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Evaluation of array configuration optimization for MHD simulation
under CPU power capping

KEIICHIRO FUKAZAWA™!

TAKESHI NANRI™

Abstract. Recently the power capacity became to restrict the design of supercomputer and data centers. In addition, the
requirement of degenerate operations to the centers is not unusual in the high electricity demand season like summer. The CPU
power capping is the one of most efficient way to reduce the power consumption. There are mainly two ways to cap the CPU power
consumption, limitation of CPU frequency and decrease of CPU core. However, it is not clear how those capping ways affect to
the optimization of computation performance. To understand the influence of capping, the evaluation of computation performance
with the array configuration optimization to the MHD (magnetohydrodynamic) simulation code has been conducted under the CPU
power capping. From the results, the behavior of optimization effect is changed due to the variation of Bandwidth per Flops (B/F)
value corresponding to the CPU power limitation. In this study the results of performance evaluation and the behavior of

optimization effect are discussed.

Keywords: Power consumption, Power capping, MHD simulation, Performance evaluation

1. [FCHIC

2020 4 11 A 1Z Top500 T 1 fZIZ 72 o 72 & i TIEAI 30MW
DENBELNTED, 2010 4F 1 ffDA—/R—a B a—
H (AN ) OHBEBE LT IS5 [HFI272>TWDH].
—FT, ARNarktr A —0DF ﬁ@gi%higiﬁof
BoP, £/, M LEOE ﬁ:XF%%zé& IR
DF LRI EE LIRS & _®i9&ﬁﬁ®t
BEH I AR 2%, RETHET, VAT L0DH
BENPBEKROEIR L 72> TVB[2, 3]. 2020 F~2021 4F
WZix= 7Y 7ay T ARA T UREEIND L ST
W 2AY,  GreenS00 (2020 4E 11 HBAE) 1 fLOBEABET
%%@%%%ﬁ“%ﬂmbf%7%H%mﬁ§®%%&ﬁ
D, =/ 7ay A ITZELRWVWE]. ZOEEOEIMEE
ThhiE, =7¥%7ay X2 a s EEKRT HITIE, 40~
SOMW OWEEEBNNBMEL 725, 50MW & R2NIEEH T A
b2, EERFZMNERAT 7R F—DE2 A MO

1 FHRRY: - FRERAT 4 T2 2 —
Academic Center for Computing and Media Studies, Kyoto University
2 JUNREE AR £ o & —

(©2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

05 EE72Y, ERANHLS 2D EREBINS.

IO XD RBEAMBEMIT 572012, CPU T TA#L
GPU B EDFHAFEHAT 78T L —Z LW ofon—RY
= 7RI TS, R Al HEHET7 77 L—XiF
BIEZOR@EDL &b b TR & ZRBAFE 23T 41T
BY, EHLIRTWAT Z7ET L—& i3\ BN
RLTWBM4] B, SAICBITA2EENEEZDLE,
— RU =7 BEROBIERTZT TR, BIIHIEENE % 5]
A3 22 L TCHREBENEZARTE 5. BEICHEHINT
W5 CPU TH D A64FX Thiuk, BHEHIET ST —
J TR A TR, InbET Y r—va VIEH
T5IETHENRIFFCEB[5]. F£/z, Va7 OHEE
HEFHTDHZET, BHRIT7 7V T 4 ZRANTER L
BEIMbE FZRT 2EAFIELRESNTIH Y [6], CPU D
WEE O OXIC L DBIMEEZBE LEABIAI YV a—

VY 7T REBREINTND]T, 8).

