ SR E Lo thpesr %47 - 7.

2 RIG Poisson AR TIE, WHIEI—EHA EIckh 5
&, CGHEEMBENR MV Ay 2 L), FATHE A
WIADITHL, CBCGHIF 1kl eoTnhld, —
FEDWHTIIL LT CG LD b EdfIc e 2R L o7,

¥ 72, CBCGR D0 EMME O NHIE CBCG D 1/2
RTH b0, HEFIEIC CBCG EL ) b EH L 7 bk
F L% o72. CBCGR-MPK 13 1 70t AdH 72 1) HoREF
THHIFA X2 R L, RFT L2700, 7oL ABOE
MIRHEIC X ) AR A KL CLE )25, —xt—i#Eo
R 2SRRI S 72720, EaEFIEIC CBCGR #: &
DY BRI BRERE o7 T2, SOEBRTHTLE
FX101Z 1/ — Fi21 72+ 2.5 EF A Hybrid 5] T%
TFLEBEICAT T TF—=2 1205510 %73 avid, Tofu
DN—=FT 2 7ICE BRI SN 720, C-CGEIX
A, CBCGHEIZBWTL—ED kU ETRIFUE
BEBROBEDSE SN BN &5 h o 7.

3 KJC Poisson HHE N Tld, —EDiEFI$LL T CBCGR
D EREE AR o7z, $72, CBCGR-MPK #:iZ
TR AMOEHEEIEICL D, BOERPEON o7

A
it
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LHBOBEEL LT, KL TRL7Z CBCGR #0H1E
RIS LT, 2 KJIC Poisson FHEI TN AEAL L 725
HWESFRIZOWTHETL2LENH L. 4NIFEEEL L3
IG Poisson FAEZ x5 MPK 3B ERIHORIHE X b
b 70 v A OB OB RO FEATIRE B~ D 5
BREL, 7O AMOBEEFE LT 2L E05H 5.
DS L T 5 — A5 O MPK IZBWT7Ht
AWM OB HE % % 9 Fk [20) R R H S @ Multicolor
ordering 12 & A AL v FHOEMHEH % % T F: 258
BB ISR T A2 2 & T, CBCGENCCGHELIN LS5
B2 B 2 LR CE B, ZOBMMEEHEICT A
72O\, Tt AMOEEFEZ Lo MPK Z#H L7z 1
T, IVWFEL < CBCG oM E2 £k LTl % &
DOFHMS 2 BN D 5.

FOMOAHOMEE LT, MERAEZ K& LG
R, WEEOBHEGIE, Bt 2 ME CRHe$ 2 L2\ D
L. F72, KL T FX10 ECOFFEBIOATH - 7272
O, MO ETOFED EETHSH. CBCG HEDEML
YRET S L, ALEOBH & 2 DY E OMERERFAG b ANTT
RKTHY, AHALIEE MPK OMAGHLEIIONWTH EER
METH 5.

HE EREOBIENSAERRIA Y MW ET
L7z, SCEHoE»ERELTT. AifEo—Ekid ISPS #
492 E 25330144, 15H02708 DB & %21 Tiibh /2.
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