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FIFUE L, ZOMERERHIIIC DWW CHE T 5. z-means #51%, k-means 5% A XIEHREMEIHE > TR
BRREEHRR Y KT Z & T, 7 I7RAZY U ITRBOT — 5t/b’ﬂbfﬁﬂ&7725ﬁ%%mﬁé7w
TYRXLTHD. FD®, k-means HEEBEHIAFRTISLERLH Y — &%y OV A XRWIEE, X
WE TOHERITE U TEITRM AT 5. £2C, AT i z-means ExENA 7V v RIHHEL,

OpenMP 7 1 L7 7 ¢ 7 OFAERT, WiEHN, /— &, 7evx, ALy FEEE(LIE-ROE
TR SN RIC OV CEHIE 21T~ 7. TOFER, 1/ —F, 17 0ER, 8ALy RONAT I v
REIFIZR LT, 128 /— R, 1 /—Fb7-h 24 7t X, 2 ALy RONA 7Y v REFIZHN 170 585
HWTHoTz., £z, 32 /—RFUTOLEEIE=27 MPLITHAEETHY, 64 /— KL ETIEINATY »
K MPI-OpenMP TR @EBMIZ/A D Z & A A L.

Performance Evaluation of the xz-means Clustering
with Hybrid MPI-OpenMP Parallelization

Abstract: In this paper, we propose a hybrid parallelization of the xz-means, one of the clustering meth-
ods, using MPI and OpenMP. In addition, its performance evaluation is reported. xz-means clustering is an
algorithm that estimates the appropriate number of clusters for a dataset to be clustered by repeating the
k-means clustering a suitable number of times according to Bayesian information criterion. Therefore, we
evaluated the execution time and parallelization efficiency by changing the insertion point of OpenMP direc-
tives, communication method, number of nodes, number of processes, and number of threads, using a hybrid
parallelization of the z-means clustering. As a result, the hybrid execution with 128 nodes, 24 processes
and 2 threads per node was about 170 times faster than the hybrid execution with 1 node, 1 process and 48
threads per node. We also confirmed that pure MPI execution is faster when the number of nodes is 32 or
less, and hybrid MPI-OpenMP execution is faster when the number of nodes is 64 or more.
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(iii) 2 (1) TEFET D L H1Z, BLEET—F OHEEGF
BL, zokfz J 75,

N k
T=> " — il 1)
i=1 j=1
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3.1 MIEDBE

z-means BB W THEO KRS E HEHDIDIL, &7 5
AZDELEEDT TAZIZHD S ToNT —% LD
R B Th D, K7 atRTTF—F 2500 U
52 ET, ZOEBEEIEE S E MPLIC X o ClFHET 5
ZENTED. r ZHOS o AREFST — % KB DIHH
head & KB tail 13T Eh, &5 —%%% N, 7ut=A
¥% P,

3.

n = |N/P] (10)

t=N—-(n+1)P (11)
LT, r<tDEE

head = nr (12)

tail = n(r+1)—1 (13)
r>tpkx

head = nt+ (n+ 1)(r — t) (14)

tail = nt+(n+1)(r—t+1)—1 (15)

LT 5. F-, BEEEHFEIY L OpenMP 2FHLCTA L
RIFFUL L FRETH D. 570 A THAE LIZBELE~v—
UL, utRAEEROBEBLEHET LD, TrERHE
T TARCET HT — 2 EBLEEET DLERD
5. F£77, k-means {EIZ L > THLNZ7 7 A XD BIC %
FHET D 72 DI KB W S AT & xR RS D F
B MPLIZ L > THiFHEd 5 Z E N TE 5. r-means &
DWHE DO E AR 11277

3.2 MPIxE#

W z-means (21T B ELO~—T & 5B 8ITH
DFFOBMEINRFEEFHNT 5. BLOY—VEF, £
FAZDELLZDY T ALEN L THNETF— 2 5%
Fut AT L, SEROELFHETS. 2T, 7
o ZRBEIZR 2 1I0RTEOICEEN 1 O mE A
BIRICE S8 0 07 mt ATk 2B KIBE AR L, &
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1 2x-means OIAFFIL O

DEBRFI L. BELO~—YVo#Ha— RER 3 IZRT.
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S BT 27 — 2 WHITHET 5. S HIT, K
LEBBOFHAOE 5 1R & HICEEL, 7—2 5k
T5.

