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Abstract
we proposed memory access optimization (MAQ) for KNC. We applied MAO to TPO version of Diffusion 3D, and its

Traditional programming optimization (TPO) has limited effects on Intel Knights Corner (KNC). Therefore,

performance is improved by 39. 1%. We made two contributions in this paper: 1) MAQO is indispensable to KNC and
TPO+MAQ is the path to Ninja Performance—the best optimized performance. 2) Intrinsic-based MAQO is more effi-
cient to stencil code than compiler-based MAQ, Qur findings on MAQO will inspire optimizations of large-scale applica-
tions on KNC,
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(MAOQO) , Ninja performance
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BHEHBRA(TPO AT 43 2 N2 H . BRI &
FamiRaSBARM A, KBE S LUT 6 My,

+ AOS 3| SOA #5#:, AOS Bl Array-Of-Structures,
i SOA B Structures-Of-Array, 58] AOS BiEGEHMEEH#
1T gather il scatter #24E, X 8 ¥ & 5 B SIMD(Single In-
struction Multiple Data) B

+ Cache Blocking, #-E75 %5 [8] &R (Spatial Locality)
BB AT BB B 7E cache P, AT 32 1D.2D 1 3D K $(4E
¥y, Fad W aER A ad ] R E ¢ (Temporal Locality) , 7 &
A~k #E4T blocking.

< B4 SIMD W%, —HBE RN HESRPFEEMESR
MERREKEBEAT gather/scatter ¥4 , S B LERF BT
B, B REEE AT LGEN EE S SIMD WE %ok

BIFHH.2014-11-03 BME H#§.2015-01-12
F AR 4 RONPAKU Fellowship ¥8).

B, A EHE RIS AT LB T shuffle 1 maskmov 458
YESRIH .

« Tk, KBEHFHATE R EH OpenMP R LH .

- k. FAFH SIMD Bk, SRAERHNEE
HEBRUARF IZEFNABRUTESZEELZHEER,

» EMU(Extended Math Unit), ¥t FHEBIEFEMNE
RTINS LIRS R .

Intel /A T # Nadathur Sathish 2 A7E ISCA12 3¢ (b
#_EiR TPO 57 FH #l Intel Knights Ferry (KNC # #f — 427"
f RAFFRAT) B, 3 5 B & A 4L 1% 88 (Ninja Perfor-
mance) " ) 800 . BEFE RMATH LRI F RN
Tt R7E IPDPS14 EH2REK BRI EL T HT
ik @&k .JEMU, SOA ##:f1 cache blocking % TPO 2. )5,
PHRAUEE] KNC g f v A9 8%%1. Xim IPDPS13 Hr 43 F
B % W R F] miniMD £ £ 3¢ SIMD % TPO 2 /5, KNC

FAZER BB ATRERITR (863) . ML R IR ARSI CBERFR, B4

BEE 5900, TEFAHAOEREESHK:E W OB, IR FERT AR EETRERLSHMPMNE RRE B 88,
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HIPERE(UA CPU B 1. 42 50, HIEER AL, ik TPO B
BTERA AP TEEZHRERA T XML, BRITE
HEIANIR R TPO, I8 4% KNC i & 2.

B KNC R RERB I aEAY. Intel A ] Al-
exander Heinecke 2 A 7E IPDPS13 | % # /) KNC | LIN-
PACK b TAEH , DGEMM B3k % 4:3F 90% , LINPACK
MR MR 80, H AT T KNC 5 CPU 74k
REM LB 3 SR R T TPO KB A0 B , 38 4R %
MEM MAO, FET¥ MAO 5 3| Black-Sholes Formula #
Diffusion 3D 3X 2 B &3¢ TPO W F L, Bi)S & T RE4R
ROFIEBET 8. 1% 39. 1%, AXFEH 2 4~ Fikk.

