R BB 0l L i 1 i PR 2R IRAR

JEJREHE (Moore’s Law) 248 Y IMg A, 4
LK E AT oTaR B H , RS 18~24 N H
Mo —A%, vEReTRR RS . RIEEZ Hik,
JEE JR S8 A MO A ML AU A S e i —, T
DI T T 8AME BRI & . SR,
MHTEERCE ST B 2B WA A —EAEHES) 1T 17
MV AT E B R S FE IR AR AE M 28 . R AHE 5 BE IR I
R, PR BT R0 T I AR S T P Bk s e 7

[From Hennessey &Patterson] End of the Line = 2X/20 years(3%/yr)
Amdahl’s Law => 2X/6 years(12%/year)
End of Dennard Scaling = Multicore 2X/3.5 years (23%/year)
CISC 2X/2.5 years | RISC 2X/1.5years
(22%/year) (52%/year)

100000

10000

1000

o
S

Performance vs. VAX11-780

o

[ 1980 1985 1990
A1

B 1R T 2 2530 DO AR AL A B
RS, 78 20 T 80 4EAL, WA B
S R R G AR T 1 [ TR R B b 2
THAERN RS . KRTES4E (RISC). 2%

1995 2000 2005 2010 2015

JE R AR AL
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y-4: 0k 8y

P. (Saday) Sadayappan
ALK

ARSI (RER R TR Iy 1) 55
BORGH AL PR BERHAE LR IR 50% (13 1
K, mt, JFEI TSNS R E AR, Bl AL
PRESIE AR N W B TR IR R FR B 4 /), REAE AL
R BB A R A A 21 )R, T
H an RS BEFE R 2 FL TR 45 /0N 1T R AL 1 2 gl 1
ARHUERE (Dennard Scaling) HHiG &R, HA%H
FEMEREEETH I HL BB AR T RE, S 2R R Z R
o SRTT, ZA%H AR IEA AR DL GN T i L i)
S ST SR A RERE IR, 2[R S BTl 3k /% o
(Amdahl’s Law) &t 47T HRALAY ek Lo ™ A2
FERA T IR0 R . 2011 4E 2 2015 4F, A%
Bt fg 6 A B—F. FAFEMIE, H 2015 4L,
B T B BB T HL ] el 2 80 ARAR Y AR
22% FEAR B INAEN) 3%, A EE R EHR AL, YN
LR A L 491 7 AU . BT AR IR R R AR S R AR
FRATTHe e fin-peich 25k 2

JEEIR A ZE BTN R TIRZ R . 15k,
WESR SO IRAS I BCE O, IR AR TR ZE 0
TFa) AL Agf 2 ] B g A5k )OS e A B O i A
L R R RS R A O 2 R BT 5 48, it
248 TPU . Volta ) Tensor Cores 25, I LIAH,
FATTAT AKX 2 A7 At v (0 5540 78 sl dk 4 7 5 22 8 iy
il 5%, BATEATLAME AR - #5012 (Non
von Neumann) IR REEH . SR, B ARIR R E5H
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() AR AR A A5 o PR R R A B I e AR Bl DA 53 A
Mio B, — MRS ) i G e
AR X 8 H 45 52 2 0 HI2EM . nk—2k, TR
NP AR R RIS ARG (e, AR m P g
(ORI, 4 s R R P I T 5 SR & A 7 R A
AT

H Hi i i KB PRAE T B 5 (data
movement), MFRFESITTRERENEL TR,
T A5 7% 20 4 B B) B R BERE T 41 20 o5 BB
W, Wfer S RS S BRI, SR —
MERMMER, AR TREEMITEESRE, 258
BB RS B 2 2R B S R

B #g sh it ACH

IR s i B T A F R M. A
FREVAL, R N LRSS, B A 1 5L
b IG . T RRAT R TR R R 1 S A
KPATIE SIS, R s B0 TR Ak 1.2
AIEAE T BB B . R 2 B, 114K T2 T Y
UK BE I AR R 2 TIAEREARE 1 45 9K T2+
2o SIFEAELG, B RS S T B
ARG, WH, HHE TR, SR shrEE
FERSRAT T TR, (HFRIRE AN filn, 11 490K T
25 45 9k T ARG, off-chip/DRAM FHyIhFE R
BRI 42.5% . @RI ER, AT FLOPs
(M REFEMRAC, 1M 56 8 8h 1 T4 A4 &M R 1 i 3
I SRR s &, ARSI IAE.