BEREBEHTR

u: IS RAYDED
n:ISRYICBIBT—IH

Ho, Mo Ho, Mg Ho, 1o Ho, 1o
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TS0 um/
DO ZHRBES

2 WLOY—VOMER

(void Centroid: :MergeSum(int recv_num, vector<double>
recv_mu){
for(int i=0; i<dim; i++){
mul[i] += recv_mu;
}
num += recv_num;

}

void Centroid::MergeDiv(){
for(int i=0; i<dim; i++){
mul[i] /= (double)num;
}
}

-

3 BHLOY—YOREHa— . IBEINZ TAZORELET —
28R L (MergeSum()), T X THOTmEARE SN,
BROELE KD (MergeDiv()), BT B R AT r— RF ¥
ARTS.

3.3 OpenMP %

OpenMP OF 4 V7T 4 THEATHI LT, %7 T A
ZOELEEKET =X R EOHRBGEIE AT LA AL Y N
WEHEd 5. T4 L7 T 4 7 OFALFTER 6 12T X 9
WCHBER BN &, B TS X ) ISR R AL — T D
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vector<vector<double>> Cluster::cov(int rank, int size)

{

vector<vector<double>> cov_(dim, vector<double>(dim,
0.0));

for(int i=0; i<dim; i++){
for(int j=0; j<dim; j++){
for(int k=0; k<Dataset.size(); k++){
cov_[i] [j] += (Dataset[k][i] - centroid[i]) * (
Dataset[k] [j] - centroid[jl);
}
}
}

/* Communication */

return cov_;

}

.

4 SESESHATHE RO T — 2 AHk. TATH D for L—7 R

WIS s,

double Cluster::multivariate_normal_logpdf (vector<

vector<double>> cov_){

double 11 = 0.0;

vector<double> flattened = flatten(cov_);

double det_cov = 0.0;

double *inv_cov = flattened.data();

lu_inv_det (&det_cov, inv_cov, 0);

int k = centroid.size();

vector<double> mean = centroid;

vector<double> tmpmean;

tmpmean.resize(mean.size());

copy (mean.begin(), mean.end(), tmpmean.begin());

double *mean_ = tmpmean.data();

for(int i=0; i<Dataset.size(); i++){
vector<dtype> x = Dataset[i].read();
vector<double> tmpx;
tmpx.resize(x.size());
copy(x.begin(), x.end(), tmpx.begin());
double *x_ = tmpx.data();
double y[dim];
cblas_daxpy(k, -1.0, mean_, 1, x_, 1);
cblas_dgemv(CblasRowMajor, CblasNoTrans, dim,

dim, 1, inv_cov, dim, x_, 1, 0.0, y, 1);
double tmp = cblas_ddot(k, x_, 1, y, 1);
11 += log(1l / (sqrt(pow(2#M_PI, k) * det_cov))
* exp(-0.5 * tmp));
}
return 11;

}

double Cluster::log_likelihood(int rank, int size){
double gll = 0.0;
vector<vector<double>> gcov = cov(rank, size);
double 11 = multivariate_normal_logpdf (gcov);
MPI_Allreduce (%11, &gll, 1, MPI_DOUBLE, MPI_SUM,

MPI_COMM_WORLD) ;

return gll;

}

double Cluster::bic(int rank, int size){
int gnum = 0;
MPI_Allreduce(&num, &gnum, 1, MPI_INT, MPI_SUM,
MPI_COMM_WORLD) ;
double bic_ = -2 * log_likelihood(rank, size) + df(
dim) * log(gnum);
return bic_;