D4 MAO, AR TPO+MAO F B F7£ KNC F#KE
BRIbMERE;

2) RINEF stencil LS, Z T intrinsic #) MAO L F
HIFREH MAO BB,

A 2 WA BRI S 3 WIHRALHT KNC R RZE
I 3 MEEE A HAE MAO K S BB 5 HAE 2
FAR FEGE TR B KB A MAO; 58 6 T R LRI,
BRI R T EEE T EER 58 7 WRERML BE R R
g 5T 4TI

2 HBXTE

IR 3 H2%&TF Intel KNC HBEOL 1L 838 SCHIE B —iE.
Intel /A& Pakesh Krishnaiyer 28 AYE IPDPSW2013 t &k FEH
WIS T % F 40 1% 2% A9 548 BB (Data Prefetching) fl
Streaming Non-temporal Store (NT-store), . 3CXF KNC {£
BRI FE U LLBIRA B 4307, 3 X B3 LD NT-Store
HIRIHST T HHN B, B3 F MAO 3R R FRERBEA
FIFI R, T BLBCR 8 R Ll AR F & T Rigas itk
AYRET SRR TERE X,

=@ Erlangen-Nuremberg K2 George Hager 1 Ger-
hard Wellein R4 76 ARCS14 E % 3% 914 3018 R R0 %
Y& i) A B 2 R B vk FDK 18 13 14 8 T8 (Performance En-
gineering) By 5 B #EATRAL . B3 KNC ) cache &5 #i#E4T
THRABISH, FHAR T a6 F intrinsic #5447 cache Tl
B, [FEHXBATEESE —A 4 T IMCI512 84 B M
gather #fEM LI HR, IFHBE T gather #4F pl Pk 6B 30
FIRE . EZCER AT HE VT RIA R R HE &% 0
18, B ¥ BB U 18] 50 B4 o R R an T i 1k

P Warwick k2 /) Stephen Jarvis 5 28 7 IPDPS13
& FER I LIS E Sandia B R L E A miniMD Jli{E
FFRB 5 A AR T 40 F 3 J1 2% B2 F7E 128bit. 256bit Fl
512bit X 3 MR FEE SIMD E#H:8E, ik A gather/scat-
ter BRAEIRAR ISR 7 o) o7 F AP BB

MR NFEHLE T KNC B b 3T, v L2
[%] Intel /%] James Reinders 2 A% 5 #2467 DL & Intel 2>
7] Rezaur Rahman 455 {2581,

3 KNC & F 2245 (KNC Architecture)

5 CPU ML, KNC fEfR R EEH 17 3 M. IERX 3
MREFET TPO AL, RERNITFZ B MAO,
3.1 EEAHS12bit AL IBERAT

- [ BT ST (Vector Processing Unit, VPU) X} KNC

0380

HREXEE

FEHE 512bit AR BFT 2540 8 4 64bit B XK 1T A 3
2 16 1 32bit AYSREEE IR A B, KNC s RER T EA R
& Peak Per formance=Clock Frequency * Cores* Lanes %
2 FMA, H s Fehngh & (Fused Multiply and Add, FMA) &+§
e 1 RAR 2 P RIBHAT | AN TREEIR SRR 1 DMink R Sk
Y. DB ae@R¥FBEITE o L AIE K KNC 5110p 4
151, SUKE £ (B 4 B 9 1. O5GHz % 60cores * 8 Lanes * 2FMA=
1008GFflops, 4% & M % 2016GFlops. LT ., B KNC
EIXRFEHERE, MRS VPU,

* BIEA R TF M VPU F AR

KNC §1RBH 32 M fE8% (register) , BN K EH R
512bit, (R ANFFEIEE RFE 1 KERAME, TA X FF 4
WAETE 2 WHBRIE. R, SHEAIFEIL,

» gather/scatter & VPU By BERR T

KNCf# ] IMCE512 3844, B 303 gather/scatter
FE MEXFE A B PERB IR . SR H IR A 2 gather #1EH)
SCIUGER TRFR 77 2K 45 53 BOE & 40 9 Cache Line(CL) %
MEA. EHBERSE TFE AR CL 8L, AT HE
R,