2008 4EFEZUR - BUARIEHNT (Samuel Williams) 5

A$EH T8 Roofline PEREALAY, i FHiz Fom i
(Operational internsity) iz 514 REIE(E AT FEld A (4N
WA FE ) AN BEARSHOR it i B R RERY
IR . Kl 3 R TR TR A mAPR GPU 1)
Roofline €], {J#f Fermi. Maxwell, Kepler, Pascal,
Volta. #AE%E (operational intensity) J&F8 X} T4~
B B NAE DB FRER A PR 7T, BT A T
MR . YEER I LB, B TEB RN
FER AT R, BTSRRI, W (E Y

FLOPs almost free;
10000 data movement
cost is dominant
1000 l
| Minimizing amount
- | of data movement
8 100 | increasingly critical
=] =
L
S 10 u45nm
o 2 11nm
1
N Q x
& S8 %V@ & &
Q Q@ & & _\Q\Q Q}oo S\
N
\@& ‘oé\& Q\/o é &06
o) &
N
Source: Jim Demmel, John Shalf
B2 A esedeAs
10"} @ /'I V100 -
o) g ,‘\)\bﬁz’ .
c — NG P100
= . ,(@‘;; 0 Change in
8o 10 N:’ Peak perf.
o - M2090 (GFLOPs)
[N
i Q 102 % C160
Change in o' . —
Peak Mem BW 107" 10° 10'
* PN
(GBytes/s)*10 E&VE@E (flops/byte)

B3 i HARES R Y

for (i=1; i<N-1; i++)
for (j=1;j<N-1; j++)
Alilli] = ALII-1]1 + Ali-1]01;

(a) JBAE A

for(it = 1; it<N-1; it +=B)
for(jt = 1; jt<N-1; jt +=B)
for(i = it; i < min(it+B, N-1); i++)
for(j = jt; j < min(jt+B, N-1); j++)
Al = Ali-1]0] + ALG-1];
(b) PEER S He s A

B4 REBHGITEEIE




RRULE 7“7 M, RIKSFER, T AR
EA S RE T “PbE” MRbR, ER 3, il
TREE R, FRATRERE LB, BT NAE A TE (A
ANIF], V100 45 5 v R 9 GFLOPs {3 i T At
B FL, FAITRAPERR G ES KT N A
TV

F T 32 BT A7 D34 2 b B 14 A P R
Hit S5 | AL P 55 (machine balance) iX—#7&
{5 2, Ml a5 T I (E s SR ) S
T HAE . N T R A2 BT I AEA SEVEE, FRATIT
BT AP AL LU ALER T 5 B = DB R, X
PR TR A, TR s, ST
e R RS, FRATATE AT BN S s, B
Iy oA A B # 5

TR BRI, BURRE sh i 2 2 e RAE A BE
fife b IR A R MERF 2. Qnl&] 4(a) FIIET 4(b)
FiR, HEIRI D RESRAE A RS T 0 52 44 B AR AR D,
BRHEIES R e A Kl 4(a) H
ML A 2 — AR A U2 S E 35, B i
SR TR ALG-1] A0 AG-11G] A0, 74 AL
M 4(b) H R IE TR RRD, JELT AT R
FERRAS . JEFR43H (tiling) AT R I K454 46,
R EA U, RN TR, e
PR BRI . XA RRAS 1315852 s o e —
FER, #R2 (N-2) x (N-2),