Research Institute for Information Technology, Kyushu University



TEH AL S
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

—HTCARavENMATL27 7Y r—vary b7
I, FHEMRARAMELESHEEZKR X2 2 EBEHNT
DT, HENITHLTHEHLABEY 2. 2079
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# 1 ITOV TV AT LA DK
Table 1 Subsystem A of ITO.
H#H Fujitsu PRIMERGY CX2550/CX2560 M4
Intel Xeon Gold 6154
(Skylake-SP)x2 /node
a7# 18 cores /CPU
JEEE 3.0 GHz (Turbo 3.7 GHz)
HEATERE 3,5 TFlops /node (DP)
*¥E!) DDR4 192 GB /node
Bandwidth 255. 9 GB/s /node
B/F 0.074
#/—F% 2,000 nodes
HBIEERERE 6.91 PFlops
/—BER### InfiniBand EDR 4x (100Gbps)

CPU

HE/—

HD. FHZER, R 2 OB ST RERICTI W TR
O KR EMEEN D 7T A~ DRANFEEKEHLTEY,
KGRERIZZDT T XARRHLTWD. 20X 57
T A< DIRD TN EFLRT 2 R E LT Viasov-Maxwell
FRANH 5. ik, HEE % Boltzmann 2 & Maxwell
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DXE LS.
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% m | TEEERT.

L2 L7235, Viasov FRERIZZ < OG22 5 3E
MEHEATHY, HREE AT L2EHAWTHMS Z LR
FEFIZHE L. £ 2T, Vlasov TREXDOE—X 2 & b
% Z L TROOLNDEMIM ST (MHD) FEXR, 7
0—/NVIRT T A G5 LI s Tw
5. MHD F#:UILLTDO L H 127 5.
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ke, #igoX, #HEEHAHREX, EHELORX (=31
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X, BHGEBE LB IR LS. FELNE
RIS E e 2 RS iz v[12].
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Frog (MLF) I.[13, 14]& WO HHEEEZFEHRT 5. Ziudk
WD 1 [Al% two step Lax-Wendroff {5 TR X, < (I — 1)
[A]% Leap Frog {5 Cif &, TO—@#OFHix A0 k3. |/
DIEIFHEMEIZ L E DR TREVINRLE LWVOT, K
FIETERAT 2 2 WO O ZEMI 2250 TIE, BB O
MIEEE & P T 2L —a b [=8 ITBATY
%.

4. HEENMEREME

AR & 512 Skylake X > Xeon Tik RAPL 23 FIH T
X D720, AR TIXZ RAPL 2575 RIC &9 &l
E X v BV AW T ITO OEREZIT- 7=,
RAPL FIJHEFICIZ CPU DNN— R =27 LY A X 2B W, &
HFT2MERH DD, TUNKAERSEI RS Z —
OB EVENSLD LV AZEROFH Z LN TE T,

ARFFETIL CPU VE % T 7l FR O #-F I RE fcii (b F ik~
DOYBETRDLI=20OIL, ZTVETMHD Y alb—v 3y
a— ROEANRRE#ELE L THO TV S ESIEERE
WCHEHES5.MHD ¥ =2 L—3 3 T, 220 3 ot (x,
¥, z) & MHD % (m=8) %% & iz 4 kochied| % 75
WAL TWD., BE Iy, z,m)E VD SoA TEX & W T
W52, AoS TER(m, x, v, 2) & W5 & MEREA W =92 CPU
HHDH., THNHIERT MVIENT I F v v v a FaEbENg o
WKBIT D ENTELN, BFRIFIINOEZWMLIE DG
BICHEMREN LN 205, (xvy,m2)k my,z) &
WIHBFIREE BRI LTS, £ZTHEIZING 4 5D
By RSB b Ic %t LT, CPU HEENFIRNED L 5 72
B2 D0RET D, HEBAHRFELE LTI,
RAPL (2L % CPU WHEEIHIR & FIH CPU = 7 & kI
LD HBEENGIREZZ 5.

4.1 RAPL [Z2&k % CPUHEBOHRT CORELIFE

CPU 7% % 1R TiX RAPL T PKG (CPU) F|Jf Al AEE
F1% 60W~160W OFiPH & LT, 4 D DOEHIREE (%, y, 2, m),
o, y,m,z), (x,my,z), (mx,y,2)IZHBF5H5MHD I =L —
Va rOWmRENE L (CEOBSIRKEEY ZEh,
Xyzm, xymz, xmyz, mxyz &3 %). ZALE TOIHEEIH
FEIZED, ITO-AIZBWTCMHD Y =2lb—vagra—R
TIX 150W FREED PKG HEBEE TR D Z L0350 Tn
572, FERHIHEBEIFIRSEE D 160W LL T ORIE
ZATo Tz, FATIERIC OFAKIRICL Y, 1 7wtk 2/1 )
— K& L, 8 (2X2X2 D3 RITMEBENE) T at R X36 2
Ly FOWH|FEITE LTWD.

