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Abstract: Traditional Cluster Area Network(cLAN)’s evaluation model takes only latency, bandwidth, routing,
congestion, network topology and some related aspects into consideration. Are these factors ENOUGH to describe
the real applications’ communication behavior or predict its performance on cLAN? In the large quantity of NAS
Parallel Benchmarks’ tests(version 2.4) on a modern supercomputer— —DeepComp 1800, which is of LINUX
Cluster architecture, it is found that the real performance of cLAN could be greatly affected by a special
communication pattern(LU pattern). Further investigation reveals that the cLAN’s capacity of dealing with LU
mode is independent of the known performance factors such as latency, bandwidth and so on. So it is necessary to
take some new considerations on cLAN’s evaluation model and add one new factor to reflect the abnormal
phenomenon. The new model also provides some challenges in parallel algorithm design and application
performance improvement on the LINUX Cluster.
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EEE N BINA976—),55, Lig A\ b, 2 SR ST 00 A w PR R v 550, vk e UE SR PRI, 43 55 U4k B2 R Beowulf LINUX
BURFR G L@ A5 PO B vl 2007 5 S B KB I EAT B S04 R A5 AU AL B Fh Bk KB (1942 —), U5 T 9 5% Tl - A= 3 0, 2 AT 5
AU R 5 TR SE0 5 10 5 A3 m R (1973 —), 55, 18 b BT 93 0%, 32 TEAIT 50 0el o8 DR 2R AT B8 A AT RE e i ot
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# E: A4 EAE W% (cluster area network, [ A8 cLAN)#9# R MIAEA! £ £ 8 T 3R, FF. Bd. WE. Wkis
M FE AR EE FRE RS FIRE AR A EBE LG BIEATA A LB A A% Loy fesh dh—
ANARAF 649 TN 92,2 % 2+ NAS Parallel Benchmark(2.4 M A 12 5 8% £ 4055 1800(DeepComp 1800) L3 47 K &)X o
I, G B P 2504 384T M A T AR — AP S5 2R 0 AT AE X (LU AR RX) AT = £ ¥ oh. RN R A, X A% eh LU AE X
9B A RAR T T A AT 69 4es8 iR, 5. Bl FE. ML M SR & 69, B A oL BT EBE W 467 AL
A F AT H A, I A —ANF 69 M AR B F A RBRIX AN R I8 I R MR R 48 R R AN EH F AL AT £
BEZ G0 0 FHAT FOR RO VA R S PR KAUARA 231 B 04 12 R AZ 5 i 68 09 AL IR A — 2o 3 04 Bk

KR EAERL(CLAN)FFNAEA; NPB;LINUX £ & 4,813 M AL 3R M@ 12 A X

FEES XS TP393 SERFRIRES: A

Linux SEHE RGN —FOog X 10088 4 v 55 10 it v U 58 HL AT A% 5 R 1k BE AN A% BL A X i 5, 36 1P 4538 4 T 2
B KR, H HT, 4 77 J6 Ethernet,Myrinet!!, Dolphin’s SCI,Giganet,Gigabit Ethernet!!4% A it % % i) ikt vk 5 % .5t
FRAT T 50,4 G O SR X 46 (cLAN) VF IS 28 5 % 8 7 g RO Ay gl ZERL ik e 01, 44 $h O g
R X SR RS 2 LA IR AR R G b S B N R AR IR A AT by, B S LA Mk RE AT LSRRG 1 (1 T
WWE 23K 2 A S0 H AR Ak G239 N AF 5 B — ™ In) f.

NAS Parallel Benchmarks(NPB)J2& — 21 2 A (0 FH TP K UM I AT HL/AB 2% SO0 A v 8 7% 307, 2002
£ 11 H 19 H,NAS &Afi T NPB2.4 beta release,5| A\ T Class D #1347 I/O(parallel 1/O)!™ % F XA gt 57 i 1)
NPB2.4 UK FRE MR RAE—F M 1800( 1 B R B4 2% 5 R AR AT A B 55 AR AR A1 36 W 0F 4l 4= Bk
LKL TOPS00 HEA % 43 i ——nhttp://www.top500.0rg/list/2002/11), 3 AT 14 T K BRI 5 B0 A2 R 4 4% 1)
TBASMEREAE — PR R B ——LU #0231 TR E SO T 22 B K. T 1800
[ AC 4% T Myrinet2000 M1 K] 71 JE Ethernet -, 30ATI0 LU AR P FHAS 7] 90 45 L (11247 45 RadkAT T L
B, W EBAE LU 3 , Myrinet2000 (1) {5 2 A8 2 LU 35l Ethernet 2R %2, L& v LB —E M S B %E—
BHZE T ERFER T8 45 L AR MPL RS AR R Z B8 AE /4 BUA [A). HL R — B R R R —IE
4000L( Fh A [} 2% Bt v 530 4 AR A 57 5 188 e 4 [ 3 [RI 461, [F) B fiC 4% Mlyrinet2000 5338 7 JK Ethernet )
RS R, PLRTE S Myricom 2\ A W RGIESE T JAFE ARG 1800 15 4512