TER PRI T AR P RIS O, AT
WA EE RS S, S XX A A RS R A7 A A
HREINGET . x SUEPLER I ZAF RN,y 3lE read
BRERATH A X BIRATE T —AN & 5 i
VTAR/DM# FH (Least Recently Used, LRU) 247, AJ L)
Filt, W OIE PRI E A B B Fn 2l
R AW e 7 N i P 1 D o R N DR AW I € 0 2
(T 5 FBLAR BV DR AF KN G G4 JE 5 K I,
21 R AR N G RAAR S 0 A A v R B 2250 . Al
J, LR E AT MK T RS
SN G a1 T EZ NSRS B (VBB i 9] 7 N = R B S
AR, AR s SA IR 225

A2, A WA BENS 15 21 H Ay B RRAS BEAIG 11
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GeAP A AT 2R 0g 7 —Fha] BERY I A a3 Pl
AJREIARAS, BT AE AR A b, Bkg IR T
Tyl XA AT RER AR RRAS, AT IR E Y
R BHR ShE 207 YETrPERE B T B
PR AN R DX A 0]

WAL BT IRATAT LA R B, YRR R 4
MR EERS e T E MRS, IE A, FRATAT LU
ok e e JLH4ER, ABUFRIMER TAEY
SRR Al AT SEARETL S e
G RHERAM S A TR 0 JC3A A (Computational
Directed Acyclic Graph, CDAG), R J5Fixf Hit1 143
HrAifb. & 6 filik 124 N=6 i, [l 4 i —
A GERIFRRAR, X T IAT AR A A A T S
#XTNL CDAG B — s . CDAG IR
—NERAERN I — MR BB L

100000

2D-Seidel with single sweep; N=200

TiIed(tiIesiLanii‘ed ;
F 80000 fezszzy < .
ﬁ ‘ -~ L/
{8 60000 |-
£ pd
w
B 40000 -
©
@
& 20000
0 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2600 3000 3500 4000
MBSOVEF AU\ (in bytes)
A5 RERAAA Read Ak K& P25 5 K5

=6

CDAG for N

B 6 CDAG B (N=6)

XEFE 4(b) Y ERA S, % CDAG FE
JeMH ALLI[0] A1 A[O(1] BT AR {E, 520 A[11[1],
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i A[1][1] A1 A[0][2]F5:51] A[1][2], F1 A[2][0] Fl A[1][1]
330 A[2][1], 2 FRAIH ARI[1] A A[1][2] FI1H,
53] A[21[2]0 X5 T 4(a) HRYLLEMARRS, 2%
JETHEL A[1][0] F1 A[O][1]. A[1][1] F1 A[O][1]. A[1][2]
FIA[0][2]. A[L][3] #H A[O][3] " PIHEHE, W
Gy, XA AR RIS A 35 AN [R] B A E PR T Y o
SR, X PRI AN ] B P 00 25 5 M o A A7 ) 12 B

for (i=0; i<N; i++)
for (j=0;j<N;j++)
for (k=0;k<N;k++)
C[ii] += AlKI*BIKIL;

B 7 MR

USRI TRESR 1T A R AT, IR 250
A LR BB St D B — I . AR, 4R
A A R PRAT IR 2 RMERY , BRIt i e/ Y
B s MELASC B . B Ant, FRATAT LA
BARR SR T Ao X TR 7 s R ek,
#t (Hong) AL (Kung) 55 A48 X FAE A R
HIEWTI, 5 RGEIGAT RN C, W EAFHZA T

3
2 8 = BRI 3. 3 — THRR 21 1981

AER ACM HHE BB AESS (STOC) | 13k B (Trony)™
N 2004 4L FAEGF TR A2 ) (UPDC)

TS T IGH T R s e = C . 2008 4
JEIIE (Dongarra) % A& #AE JFOCS 1) TAEFG 2]
(T BN 1.83 = — €. s (Smih),
B (Van de Geijn) FII3l (Langow)™ WA T 52

N3

2x == Co WRFTEX R AR BB R

RH, TR AL, 20— C 4

JERX LRSS R AR . SR, SRR
HLE, HoAt—SERL R A2 3 e 2R A,
R BAT A [

Pl 8 ELZE T DURN AN [ 3303k r it 11 07 a5 32 F R
71, BARF ST RAARERE B X AR
Z I AEEAR X FE—RI R« F FLOPs BR LA 1/0 11
O, IR RS R B A RIRATRE 7 R
R RE X 8 FA, M ABHER S = T AR N