4.1.1 BL 5 & xyzm DBIEFHER

# 212 xyzm OMRHEMRERT. 22 TlE, HEE
FHIBRE (Capping), # € VU /N1 Kig/CPU i#HEAEMERE (B/F)
i, #HEEHE (E-time), CPU (PKG) #4%#:%E /5, DRAM {H
#E S & CPU JEE S (FREQ) ZMIEL CTW5. JIEX 10
BTV, ZOVEEZREMBE LTWD (BEOHEIE B F
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# 2 CPUMHEBIHIBRTIZEIT D xyzm OREFE R
Table 2 Results of xyzm under CPU power capping.

Capping B/F E-time PKG DRAM FREQ
[WI [s] W] W] [GHy]
60 0.155 32.74 59.79 35.69 1.77
70 0.126 29.65 69.79 35.93 2.18
80 0.110 29.44 79.76 36.10 2.50
90 0.098 27.18 89.66 36.28 2.81
100 0.091 30.89 99.59 36.11 3.01
110 0.085 29.51 109.67 36.21 3.21
120 0.082 29.16 119.61 36.11 3.33
130 0.079 28.37 129.57 36.23 3.47
140 0.075 28.78 139.49 36.22 3.63
150 0.074 28.25 148.51 36.26 3.69
160 0.074 27.44 150.83 36.27 3.71
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100%

80%

60% ~<-DRAM -O-E-time
“>¢FREQ -4-LLC_REF.
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1 CPU {HEENHIBRIC X D xyzm ORIERE REL=R

Figure 1 Variation of xyzm results under CPU power capping.
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FTEE TN ->TELY, 160~110W * Ti% 0.1GHZ/10W,
110~90W % Tix 0.2GHZ/10W OFEIA TH A L T35, 90
~70W TIE# 0.3GHz, 70~60W Tl 0.5GHz O/ & 72>
THEY, BB TRIMEEEIFIREICR L T—HE
BT, E£i2, RO XD ICHBEBRIRBROGS
WK FEPREL D,
FRFEMII—EDOE(LTIE AL, ES20Thy, H#
LTCWARIEEETRRAZ ARV, 120W HRHZ0 006
Brr LB e 5T D, 90W HIBR CHEF MR ASHIBRE L &
RS2 52, BHREZRBEITS o TWO2RW. EHEloH
FICBW TR R L 2o TWEZ e, HEEL
FHRMERED A A — R ARy Mk Lvaw. —RAICEA
RENIEEE B DO AR B E 5 2R T Win), HEES
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# 3 CPUMHEENFIBRTICRIT D xymz ORIER R
Table 3 Results of xymz under CPU power capping.
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# 4 CPUMHEBNHIRTICBIT 5 xmyz OWERF
Table 4 Results of xmyz under CPU power capping.

Capping B/F E-time PKG DRAM FREQ Capping BIF E-time PKG DRAM FREQ
(W] [s] (W] Wl [GHz] [WI [s] [WI (W] [GHy]
60 0.164 32.44 59.83 34.48 1.67 60 0.169 31.51 59.81 34.07 1.62
70 0.132 31.28 69.80 34.57 2.07 70 0.133 30.39 69.77 34.17 2.06
80 0.114 30.32 79.76 34.71 2.40 80 0.115 27.28 79.76 34.28 2.39
90 0.101 28.51 89.71 34.94 2.72 90 0.100 28.63 89.71 34.23 2.73
100 0.093 28.06 99.67 34.79 2.94 100 0.093 29.64 99.68 34.07 2.93
110 0.087 28.32 109.59 34.76 3.15 110 0.087 28.32 109.63 34.10 3.16
120 0.082 29.82 119.60 34.76 3.36 120 0.082 28.46 119.60 34.10 3.34
130 0.079 28.23 129.56 34.76 3.46 130 0.080 28.63 129.54 34.04 3.44
140 0.077 26.77 139.53 34.86 3.57 140 0.077 27.01 139.44 34.19 3.58
150 0.074 29.30 148.98 34.61 3.69 150 0.075 28.44 148.07 34.07 3.66
160 0.075 26.93 151.64 35.00 3.68 160 0.075 27.32 149.48 34.52 3.64
140% 140%
120% 120%