To%E, 5 H JE Ethernet AHLL, JLT- A CAN K P 48 045 Tk GE DR 77, AR L Al 98 . X ZE AL B, B e, M
240 D 45 K 25 Myrinet # B 145 22,17 HLIRATIHE IR 1800 FTHE Y 40001 b ) 9123 25 Bt 3lF 92 73X — 5. it LA, LU
A I SHE AT Sk () A R4S FRAT TS DU, T R I A 7 — 8 JHC Al ) 0 286 368 45 1 A DX 7, 7E X 8 IR 1 Mlyrinet2000
AU IE 5 JK Ethernet .

ARSI DTk F AR T

(1) IR AT I 45 1) 20 5 12 A T DA — e Tk A 08 5 A X —— LU S U O H s i, L &S T 70 B S8 il 1
1% T Myrinet2000 b5 7 JK Ethernet 2222 3X 7] DL 5| EE X AS [F) AR BE P 4% (cLAN) IR BE R AT R P Re ik
) o3 — fA B S 2%

(2) TR IX—REER I LU B0 T — A7 (0 S B I 40630 15 1k e DP-IU B8] 7, T 33— 16 2 e VP00 BT
ST O IER . AR PZE . B i AR R T 00 AR UG, AR L AT B A U IR Y 4%, 1T Myrinet2000 A, 7EIX —
B tERe R+ EA—E .

(3) Tk Pl 7. — AT (R B T T 0% 3 1 P DU ASE Y, o0 A IR ) X — P R T N AR R DK 8 i ) R T
LogP 15584 1) B2 T 104 236 30015 VP M A B 408 H — A 0 BE RN TE 4 )b 72

1 MRIRE

1.1 RF5E1800
RIE 1800 £ 256 A1 5745 11,2 AN VO 45 10,4 AN B 3L 4 i, — N B G505, — AR 45 00 AT 45 fU i
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Intel Xeon 2GHz [ 4L B 24 H0 1GB P 77 20 B, FL WA 4 4Gflops(4n J A% F SSE2, 1] LLik 5] 8Gflops). B4 R4 17
FISHWEAE A 1 Tflops(in R AH ] SSE2, 1 LLiA #] 2Tflops). ZER R ZKFINEL 4 T Myrinet2000 F1E 3 15 Jk
Ethernet(Intel pro100).

R 1800 144 4n 1% #% 24 :Intel® Fortran Compiler for 32-bit applications, Version 6.0,GNU Fortran 0.5.26
20000731(Red Hat Linux 7.1 2.96-98),GNU cc/gce/g++ version 2.96.3: Myrinet2000 [ MPI it A 3 MPICH-GM
1.2.1..76,GM JRA 2 1.5.2.1;3%3# 17 Jk Ethernet [¥] MPI A} MPICH-1.2.4-p4mpd.

R 1800 HIHLALBEAE LI E R 45 OpenPBS JRA 2.3pl16.4% ¥ 4% #e & L AL L T5 O :-O3 NPB IR A2 P T
FH G BE LS A 2B 28 4 “randi8”.

1.2 EEJ4000L

2 % 4000L (¥4 A iF & 45 &5 4 Intel Pentiumd4 2.4GHz, 5 /E & % 1 % 4 Linux 2.4.18. W 4% 4
Myrinet2000(LANai9),GM fRA % 1.6.3.

2 SRE5 1800 £ A9 LogP &2 550

B 1R 2 7] LU L EFRATT AR 6 —— N 1800 I Myrinet2000 1) LogP 45 7 (i) #5459 2% 4
SEELLY 1 JK Ethernet i 15%.