3
16 = — oy, WRIT th, BRESIEN - R

— N RTEATI/IN R R

Algorithm #Float-Ops | 1/O Lower Bound | Ol Upper Bound
Matrix Multiplication 2N3 16*N°/C'2 bytes  (1/8)*C'2
FFT 2'N*log:,N  16*N*log;N/log,C  (1/8)*l0g.C

Conj. Gradient (2D Heat Eqn.)  20*N*T

©
48*N#T 512 l
©

Jacobi 2D 9N 48*N>TIC2 (31eyci2
= = 52 R
B8 R keI ERE LR
100 T T T
/ ! )

=¥ 3
10 F = b=
i @ = 5 2
o gl | =% z
9 g z =1 T
o gl | =3
o I, b =2 2
P TF - 3 % = :«; 5
B © 2l |5 == 1
= < < P— - | =
o) ¢ == =
= = = = =
= B =3 s

0.1 - -

0.1 1 10 100 1000

IR/ETE (FLOP/Byte)
B9 BRAFE TR Hh

PR, WEZARIm, Fkrkaen
R RIAE . DB 9 AT LU A 3R 1 (matrix
multiplication) FIFEF] LUAEFE (Jacobi 2D) RERSAR L
LSS, R AERE

B B s i 5 2 B AR RAEFIFRAG: | LI035 A
RN 2, A S —rmR A R A
AR, RS SR X AER . SRR
HEHBRAENT, THEE IR ERA T BRI
Z S 2], HRBIERE S 2 AR XA
PESE, RO EH A BRI BAERE 3] Be b TR
W) 2. O e AR 5] 5

AT & AT SR E RS s Pk, X T
B, BT s U B S R BdE#%8h, R
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Parameters: N, T 100 @ © @ @ o © o o @
Inputs: In[N]; Outputs: A[N] Z ?";';';';';';0;0
for (i=0; i<N; i++) 1 W3 R
Alil = Infi; St o & A
for (t=0;t<T:t++) { 5l ././f\j ;'.;'.
for(i=1;i<N-1;i++) 4 -(/. I B
BIi] = A[i-1]+A[i]+A[i+1]; S2 g -/' /ﬁ /ﬂ /.A P
for(i=1;i<N-1;i++) W e e e e
All = Bl } 83 | KEHE

01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910

B 10 KA B 11 HBRE H 12 CDAG B

|”*PPCG ®$STENCILGEN ™ Halide 1“"OpenAccl

1400
1200 /,

1000 \
800 / \
/\ \\

600

MBS (GFLOPS)

400
200

2400
2100
1800
1500
1200

900

B 13

AR R B L A R, O R A e B
Ak, — G ERAERILL, W LR BUEXT 2 A
THAEMMAL, TRAR, FeE FHEMMIILIRATZ
ATLLVSERLAY . T 2RI s R, IS E B
T AR R TR g8, A8 20T &
B R R A B N AZ ) S B A e, R4
VERM BN, HEEED SRR,

TR, B R G 7 S s BT B93E # I
AR, WEHER S A= B S, IE N bR E Y,
Bl ®e sh R HA R InE, TR b FEr ik
AT A

%24 (Blango) . HiliZei% (Rastello) 5 A 2015
AEFE POPL RRR T —RcE ™, HH MRS
AT SRR T (affine loop programs) Z(#EF%
SR A Fn, xFFE 10 PrgEs, &A1

) if 4 B M AR AT L

e B = A EE S1. S2 1S3 Ml B 11 2
X BACH B A €] (data dependence graph), [#]
11 PEYFRXTRE P 12 TP CDAG H4k. SRigERRS
ST FA A AR, |5, X Loomis-
Whitney JUTASE B —fefl, 152 2 4E25 [a] i
MR FRR, XA BRAE T4 2R 4E 25 [A] HE A
ECE R 5 R, A HT AT BT EAE (B A0
8 e B AN [ B T R B Z A OE AR