100%

80%

~<-DRAM -O-E-time
>¢FREQ - LLC_REF.
LLC_MISS PKG

60%

40%

20%
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2 CPU HEEIHIMRIZ L 5 xymz OWPERERE R

Figure 2 Variation of xymz results under CPU power capping.

FIRARE R DIZ2ONT, FHEEMIZIES 20030,
ARIOWET, THIFEELS R TWRWERRIL, B/F fE
DEHEHBEBENDHREICES DI ENELZLND. 160W
il BRIFE & 60W il BRIF Tl B/F [EAMERRE R0, Bk o
RTIC K HMERAI D EMRHE L TS ATRERH 5.
4.1.2 EHIHEE xymz DBIEFER

WIZ xymz DRERR AR 3 LK 21ZRT. xyzm L [F T
£ 912 CPU BIIE, BB IBIBRA K E < 72 D224 T

DU, B BIEL o TW%. DRAM JH#EE /113250 2
<, LLC K, I 2T FLEDL L Tn5D. ZO/

FIOHETH, BEIXHEEE NI LR TET, 160~120W
Tl 0.1GHZ/10W, 120~90W % TlE 0.2GHZz/10W D E|IA T
B LTnDd. 90~70W TIEA 03GHz, 70~60W Tl
0.4GHz O & 70> TE Y, EEBOK T RITEEEIIH
FREIZXS L C—HEOELTIEAR . xyzm (T H~ TR
RELEHEDD W EHD 10W &<, RCHBEBIHIRT
T xymz OFEEED 0.1GHZ RVIREECEEL T\ 5. &t
BRERIE, xyzm FRICHRNTZ 90W ORI, HEE
FIHIPRIZIG U TS 72> TV 5.
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Figure 3  Variation of xmyz results under CPU power capping.

4.1.3 BL5HE & xmyz DAIERER
THIE T ERBRIZ xmyz OfERZ K 4 L X 312”77, CPU
DEI)E A EHEL, OB DA & R CHmI >

TWa. FELSADE, AL, 160~120W TlX
0.1GHZ/10W, 120~90W % TI% 0.2GHz/10W DE|4& T

LTW5. 90~70W 2BV THK 0.35GHz, 70~60W TiE
0.45GHz DWW FH L7825 TH Y, xyzm X° xymz & L~ 60W
I FREF O BB ME L 72 o TV D, FHERFRFIE xyzm [FIER
WIEB2&ERH Y, ZIUIEETHRZZRVD, 130W i
BRINHIELS o TND T ENDND. 80W BRI FHE RS
RI2SHIFREE U & 6 CRREEIZ 22 0, xyzm & [RIERICRF RS & 72
STWDFRERMENRH 5. xyzm X° xymz (2L, 60W il BRIKE
DOEWEIIEL 72> TWD A, FHERFE ORI xyzm
L xymz L VKL o TS (HEEEDIRTERMME).
4.1.4 BLHHEE mxyz DBAIERER

mxyz OPEFEREFRK S LK 41277, DRAM HEE T
2 b, LLC 2%, I 2AHEm D LT 5.
CPU OHEE ) MO FEFIREE & TR e > TH D,
HEBDHIRIT 140W DRV RS, ORI, HE
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#* 5 CPUHEEIHIRTIZIH T 5 mxyz DRERER
Table 5 Results of mxyz under CPU power capping.