Zr b ETk, TN 512bit B VPU S HUE 3 FFER T
2, LR 24 A] ek gather/scatter 321E,
3.2 TEHTTIERSM cache latency

* 5 cache latency

e B R FER T EN ~ LREW KNCE AN
%1, 1 Fi/R, Intel Sandy Bridge E5-2670 #) 1.1,L2,13
cache f¥) latency 4334 1. 5ns. 4. 6ns.81ns, {fif KNC 5110p &
L1.L2 cache 1 £ £ 1Y latency 4+ H] & 2. 9ns, 22. 9ns FI
295ns0%1

Memory Subsystem Load Latency for 512 Byte Stride

g

Main memory 8GB
GDDRS5-3400
¥l ~Host: - Phi0
§ 100
Main memory
é 1.2 cache 512kB 0GB
24 DDR3-1600
g . 1.3 cache 20MB(shared)
é’ L1 cache(D) 32kB
|12 cache 26kB
I

1E+02 1E+03 1E+04 1E+5 1E+06 1E+07 1E+08 1E+09
Memory size(byte)

B 1 KNC5 CPU & cache latency %t [

- K ILP

RIBARB /N Power= (Per formance)' ™ , {# B &L FF R
7 (Out-of-Order, QoO) i P6 LX.fEH A $h4T (in-order core)
) P54C BERER S 3 fF  (EMEBE RIEFA T 1. 915, ZRTFRERE
ML KNCRATHEFHITH Po4C, HER LR T 55K
347 (Instruction Level Parallelism, ILP) ,

« /LEE{4 cache prefetcher

LRI 5238, 5 Intel Xeon E5-2670 #itk, KNC A~
{X A L1 cache prefetcher, 5% L2 cache prefetcher 4147 T %
7, Bl RA 16 4 streamprefetcher, & stride prefetcher,

& FRRR, CPU AT LGB &L PATHY core FIBE4 cache
prefetcher %77 ¥ Bai cache latency, M KNC HUA 47, £ E B
EHIBRZSSHRAE RS, R B IF B BB LI cache
B,



3.3 HNEWHEFR . cache K/hHIR

o SCUNH SEA B IS 5 — 2

KNCH 8 MR FHEFI4, B e 2 #8E. B4E
EHEOHEE N 5. 5TB/s, 81 NTEHE % (Transaction) /b
4 4B, Hik KNC B9FiEH#F 9% 8 » 2 % 5. 5 x 4=2352GB/s, 40l
& 2 FF7R {8 ] STREAM SCill #4745 35 & 140GB/s, R AT 3
WK —RE, L 256 MRBIHHE, FH T REN LB
5 FB N RN 0. 5GB/s, ii/hF CPU,

STREAM TRIAD:Total Memory Bandwidth

=*Host
= Phi0

g

g

g B

-
=3

\r

Memory bandwidth(GB/s)

-

2

¢ Nunaxber olf6 thr::ds
B2 KNC il py e s

» L2 cache th#t 3 R ¥ 15a] 1R 18

KNC 5110p 4~ #% A 512KB B9 L2 cache, REE XA
30MB, HEMEREERED M H ML L2 cache F1# CL,
WAERX A CL 243 B 28 L2 cache #M9 447, E L
HEE R IR HAMB8 L2 cache (X LN 277 17%, B 5
X # (Bi-direction ring) b BIA% Z Rl Yy BERE B oot .

« 184 L3 cache

KNC&# L3 cache B T L= M AH, REFELBL
K, F—%& cache K/NiZ R B2 cache /N EFIR 8 £, 1)
10 KNC B #9 L1 cache Xy 32kB (¥ #8) + 32kB(354) =
64kB, l| L2 cache 3y 64kB % 8=>512kB, L1 2&#E, L3 cache
N (64kB+512kB) » 8=4, 5MB, B4 L3 cache ¥ &35 3|
270MB, X4 K # cache, 5t & i t Intel Knights Landing
KNCHT—R™R)K l4nm T2, HEH AL LB
500mm? , 1fij H B Intel £ AAY A HAUR T 200mm? ,

& FRTR, B F KNC WAEH S FR, cache K/NE BR, BT
FH LR 2R AT BEWg 2 cache 5 AR MBI, HFERH NT-
Store 4k .