EQK N RN IR A

FRA L (Bondhugula), WZ3#; (Hartono) 55 A
2008 4 & #AE PLDI (14 © 42 T L AfEEA A
1k, (polyhedral loop optimization) 7. %S 3CF 2018
AT T PLDI AR g 30, JiTwE, %
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Benchmark N T k | FPP Benchmark N T k | FPP Benchmark N T k | FPP
j2d5pt 81922 | 4 1| 10 j3d7pt 5122 [4]1] 13 heat 5122 [ 41| 15
j2d9pt-gol | 81922 4 1 18 j3d13pt 512 421 25 poisson | 5123 4 |1 | 21
j2d9pt 81922 4 2 18 j3di7pt | 5123 4 1| 28 cheby 5122 41 39
gaussian | 81922 4 2 50 j3d27pt 5123 (41| 54 denoise | 5123 4 |2 | 62
gradient | 81922 4 1 18 curl 450 1 1| 36 hypterm | 300 1 | 4 @ 358
N: Domain Size, T: Time Tile Size, k: Stencil Order, FPP: FLOPs per Point

A 14

SIS A AR 2 P 05 T2 A 4
(AST), & Frh#&k (R). SHEARRME, £
T 2 PR 2 — 0 575 ST R 1 o )
i BN AR ST R A B S —
WAHHIG, A SOOI A YAk
RIALFRRE 7 AT ABER AR AR S o (s 5 P B,
{2 B AT AR 0 - 52 SRR RE S
1o 1140 cholesky A 7SF P EIRASA 1200
Mo, LHATEFRAAMERFR ST | oo
TEER AT O350, X0 FF 14 00Wtatge, | o
AT LU 13 925 BB, X FRBEREMRR | 200
RO, ZWREREL R EETAT | o
PRALHIRA , WAL L A S (DSL) A hoft S
TR HERE & &9
0 £ TR AL 0 B A 2087 (1) &
S T VA PR 2 v DA RS TR J2 2 £ A0 BRI 5,

mX AR

for (i=0; i<N; i++)
for (j=0; Jj<N; j++)
for (k=0; k<N; k++)
for (1=0; 1<N; 1++)
for (m=0; m<N; m++)
for (n=0; n<N; n++)
CLi1[31[k1I[L] += A[i]1[m][k][n]*B[J]1[n][1][m];

Cijkr = Z Aimkn * Bjnim

mn

B 15 6 PR H]

1488 (GFLOPs, Volta V100)

A 16 A5/ GPU LayMsk

X e SIEA BB RE AR 5 (2) G IR JE4E (GFLOPS, 28—core Intel Xeon E5—
R HAR/NESRE 5 (3) ME RIEREZS A Pk B i 2680 v4 @ 2.40GH2)
(AR TR T 58 1 A TRIME, 5110 A A 1) A8 o el A 46 122
(permutation) .73tk (tiling) . Bl (fusion) Z£ Z AP s, 100
Al & ) AR St AT 2R 56 80

60

40

g 3
KOKKOS OpenMP DSL

JoH 4 —AHEE ST, (domain-specific) FILAL
2 AR PR RE T = W7 FRATH DAk i i

17 #2544 CPU Lagtkst

BT, TR R R A R AL
e 15 Fros, BRFATA 24> 4D A A fi B,
TH TR RN Co THTER A M B I T ARIEA 6
AR, PRI SRR S R 6 2R, (H

SCHL,

SRR SEEERERLE

VPR B /BRIy /N
£, LRXATEE RS AR R, EZAH
153 H e L 9 7 SR H HAT PR E A AR R AR A AL 1)



Ao TR A g AR U, R AR T SR
TOMAEIT Y, (RN TR SR RS, AR
sk ORI, DSL it AEFI 58 i
Sl E =T

DSL, DSL, DSL,,

avx | prx | [cupa | oL |

B 18 DSL %i%

PSIR,

DSL,

PSIR,

|AVX |PTX | CUDAIVHDLI

B 19 % DSL 3§ ) £ ik

FAVHEH PPCG. KOKKOS. OpenACC, Ten-
sorGen DSL. OpenMP ENR AR gR1FE CCSD(T)
A, K321 AT S TR P AE CPU R GPU |41
217, CCSD(T) &—F T Fib2efa+si )
PSR TR ERIN . FRATAT AL EL, Tensor-
Gen DSL i 4id s 2 Re 31 Az i b
RIgidas (WWE 16, 17). APA, FEeEribasae
R FH 2038 A Ak G P e 2