}

=

5 BIC # % » MPI £%. 13 {TH® for V— T NTF — 4
Wrb&ah s, 7aukv 22K 0 BIC 23HE 4T 572012
MPI_Allreduce() THfIZ#HHT S
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SMEID 28 Y ZRRETT 5.

template<typename T, typename U>
double Distance(const vector<T> &data, const vector<U>
&centroid){
vector<double> diffs(data.size());
#pragma omp parallel for
for(int i=0; i<data.size(); i++){
diffs[i] = (datali] - centroid[i])*(data[i] -
centroid[il);
}
return accumulate(diffs.begin(), diffs.end(), 0.0);
}

-

B 6 RHEERFREIENICIIT D OpenMP 7 1 L2 7 ¢ 7 DA

while(iter < maxiter){
VAV
#pragma omp parallel for
for(int i=0; i<ndata; i++){
for(int j=0; j<ncluster; j++){
dist[i] [j] = Distance(Dataset[i], Centroidset[j
D
}
}
/% ...
}

*/

-

X 7 BEEEERL—74MID OpenMP 5 4 L7 5 1 7 DFFA

Ve B B
4.1 [EERE

ST 5 & LT, Python A4 — 7 v — 2k
M4 77V Th D scikit-learn 0.24.2 [7] IZHEN D
sklearn.datasets.make_blobs #F|H LT, 7 7 XA ¥ ¥ 7,
7 — % %¥1,000,000 D 2 W7 — v FEAFR LT

4.

4.2 FHERIE
FEiEREE E LT, AEBRRKFEOA—IN—a B a—H
[RE] Typel Y7 VAT AEFA Lz, fHEBOMENKE
£ 11K
£ 1 FHEER

N RT = TR

CPU AB4FX (Armv8.2-A + SVE)

a7/ — R | A8 aT 42 TV AE L haT

)R R 2.2GHz

fEksE 3.3792 TFLOPS

AR |
" : HREIE 6.7584 TFLOPS

V7 b TR
BASERBE
= A

C++
mpiFCCpx -Kfast, -Kopenmp, -SSL2
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4.3 #H
4.3.1 MEEEHEIL—TORAIZ OpenMP T4 LY T4«
TH#BALIZEEDHER

RS E DL — 7 OWNMNZ OpenMP 5 4 L7 7 4 7 %
AL, 7ut2E@EICBERERE TR E2HEA L5
z-means O EZITHRER] & WIHLIR 2K 8 IZ/RT. 2T,
WHLIRIZ L /—F 1 7akx48 ALy RIEFITHT
DN EEE T AHTHoETH S, HEITIC
WA LD, 1 /—F1 78248 ALy RTHE
1T L72HET 6070.96 #0703 0v o 7. Hlldd / — R 48 71
TATE 27 MPLE/TLZL & T, 9.68 0 ho7z. 4%
J — FEmOREROWIIETHEELZR 2 1017

R 2 /— MEEOREETIVE L FATIN

U RH | EATIE (p: 7R X, & AL F) | = ]
1 48p t'= 7 MPI 17.39
2 48p £ 27 MPI 11.25
4 48p £ 27 MPI 9.68
8 48p £ 27 MPI 13.07
16 16p3t A 7' U » K MPI-OpenMP 14.64
32 12pdt /~1 7 U » K MPI-OpenMP 13.30
64 8p6t /1 7Y » K MPI-OpenMP 13.61

128 6p8t /> 7 U v F MPI-OpenMP 13.54
256 3p16t /~A 7Y » K MPI-OpenMP 14.69
512 2p24t /~A 7Y » K MPI-OpenMP 16.19

4.3.2 EEEFHEIL—TONEIZ OpenMP T4 LY T4
TEFALIZEEOHR

FEEEH H O — T DOIMANZ OpenMP 5 4 V7 T 4 7 %
AL, et 2@ EICERIOEE AL ERM Lzl
z-means D FATHEM & WHHLIR AR 9 (TRT. &b IFAT
W ZZE L7720, 1 /— K1 7rERA48 AL vy KT
FAT LTI T 998.25 oo e, I D FEATIX OpenMP
FULIT 4 T EREHEL—TORNANCHEA LT L & &
FIfEIC4 /—R4A8 7’ut A 27 MPI {7 Th-o7-.
%) — FEEOREOWSIEE R 3 ITRT.