4 HEFEFERL

X KNC IR REMWLL L 3 MEALBRAITERT 3 &7
&EHAT MAO,
4.1 HIEXNF

« BT F R AR B4 MR AE Ho ik X S

1R TES B (Heap Memory Allocation)

ERASHIR, B 1 HFRRESR, TLUSEENA
A EEFREHEE J X F 9 intrinsic [F1E , Bl malloc()
HX_mm_mallocO) , ¥4 freeQO S _mm_free(), HFEERHHK
ERFLBEFFEZH KNC Rl SHOC benchmark™? gt B 24#
HATXMFE. FdZFERTRATHERANLE—2F8,
Fby RN E, BrLLEBIBCRAISE 2 77k, Intel Threading
Building Blocks(TTB) #2 4 i & Bk T 22 #2 (81 A 5.6k ~r , A
B E A KNC, ¥ ¥ £ % malloc () 2 H scalable
aligned_malloc() ,¥% free () B X scalable_aligned_free(). i@
HHAEREESHE 1 f intrinsic FIEE T, #EFHE RN
%, B3IMFEREEMER SIMD B intrinsic JFiE, ] an{E

Fi_mm512_loadunpacklo_pd()Fl_mm512_loadunpackhi_pd()

BEARE, H H _mm512_fmadd _pd () BE47 M08 & B 1F

(FMA) , X F o ik PR BT, (L 4a AR RS B3
2)EAAEA & (Statically Allocated Variables)

TE Linux F{# A _attribute_ ((aligned (64))) float temp
(SIZE) , Windows T {8 fi _declspec_ (( aligned (64))) float
temp(SIZE) fr B A& .

¢ JESXT IR 2 BPARNBITE TR WHHLXFF

EEBTRRAE—EEAMSE, DULRIE 2 53RN
ZEdRXE 5, X FRA padding.

4.2 Cache B

BT R 30 HE L2 cache B stream X, HAKMFE
F A %RIFIHREF ST

-opt-prefetch=n, H.Hf n TRy 0~4, 0 K%M ,4 B %
., Intel FFEBMARANETRH-O2 XU LREFHAQTT
-opt-prefetch==3,-opt-prefetch-distance=d1: d0 Fi ¥ 5 &
BB BE B (BRI B0 »d1 &y L2 cache MTTEEE RS, dO 24 L1
cache Y HIEUIE R,

- FIESERIEA

FEEAHT IO A # pragma prefetchvar; hint. distance, F
var B EFBR AR, hint 25 0 F#/RWELE] L1 cache, 2y 1 W]
FARTBE L2 cache,

« {8 A Intrinsic F a1 HE

f# F void _mm_prefetch(char const * address, int hint) g
BB cache, H A hint 2 0 FRFIELE] L1 cache, 3 1 M3
ARMIRE] L2 cache. FEFZHTBRT , BE R B -opt-prefetch=
0 BX # pragmas noprefetch D4 3% 5 4 13 2% FRER , 38 50 & 4E R 7]
HEgrpoE,

4.3 Streaming Non-temporal Store

BEEHE BN R IZEIEARLE cache F, BEL
BB (FOBEBE cache 1, 7E cache HEFfG , HE EIAEF,
B B TR 2% PN R4S 5 IR 3% cache 28 (W], BB B0 ML 2
HESSNED, XY NT-Store, 7] L4 3T 4715 28 L 10
-opt-streaming-stores e W &, & 3 7] i {4 auto. always F
never, always &AM FHI M EE# 44 NT-Store.
AT LA E AR RAMEIR AT AN IR %2548 S184] # pragma vector
nontemporal, 44538 AIEAFE Huht R XF 57 fy et , o A] RAfE
FH 4% 2% % 3 -opt-streaming-cache-evict = x EFEE. H+ 0
FAAER CL#E,1 R R L1 cache, 2 FR R H
L2 cache, BRIME 3 F/RFIARFEH L1 f1 L2,