Z HAri) DSL #47 mbkRe . wI RS AR AL A
REEREE . R SIS F 19 Ik a) U ER
B e R E RS (WE 18, 19), JFAZ
H AR DSL 45 _F )2 B ARk 3 mT N 2 e
BRI R T H ARt B RR R T
IRz, (HEMAERE— DSL (it Rl
) #RE— T RS, RAER, HIFEYI6E
S RSSO R R B AT A — 8 Y
FERBSERA R ST & DSLs.
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WA FE TR P2 A 7E 2 B AR iy
RN CIE LN SV ey AV ] 1N a WA =B 5 <
I RAEEITE SR /MRS
SRR ? A AR BA 2 s Y ]
FIRWE? XL RHA MEAHREE T 2R AR

G AR AL b T i )

VB G T — LG 00 A0 T A R 9 T A
M, AR RS R BT, S IR A BR A BER
AR 2 RS ANME . (1) DRSS R e
Ry Tl A 5 SEA A i U Tl A A AR A (R AT
HARBUER D, HEXEK. Wik, fEEAERHEE
T AR I 5 B R R /D 1 DB 6 44 Sk vh
OBV TR T 58— NP, (2) FEE ik
P Ab 2 75 e JCAE Al — A~ B 3 9 iR A HE 2L 7
FoAT A B S A ) P A A I FH 81 5 5 FH 114
PEARHELL, XRE G125 AR e 18 31 S 651 o xof HL
Trtlitbe Q) Iz tniE ik (IRs) F1#E 1T (APIs)
REAH e, DAE R IFRAHESL R RI A 2 302 ) —
ANFLER, R R AR KA X
JIESRSCB A . BT, F%6E LLVM X —
KAV H (41 Xk vl B R AEHEZRAE 5Tk, (4) iR
KAEFHI#E (40 SAT. SMT) femg i T T
ILP (LR, T v IRERAS F) 22 20 G i O PR i 7
(S) WA IIMLES 24 20 D5 vl 2 N TR 21
PR S LA A R, R4, HLERaE T 7
RE WSRO A 2 RE R R g iR gtk K
A, IRZ PR . BRI TR T A bR
L. PRI, AL S B A Bt eI 78 i

TRUIN R SR HABE B ok HL 8 A J 1) PR O RE AR R A8
TR ST BT RE ARG IR A T v T AL AT B B
W], DA AT PR GE IR NS R X
RV R T R RE A AR Bk o SR AT
e INE R s NAY, &L LA ) (Vs D Svst L]
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FPERE . AR AR E . (R, gnikdnEing
—AE RS — Rz, BEARFESEXA
PRI RIF S T AR A AnsE AR ARATF R A (R e
TR B4 NIAEE, ERE X S dn 4t B 8 e i
KA E—MRA AR, {ENE R (canonical
reuse) Pz T T RIRAHLAR A BIE . BT
FUR R LS PRI HAEAE B KA Zs a], PIANZ Rk
B2 MR R LGt g T % - Xioh, 2
KRGS X, AR R G5 A R
% . FJEiF (Hennessey) FlFERRR (Patterson) 7E 2018
4E ACM B R B sty B3], FliE B R
AZER, FATHEA T —MHRUA RS54 )
o MIHFAITFRUL, XUKIE S N SA A R

JIH—Bnfa] ! |
&

P. (Saday) Sadayappan
MK 3T AT 5 TA2 2 404%, IEEE
Fellow, E-&HFR 7w A & aeit Fagbk
RetAA SR iF 5 / BAT R Y,

F W

CCF#ia i, CCRARRLM, RAEHK
HERBEER . TEAAFHAXFHE
BRI, R WA KA, K
BTN A X A G,

chengli7@ustc.edu.cn

ViR
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=l A rasRaah s FANEFT A%
S T T Y
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