® 8/ — P ORBEITIVHE L AT

J— R | FHATIERE (p: 7Rk, t: ALy R) | EITHER- [
1 48p B'= 7 MPI 17.39
2 48p E'= 7 MPI 11.25
4 48p =7 MPI 9.68
8 24p2t /~A 7'V v K MPI-OpenMP 11.52
16 16p3t -~ 7' U » K MPI-OpenMP 10.63
32 12p4t /~A 7 U » K MPI-OpenMP 10.18
64 6p8t /~A 7 U » K MPI-OpenMP 10.23

128 4p12t /~A 7' U v K MPI-OpenMP 10.47
256 2p24t /~A 7'V » K MPI-OpenMP 10.74
512 1p48t /~1 7' U » K MPI-OpenMP 11.76
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4.3.3 ZHOKRBEAXANEBEL-LZOHRE
KB E DL — T OSMUNZ OpenMP 7«4 L2 7 4 7
AL, 7rkAREEIC ZoAREE UL LIk
DA F z-means D FEITHFHE & W HLEIREZ R 10 127
BHLETCHEMZELZOK, ZhETEREL  —F
17BERA48 ALy RTCEITLERThH-T. HREHDE
1713128 /— R 24 7B A2 ALy KONAT Y v RE
17T, b.85 EE L. &/ — NEEOEEDOWHIFEEEE
= 4|7

R 4 — FEREORBEITIVHE L FATH

J— R | EATBE (p: TREXA, t: ALy R) | ETHEHE [P
1 48p =7 MPI 17.56
2 48p E'= 7 MPI 11.32
4 48p E= 7 MPI 8.27
8 48p =7 MPI 6.83
16 48p B'= 7 MPI 6.26
32 48p E'= 7 MPI 6.14
64 24p2t A 7' U » K MPI-OpenMP 5.87
128 24p2t /A 7' U v K MPI-OpenMP 5.85
256 16p3t /~A 7 U » K MPL-OpenMP 6.14
512 12p4t /A 7V v K MPI-OpenMP 6.57
4.4 ER

OpenMP 7 1 V77 4 713, HEEEBEUL— 7 ORNMNTE
AT D&, O LSRN, FHIEmA Ly RETR
IZA Ly RWEFLD A — 3=~y RRREL D, T
W, & 5IRT LD IZHMEEIE Y — 7 DSMANZ OpenMP
FAVIT 4 T EEA LS il L, EITR 2 BN
LHrEZOND., Lo TSI LESMEOR, fE#ED
FATHERENIX OpenMP 5 « V7 7 ¢ 7 % BB B L — 744
AN DI TR TH 7. F7z, BEEEEL— 7RI
OpenMP 7 4 V7 7 4 7R ANDEEIT6 7 rE A8 A
Ly RBEHT 13.54 B CTholond, HEstRL— 74N
ANDEAITA T a2 12 2Ly RO 1047 R REE &
BT, 1.29 fFOEEILNEB T 7.

%5 128 /— FE{TD OpenMP 7 4 L7 7 1 THEAEFTOLTIZ
£ % FEATIEIR [B)] bk

FATHEE | BEEEEIE L —T N | IR R — 74
1p48t 57.58 14.42
2p24t 22.95 11.03
3p16t 17.62 10.48
4p12t 13.98 10.47
6pSt 13.54 11.58
8p6t 14.99 13.63
12p4t 20.54 19.36
16p3t 27.62 28.65
24p2t 48.23 52.76
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Pure vs Hyblid Parallel Performance
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9 if%l z-means DOPEREFFMH