5 WXL

5.1 stream i3] ; Black-Scholes Formula
Black-Scholes Formula (BSP) B & a4 b % By
Bk, EHARRUT RS (PDE) 5 R A .

af, 1 f f
3t+20282 aSZ+rSBS rf=0

c=S» N(d\)—Ke "TN(dy) ey
p=Ke "N(—d,)—S* N(—dy)
Hrp
. 39



ln(S/K)-Hr-i—%)T

d = 3
' o VT
1n(S/K>+(r—§>T
d,= T =d,—o /T,

WRIT\# 1 PRARE, TLEH BSFHBLBEEAET S
A~ stream £ 1 4~ stream 5 R BRI .

# 1 BSFZ.LERHAH
for (int i=0;i<C count; ++i) {
float S=Sali],X=Xali];
float T=Tali],r=rali];
float v=valil;
float d1=Clogf(S/X)+(r+v » v .50 * T) / (v » sqrtf(T));
float d2=dl1— v * sqrtf(T);
result[i]=S * CND(d1) —X * expf(—r x T) » CND(d2);
)

MAO f Bt ingk 2 B,
F 2 BSF#y MAOZR
R T E

f# i KNC Native # &, E.2 5 f 7 AOS Z| SOA #

A TPO %% #, cache blocking, 347 1£.(# B OpenMP), i & tt.(fF
R 4 pragma simd) fu EMU
B At %2 HEAFKE N 4096, 4 A _mm_malloc() f2_mm_
; HF free() & ¥ 4 W Fu B # CallResult % 5 M4, A
3 16 B 8 7% Aw # pragma vector aligned
#_mm_mallocO) f2_mm_free() 4> . % ¥ # scalable_
C}\‘*j’A?:_'I%f aligned_malloc() #1 scalable_aligned_free(), X & 5 B

1R

9% hn 4% 1% 8 3% W-opt-prefetch-distance=6, 1

W TS R % 4 CallResult 1 PutResult 3# &
BAREEE B, B WA 783 8 5 v # pragma vector
nontemporal (CallResult, PutResult) , 3 7 /v 4 2 28 3%
X -opt-streaming-cache-evict=0

D: C+cache FUBL

E.D+NT-Store

5.2 stencil 3 3] ; Diffusion 3D
Diffusion 3D[ Intel-book | Fi R A #l 3D A2 Fh AR ER
WP SR, AT UL ) PR (ODE) F R FER
%{=N2f=x<g—;{+£{+g—1{) @

BEZERBEE 14 3D 7 & Stencil /L1, A 3
.

i

& 3 Stencil mEHE

# 3 Stencil OB BEHRB

folj]=ce* {1+
ce * fLje]+cw * f{jw]+
en * fljn]+es * fjs]+
ct » f{jt]+cb * {{jb]

3 3 (LA 8H Diffusion AD W LEEREET 74
stencil £f1 1 4~ stream . MAO ) B{E T2 103 4 T3,
] 40 L]

# 4 Diffusion 3D 8§ MAO 28

AR A A F %
# F KNC Native X, E£ B 7 ACS 3 SOA #
A:TPO %% # , cache blocking, 3 47 4t (4 A OpenMP) #u 1] & f&
(# A # pragma simd)
B. A+-TEB ¥ F 2 F % K A 64,14 A scalable_aligned_malloc() fu
%{%Xﬂ‘% scalable_aligned_free O &4, 2 BRI fo in XA 2

4, 7B 1B IR R Ao # pragma vector aligned
staf 1A f0bIX 7T M R GBEBEFEAH
pragma prefetch 3 47 #{ B . L2 cache # distance % 8,
L1 cache # distance # 1, [& Bt % #0 4 ¥ 2 % H-opt-
prefetch-distance=8,1