100% |

Capping B/F E-time PKG DRAM FREQ
W] [s] W] W]l [GHz]
60 0.147 26.18 59.83 34.58 1.87
70 0.123 27.14 69.79 34.66 2.23
80 0.106 27.54 79.77 34.19 2.58
90 0.095 25.21 89.74 34.28 2.88
100 0.088 25.35 99.69 34.37 3.12
110 0.083 27.17 109.64 34.29 3.31
120 0.083 27.73 119.51 34.58 3.31
130 0.077 23.52 129.41 34.50 3.55
140 0.075 25.62 138.63 34.54 3.66
150 0.075 26.43 143.33 34.56 3.64
160 0.075 24.94 142.39 34.68 3.64

100% [

140%

120%

100%

80% [

60% |- ©-DRAM  -O-E-time
FREQ  A-LLC_REF.
40% LLC_MISS - PKG
20% : : :
60 80 100 120 140 160

4 CPU HEENHIRIC X D mxyz ORIERRER

Figure 4 Variation of mxyz results under CPU power capping.

E@ﬁfﬁuﬁﬁ WZHEWE LT JBEEIE, Mol ditEis o
GERBVBLIZIESSE R H D, 120W HIBREEO

@mQLﬁT%ém,nmvﬁ@i@i@@%ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ
RIZ 0.1GHZ/10W OZ{b LB X b b, 110~100W I
0.2GHz/10W T4 L, 100~90W TiZ 0.25GHz R, 90~
80W T 0.3GHz, 80~60W T 0.35GHz Db & 72> T
W5, EEEOK T RIIMOBE LY SIERVERE 2T
BY, 60W I FREED JE 5N 1.87GHz & —F R &< 72> T
W5,

PRI, ZRETERBRICIEGSEBRZDRR L
o THEY, 120W HIREOIHEEIHIROLEN KNG
B 5. 130, 100, 90W TR HE E ) HIFRME L >3
GLREEL R, xyzm R° xmyz THR.ONDREER N & /8-
TW5b. Jtx O CPUHEB IR0, [F CIEEE
PRI O BLFIREE L 0 & B HUR T A3 722 <, FHRRERH]
DRFLRBENMEIC/> TN D,
4.15 BB ER T D LLEER

4 D ORLHIHEE D EFEIHIFREE L (no Capping) & 60W
THEE HHIFE (Maximum Capping) (23517 %5 CPU H&E /)
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Figure 5 Comparison of array configuration optimization results

with/without CPU power capping.

L DRAM VHEE ), FHEREMZ R 51277, xyzm % 100%
ELTERDOZENEREIGEZ TR LTS, Ty v BN E
WA TIE, CPU EEE L mxyz 3 bK<, KIT xmyz
L7220, xymz 1 xyzm KV LEWRERERSTND.
DRAM HEE I xyzm 72T BB S ICE <, K HIRWAL
B IL xmyz & 725 TV 5. FHERERH Tl mxyz 23O B
FIREE L VL NITEL oo TV D GHEMENR V).
xymz & xmyz [Z[FIFRE OF B & 72V xyzm L VK< 72
S>TW5.

60W 112 IR D4 Tk, RAPL IZ X% PKG 4%}

%@h;@cmjﬁ%% TR TORFINEE THL

<7g>TW5. DRAM OB MEINIE, WL EIHIRR
MNGE EIEE A LRI LER, mxyz T xyzm & 78
HEREENVRKREL 2o TWD, FHREIEMIIRE (R H
Y, xyzm (2T mxyz OF-REFRENIEEE D HIRE L X
D SIHIELS 2> TV D, xymz & xmyz (IH 2 E 77| R 4
L CIERFRE OFE R 72 - 7203, xmyz O FHE R 0 J5 3
BWRER LR oTz.

mxyz [ ZVHE BRSNS, CPU MEE D K
HIRS, £ 05 A8 ER R FE S H REHT G R RIS IR VK
LT, mxyz OFFAEFFASHEIIIKRLS 2o & B2 B
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5. BEFNEZDDN xmyz bREEETHD. 20O Lnb,
it & LT mxyz Z238ATEIE, HEABAHIRRICH
L DFEFIFEIE I AR THRER L 2D Z e 0nd. —F
T, HEEFIRSEN & X FRREOFREMERE o 72
xymz & xmyz (%, HEEIHIRIZ L HERICEVWRH S 7
W, HEBAHIEA EL CRELLOBREEZDNEE
EWVWH ZLEERIELTND.