LogP test of MPI_Send/MPI_Recv LogP test of MPI_Send/MPI_Recv
1000 * ‘ 1
o 4 10000 5% rd
g g —om .
i
3 4 1000
S 100 5 £
® 7 ®
g ~ 8 100
o ~ S o
€ ’ £ '
10 o W//
s Q== R
o ¥
1 10 100 1000 10000 100000 1 10 100 1000 10000 100000
message size (bytes) message size (bytes)
Fig.1 LogP parameters of Myrinet 2000 Fig.2 LogP parameters of Ethernet
1 Myrinet2000 [ LogP 574 2% & 2 Ethernet [f) LogP Hi#I 5%

3 X5 1800 LAY LU 2EMRK

TAG01E T NPB2.4 i FEF “CLASS C”HI“CLASS D”(I% T ‘IS’ FEF % CLASS D LUAM), ¥ e 414>
BHEATHE 2,4,8,..., 5% 3] 256 AN VI 46 55 1 2 138 45 /1 )i (communication media) 43 1 5% F Myrinet2000 F1
J& Ethernet DLiEAT &5 3 2 [B] () EL AL BT A MIRE P, B T LU ZE Myrinet LIS 4T #022 LU ZE 17 JK Ethernet 4R,
XA JE TS AT I LogP B SE M. LG LU, L4 iF LA 3EREE 1T (2,4,8,...,128/256), L LB K
1% K (1) I) B R (CLASS=A/B/C/D)FIR ] A A AL 16 5 (-0/-02/-03),LU FLJ37E Ethernet b [f)32 47 80 & i &

YT AR Myrinet fRA. & 3 /& NPB (1) LU #2/ 775 M & —— 3 5 1800 L1247 45 (CLASS C/D).
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Performance (per node) of LU Class C and Class D
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Fig.3 NPB2.4’s LU on DeepComp 1800
3 %M 1800 L) LU iR

B3 R —ANHEEILS & A Ethernet |-, %% /5 i ‘Mflop/s/process’ 5 U8 T CLASS D [ il £k, 1 7F
Myrinet _F,CLASS C #f14E () “Mflop/s/process’ %5 .

3.1 LUKER

TR S A 3 ) DU BT 1) LU #2)3 45 Ethernet b ¥R BLE 4 T Myrinet, Ifi H3& o] LA 313X A B
SET )R B g R ) R R DL R G R A LA T B — 2D TR R B, E D Myrinet bR S RO
MPICH-GM [¥]‘recv mode’ /& ‘polling’ ‘blocking’id & “hybrid’ th & TG 1.

FRATTIN A 0k 199 2411 2 1) Ak BE AN 3 X — B AR S AL R O 2 BRATT RS LU B2 A 4 % CLASS A I
AP AS BERE I, JE/E Ethernet ERJIZAT IR T Myrinet. ] 25 52 b 7B X M gn VR 428 R FE R OB S 1T 4
A 2 R0 R 8 — N AN I 4Kbytes M E#E LI .

O, ATV A8, FTRE T LA LU 27 g U — /N B AR & 7 S R e AR b i 8 TR S =i T
Myrinet [t Ethernet 18 (172,

4 FRFRATIN NPB 1) LU F2 /5 H R 1 LU #2:8(LU #5X,BP AL NAS Parallel Benchmarks kA4S 2.4 H
1) LU F&)7 g Bk i an B 4 577 19— B sg i ) 260 15 1k g 1) QAR ), b e LT 4 AN TEE WS4

loop 1R FE I MBI IR B (TETRATI ZEHERR /7 3 2000).

loop2 REANTREFE I W AG IR B (LR TRATTI ZEHERE P v B R 60).

msgSize: JIT A% 3% 1T KK/ FEAEANFR P AT R 72 b R AR (TEFRATT W HEFR /7 % 4000 Bytes).

compLoop:5E XA —A i L tm_comp_us()F HTHAT IF USSR EL Z S H0k e T A WIEFRHBR T
MPI B A SMEITE 25338 5 0CE LRI K S MPT 5 ) 22 18] (1 B 1) ZiE 3R (7 BRATT I SEHERE e P el 10%).

BN FEEEWLE,ER 4 1 LU A4y i MPL G {5 #8582 4 5 ¥ 1 BE 28 X {5
(‘MPI_Send’/*MPI_Recv’).