MTHA M BHENREES B, Bk A2 CERA
7% #m 4 pragma vector nontemporal (fn[j]), 3 & n %
% & ik T -opt-streaming-cache-evict=0

1# i SIMD # intrinsic & i# _mm512_loadunpacklo_pd
O F2_mm512_loadunpackhi_pd() g A f[j]# f{jb] %,

C;:B+cache T Bl

D:C+NT-Store

E. A+ intrinsic

B F 3h4E A _mm512_fmadd_pd 3t ' 413 47 FMA # ¢
N 4t ([5]28] {(jblix 7 ANME, 4 A _mm_prefetch() K&
: Cheﬁ;;lc HATHE . L2 cache By distance 14 % 8, L1 cache #
cal distance 75 % 1
G:F+intrinsic | _mm512_storenrngo_pd() B iE 54k [n % 4
NT-Store
6 SEIEIRIE

6.1 BERRZKERHYE

RATHEBE LB RBEBXFEELOTEN ~ £ 14
KNC #& 5 (BLE % 5) L1, n REMTEARKHESSE 1
BB #H CPU+GPU+MIC Wy RHa4e ), g5 H5#
e F7 35 ) 263TFlops, 7£ 2014 4F 6 A B9 TOP500 HHE 4 H
251,

#5 KNCHAMEHMAGRGEE

PR BE

CPU Intel SNB E5-2670 @2. 6GHz
KNC Intel KNC 5110p@1. 05GHz
MPSS MPSS version 3, 2, 3

RER

6.2 MELEEREITERE

TPO i@ # B WATHE B AT, /0 MAO H M EE P REX
IRETHIF, TREESNBENEHABR. XRFEMS
Bh#E 6% T E 6B W ¥ 8 5C (Performance Monitoring Unit,
PMU) g HWPC, KNC i£F 10 £ event, il VPU_ELE-
MENTS ACTIVE, #idix & event 7] LIHEE 1 metric, {0
VPU usage, 5 MAO HFHIHHXMALT 31

« VPU usage

B LLE AR VPU_ELEMENTS _ACTIVE/VPU_
INSTRUCTIONS_EXECUTED #:78, 0 R (& 75 WU &
T/ANF 8 HAEBNEET/MT 16, W] e T E AT HEBEE

+ .1 cache miss rate

AT E B /A R (DATA _READ_MISS_OR_WRITE _
MISS+ L1_DATA _HIT _INFLIGHT _PF1)/ DATA _
READ_OR WRITE ##%. MR ZEKXT 5%, R—E B
FHERRTRLL .

+ Memory Bandwidth

MEBENFEWREE 2 M. DT LUER Core Hi4 8y
events, B 4B B4 55 (L2_DATA _READ_MISS_MEM_
FILL+L2 DATA WRITE MISS_MEM_FILL-+ HWP_

Intel Composers XE 2013. 3. 163




L2MISS) » 64 /CPU_CLK_UNHALTED,REHEIHETS
[T (L2 VICTIM_REQ WITH_DATA+SNP_HITM_
L2) * 64 / CPU.CLK_UNHALTED, , B BHMENRES
(read-+write) * freq. (BZFTHEA A, BB A NT-
Store i+ EAERN, BitE @ T NT-Store, I 1l &£ H X HES
Wb, WRZME /DT 80GB/s, M FE % BFH T REK.
2)th W LA # A Uncore 35 8. KNC & 8 4~ F£ 12 il
BEEMY 2 AEHE. EMNNFEREMEH 4 MRS
(counter) 343 HINM BHEE 0 ML  SHLEE 1 WiE. 5. B
2 MTERNBREHZ L, 64 FERLIATE E, LAk
RAEENMERANFETR. HAFLEG P, BT EEEE
HBRFhITRFEHRENAEE.
6.3 Profiling TR

mZk 6 Fryl, RATEL B HHEA T A8 E Erlangen-Nu-
remberg K2ZEFF % i Likwid™ #0 Intel VtuneAmplifier XE 3
W& HWPC, ¥Rt MER B EE AT KEFER
PAPIM4,