w7 v AMBEICOWTELET S, Vet AMEE
X, BRBEFROES, et 2 0 DAFHNRRKEL R,
ARNT VADESZ L ETRH OB 273 5 L5
bbb, —J), ZHKBEFATE, TaexHP L
7= & x OWBEEEA, log(P) ETH Y, BKilEHo P
B EHELTHIRTE S, 20D, R 6IFT LI,
T AFEEMIET & EOWEEDA— =~y RHUN
EL e, BITHHABD Lz EZLND. £ 600D,
£ R TREOFETHRL, BREE I TiEd etk
12 2Ly Fo> 1047 Mokt LT, —aAmE R TiE 24
TrtEA2 ALy ROS8 M THD. “oABEHAICE
D, TVEWIrERAETHREBEERFERTEHI IR
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v, BYRIEEFRUCK LT L8 {FomBb RN ER TE .

£ 6128 / — REITO R HiEEFRUTE T D EITHEH 1] o khik

FATIERE | M7 e | BraaEEhN | ZoKRERE SR
1p48t 128 14.42 13.97
2p24t 256 11.03 9.15
3pl6t 384 10.48 7.96
4pl2t 512 10.47 7.72

6p8t 768 11.58 6.68

8p6it 1024 13.63 6.39

12p4t 1536 19.36 6.36

16p3t 2048 28.65 5.93

24p2t 3072 52.76 5.85

48p 6144 133.28 6.17
6
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T 258X, Zhang 51T & % 3CHK [8] X° Chandramohan &
£ 2 3CHK 9], Othman © D CHR [10], Barajas HIZ K 53
Bk [11]) 23% 5. 3CHk (8] TIX, k-means % MPI ZF|H L
TAFULT 5 & & D FEETFE & FATREMIC OV TR 2
Eh, HEE/NREREROT — 2 v b ERRICER N
SNTWD. —FHT, WEEE S EDHhRpL
WZOWTHE, i S TW2RV, 3Tk [9] T k-means %
OpenMP & MPI OZnENEZFIH LT, WHHEEEZ -
REDFATRFRHICIEE ) LR ZFHH L TV DD, ~NA T U v
RS Z OV TR S AL CUVLZRV. SCHR [10] Tk, DNA
T =2 ENLT—Z &40 MPL #FH L Tl FHk L 7=
k-means DR B E 7 T X ZEHENFIE AL ST
P L TWA. LasL, sl L7z BRBRlY, k8 / —
KTHY, WHIULOFHMmFEHILREN TH 5. SCHK [11] T
%, L2 RILOFET —F X812 LT, OpenMP, MPI &
OpenMP O ~A 7'V » K, Spark ZF|H L7z k-means @
WHHEELELZ B LTS, 20—FT, 827 CPU % 2
fEFF> /) — K% 16 T L& 1T > TRy, K
WHIEL i LT, M. 7, WO SIS
BWTH OpenMP 7 1 L7 7 « THEAREITOE B0HEE
TARDERE 2 B LT FHli AT i T 7aus.

6. BnHYIC

ARG T, k-means IEZYLIE L 7 7 A Z % BEEE
9% z-means 5% MPI & OpenMP (2L W A7) o R
WHHE L, F0 & & D FATREH & TN DV TR
L7z, ZOfE%, OpenMP 7 ¢ L7 7 ¢ 7 % B L —
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=Xz
DI, 994.85 O FEATRERIIZR L, 128 /— R 24 7 u®
A 2 ALy RO MPL-OpenMP /~A 7' U v RFEITT, FAT

KbmEEfbEn, 1 /—RF1 7ok A48 ALy

28 5.85 b & 72 0, JEEEM ESRITH 170, WHHEEhEIT
1.328 L7252 EdbhoT.

z-means DIFFUKIZ L 2 X 55 \mE LIS T, 77—
S DEEOENIE T, 7 ARNHYT LT =4
BEDDTD, ,\ﬁ/*‘? VAREEBTOIMNENDHD. iz,
BERCTHEIERRIY, FHEEST — 28, T — X OocH
2 EIRIET B, MBORME L BREICADE THEIN
K%:~:y7¢5&ﬁum@%%i@%@ﬁ%f%é.
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