42 FMACPU O7HEERIZE T HRE LR

CPU {HEE TR CPU a7 & H 4 2 & THEIR
T& 5. £Z°C, CPUBEERBIHIR TSI T D BELHIMEE R
BLORER L R TE D X 912, FIH CPU 2 7 B LIFIC
B A ER BN ED L I ITIRLEE D OB,
AFFETHA L TWDBEETIX, a7 EOBENBIETE
RN ER, CPUITDCAT— FEEETERND,
FIA = 7 £ B CPU Y& OB Z JIE T & 722
ST, FD®, EARMIZIE, CPUBEE Iy vy LS
e & BRI AP RIERE O (L 2D & 1R EIA9IZ CPU TH
EENIFIH =2 7 FARRRER =2 T H)OEIE TE{L
THEEZTEL. £/, RAPLIC L % CPU {HE & HHIBR
Rl Z8{k LTz CPU BB ki, BamPERE 2 b & Bk
T B8, 2 2 TIEAA a2 7§ OB RE A T 5.
BAVERERE FATICH W T, BIEDOBIFR | FlatMPT %2 A\
TIHATLTEY, CPU HETE IR & H AR IS E A
»7%. FE{TIL strong scaling TH Y, FIH =z 7HIZ L - TE
B A XTZED 520 (300X300X400 O—5E).

7 6 IT xyzm, xymz, xmyz, mxyz OELFIHEIEIZIVT,
FIfH =7 %% 36 =27 (2CPU) 7206 2 a7 £ TELI®T
LA OFENRM, HEiRMEE, BF 21T, 72, EHH= 7
WZBWT, xyzm OFFFEZ 100% & L7254 OB S
MCOMRBIEAZR 6 73 . FHERMIL 36 =27 Tl
mxyz 235 b BV, FIH 2 7 D 5 IS xyzm OPERED
B 2o T ZENSMD. 12 a7 FIHARIZZR S O
HEILIHE 95 . xymz & xmyz OMERRE(LITEN G L B Y,
36 2 7RI ARFIC 2 FBICED > 72 xmyz 13 2 2 7 HARET
H 2 FHIZEW. xymz 13 36 = 7 HIHEREOMEREN ik ©
ST, 2 aTRFTH mxyz OWRITHERENEL o TN 5.
I B OEIE BF HOBED mxyz DAMIIERKE < 2hn
TWDN, mxyz 15F v v ¥ 2 FI RN RO BB ED 7=
», TOREEZHEVZIT TV NI ENBILLND. D
FVa— ROETRIZBIT D (ERICAEY T 7 ®RELT
IDONF Yy ahkBRTELIONEEE L) O BFE
7% xyzm > mxyz & V9 T2 OIS Z D FTREME AN E .

Wiz, BamtERe (Rpeak) DAL & FHHRE Ot & LT
EZz2 b 5RHEMERE Rmax) OZ L% H~D (FFHRIC &
2R B3R & [F U ELR) . 71236 = T RIHKEE 100%
& LR EIERE D2 b 2. 18 a T HIAEE, T
BB IAE 2 d W CEERRIEBE & RIRRIC S0%TREE DPEREIZ 72 D
25, 16 2 7 F BT ERRRIEREIC X THEREN T HIZ E R T
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Table 6 Calculation time with decreasing CPU core usage.

Cores [g%’ﬁf;’l:] B/F Ftime s

Xvzm Xxvimz Xmvz mxvz

2 192 0.666 106.31 124.39 116.71 139.78

4 384 0.333 5841 67.81 61.69 74.72
768 0.167 3846 39.09 35.07 41.10

12 1152 0.111 29.64 3295 2997 31.36
16 1536 0.083 27.36 27.88 25.88 26.02
18 1728  0.074 26.35 26.54 2533 25.11
36 3456 0.074 13.29 13.61 12.80 12.74

140%
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80% |
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36-core 18-core 16-core 12-core 8-core 4-core 2-core

6 FIMH = 7 EHIIH 35 1T 5 FHRRER 0 22 (b R ik

Figure 6 Comparison of calculation time with decreasing CPU

core usage.
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Figure 7 Performance variation of array configuration

decreasing CPU core usage.