# 6 Profiling THE

IR kK
Lilwid FELE. BRE FESA. B F4,
f0 B # M R 4 offload H R
Intel VtuneAmplifier -
Mol WU s, BRI R, R AR
PAPI FRES, BBEF R
7 HRaoWH

7.1 Black-Sholes Formula

EATE B3R S 58 OMP_NUM_THREADS = 240,
KMP_AFINNITY = “compact, granularity = fine”, F {14
ATREFNEMN TSN E Wall Clock, fff i Likwid 1] &
VPU usage 1 L1 cache miss rate,{# i Intel Amplifier XE
Uncore J7 %l Memory Bandwidth, &5 £ 413 7 Fr%il,

# 7 BSF W MAOBEZ R
Wall VPU

L1 cache Memory

1R ALIR A Clock(s) usage miss rate( %) Bandwidth(GB/s)
MAOME BARE RS AR
A;TPO ¥4 6. 15 9.5 7.7 0. 80
B: A+ ¥ #tF 6. 09 9.7 6.0 0.72
C:A+TBB##ExF 596 9.7 6.0 0. 50
D.: C+cache F{ B 5. 88 9.7 4,2 0. 49
E:D+NT-Store 5. 69 9.7 0.5 0. 48

B, #1T MAO Z /5, i A E MM eE 54 A M
HRET 8. 1%, uHE L1 cache miss rate M Z BT 7. 7Y% &
T 0.5%, VPU usage KT 8, B Frl &2 HE., Memory
Bandwidth %75, ZH % BSF B FitREEE AWK
BAEH BN, BB X MUER/NI A 5 3% profiling TH
RENEW,. XBER A i#MS%, FERFITE. #H TBB&K
WXTFTEIRRAS C MIPERB LR AS B BE A 271, H XA~k L
TREFZS HEHEH., ETHRFHJETA cache FHK
8T EIFHZE R, ¥ L1 cache miss rate BT 520 R9H R 4R
PITF. NT-Store BRMZEMF T 0.5%., XtthHAh 2 #hif
{6, NT-Store BB AN B E. HFLFR, X TFRIFEN
MAO X T8 458 7% S U [ 84 Jor FF B30 D B3

7.2 Diffusion 3D

BITHEIFIE Sy OMP_NUM_THREADS=180 1
KMP_AFINNITY="scatter", ZFfLAHFH 180 ZETAR
240 218 , & A X Diffusion 3D B F N & % F B (Memory
Bandwidth Bound) 5 i, A% b B 4 MR RS H
HEET M. RATHEARF N E T EERIE Wall Clock, {#
Fi Likwid | & VPU usage 1 L1 cache miss rate, ffFIRRFH
BT ES & Memory Bandwidth, 255 i3k 8 Frl.

# 8 Diffusion 3D #) MAO #:RE4E R

Wall VPU L1 cache Memc?ry
. R Bandwidth
#® AR & Clock(s) usage  miss rate( %) (GB/s)
AT AR AT AR Py
A:TPO £% 3.91 5.8 5.7 67.7
B: A+TBB # # 3 ¥ 3.65 6.1 6.3 71.4
C:B+cache T B 3.59 6.1 11.4 74.1
D:C+NT-Store 3.02 6.1 4.3 89.2
E: A+intrinsic
) 3.47 5.7 6.2 77.3
HEF
F.E+intrinsic
cache FLE 3.47 5.7 11.1 74.7
G:Ftintrinsic 2.81 5.2 6.8 94.6

NT-Store

BRI, #1T MAO Z )5, B SR VPU usage 1 L1 cache
miss rate S E A, {8 1 F Memory Bandwidth F| 2 g &
T39.7%, HIRA G MBS EA A HEERERT
39. 1% .3X 14,88 Memory Bandwidth 7£ Diffusion 3D {8
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