L2 ERgan. 12 a7 FIHERE, xyzm DSMTEGR
PERE £ U MERBZL=ITE WY, T E TE D MR E R
MDREL 8D, 8 a7 LIETIE, mxyz DHERENKE TR
ST ZENZMND. xyzm LT B L, mxyz D27
BT DMEREDIR T REMPRKRENZ ENRL 530
5.

HETORERATIE, FIH =7 &KHIEIE, CPU %
BB E 0 ERMERE RE AT D720, BHEIE
DRV, EITRERIERICEN D, 2720, 2 a7 RED



TS A 2 e
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

FIA = 7HEHNE CTHIVUE, FRMERAITITE A ERNT
W2, FHREMRERZ & HRIEHER Lo A BRI
FRATE L AREME DN B 5. F 7=, R = 7 32 ££ 0 B/F
EHEAT D720, FoEfiddEE? 36 = 7RI AR E 12 =
THARLL T CIIEMIC D LW HFERIC R~ 72, HEE
NHIRIFIZI T 2 BF 2L b FDTEZ D &, 10%EE
® B/F AL THIVFTR R IERRICEEIT D 720, 2 54
£3 2% &5 R TIE, REEFELEZDLERDH D &
Eibnb.

5. £&6

ARFZETIE, TUNKRFORA— —a L B a—F AT A
ITO IZBWT MHD I a2l —yara—RafIHLT,
CPU & E/HIIR T TORSINEGERKEL DR R &R~
MHD v =b—3y a3 iiBWnT, X7 ppexy v
2R & o TR E AERRIC R E BB LTV D
728, 4 >OEFIEE X, y, z,m), (x,y,m,z), (x,my,z), (m,
xy,2)EMAL, 2 DOWMBEEIHNE Tk E VT BE O fil
{5 %278 ~7=. RAPL |2 X % CPU & ENHIROLHA T
3, ERHIREREIC L > T CPU A O & B AHIRIC X 51K
TOEDZBEBNGEVBR LN, FREREOE(LICEEL S
ZTCWie. F7z, HERMAEEL Y b REE(LT D2
ENR L, WEEBEIHIRIZ L AEHEDOIK % B/F EO
LR THLIRERB LTI AN S S, HEEIH
FRAS NG EIC VT CPU BB 7 W EL I 5 A3
CPU W# & IR T, &V EEMREL H 2 & 23500
7.

FIH = 7HHEIC X DI EBAEIRE S 2 256, FIA
AT OB LY, BEEREIEENEDLD Z LRy no
ZOEE BRI 7 KEIBIC L, BF EAEET D
7o, SR OMEE N E L, KEbicE B E 52 T\ 5.
7L, FIAa 7 HEIBIIEEE N2 K& HTE 2 &
PREICHAMEREZ KE B SH 220, BEXLETH D.
AEIOFERTHIE, 18 aTHIAND 16 = 7 FRHITHIK
TOHRE THIUL, KERFHEMERAN Lic, WEET
EHOTDICHIT D2 ENAHETH D.

CPU W& EHHIMR & FIH = 7 5 <, sHEMERZE L
WCEWR DT, HEBNZ LT HRERE LT
B, CPUHEE NIHIRE Lz 3R E N D e
W, 7L, MHD ¥ 2 L—3Y g a— R & 5 RHikn
& BF lAE-ST 7V 7 —3 a 12iE, BF AR
T BED, 77V r—va v OERE > E<BELT
BBy b= ETH5ZENREELL.

hl,

BEE AR, JUNKREEEEIERATER S 2 —

i 2/3 FEPESRIRIFHRBH AL Y = 7 FOIRIT K .
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