32 SHKEE
T R LU B OX R AT B ILG 0  RL BRATIAT 1 4 R4S B LU BT T ¥R N ER R 2 T W R
g LR 1. i ‘send time’,‘recv time’,‘comp time’IF ISR FEF T kI . AR DL K
‘tm_comp_us()’ £ AE IS 7] ¥ B A1 * base FEI0EY 4 NS EMEIEWE 4 T SRR 77 04T 45 35 * discard
FE M2 24 A 1K) ‘tm_comp_us() BRI 07, B 4 (W& W IEFR T BR T MPL#RAE LAAR I 2 R I IF SRR N
AR AT 85 L.
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#define loop1 2000
#define loop2 60
#define msgSize 4000
#define compLoop 10°

Process 0 Process 1
Startwtime = MPI_Wtime(); Startwtime = MP1_Wtime();
For (j = 1;j <= loop1; j++) { For (j = 1;j <= loop1; j++) {
For(i=1;i<= loop2;it+) { For (i =1; i <=loop2; i++) {
Tm_comp_us(compLoop); MPI_Recv(msgSize * MPI_CHAR)
MPI_Send(msgSize * MPI_CHAR); m_comp_us(compLoop);
} }
For (i = 1; i <=loop2; i++) { For (i = 1; i <=loop2; i++) {
MPI_Recv(msgSize ¥ MPI_CHAR); Tm_comp_us(compLoop);
Tm_comp_us(compLoop); MPI_Send(msgSize * MPI_CHAR);
} \}
}
Endwtime = MPI_Wtime(); Endwtime = MP1_Wtime();
Fig.4 LU pattern
4 LU R
Table 1 Statistics comparison of LU pattern
&1 LU BAKG
Process Total time (s) Send time(s) Recv time(s) Comp time(s)
Proc 0.ether.base 483.39 2.87 15.66 462.36
Proc 1.ether.base 483.39 2.94 14.24 463.73
Proc 0.myri.base 721.46 0.40 254.61 463.62
Procl.myri.base 721.52 0.42 247.03 470.46
Proc 0.myri.discard 4.60 0.45 2.48 -
Proc 1.myri.discard 4.60 0.45 2.10

M 1 AT UG B L4E Myrinet BAS () 532 47 1) 18] B (H He*send  time” )5 b Ethernet (B4 (G,
T 7f Myrinet Ml Ethernet FiZAT ) MPI 2 )% 5 A4 56 4 AH |, B LA e AT % AT 7 A 20 H 1
‘MPI_Send’/*MPI_Recv’).it i Myrinet Lt Ethernet 18 [ 5 28 VE 7 B e /E " 1 ‘MPI_Recv’ E.

WERIRATHE & 4 Th i “tm_comp_us() 4§ AE 4 245, ERAS B2R 1 rhe* discard 4T /i 1 45 AR X PIAT (1 45
REIRT Htm_comp_us()’ #AFE 43 25 35 )5 ,Myrinet [F] ‘recv time’ Y AR U7 T 77 & MK 1 FE 2 b il #5
1) LogP Z:HUn L A3 311 45 AR T “tm_comp_us() AU A& MPI 2 2 [ BEAT W 5 A% 346 I T i S 52 21 (R 2 2 1)
FEIR 583 PiXF B [ “MPI_Send’ 5 *MPI_Recv’ . [i] 1) AN VC FC g Fi 23T LA, Sab 175 53 WL, 26 B AT B 5 —— R
1800 I, 4 S v A v JE A% s BN BT 3 N ()0 90 ZE IR ——tm_comp_us()’ [ 3%, Myrinet 7S & [ 5 3% 5 B0 I+ WA A
2 0] AR I RN R B IR —— B A A A compLoop £ £ 1 ‘tm_comp_us()’ # 1 J5 ,Myrinet ]
‘MPI_Recv’JIT 52 2| ¥ 5% i Z1328 1 K T+ Ethernet.

AR KR L1593 1038 43 45 T, AT AT AZ A HERR DL 3 Rt IRV Oy i

(1) HI BT AV B FE A [R] B 1) T A8 R I 0 SUAS )36 1 v, * base Fil*.discard PRl A AS 9T 14 8 1 v 5L
KB R4 4K Bytes AN T LALIX PIAMRCAS 7E % A ) Myrinet(MPICH-GM & GM)&{, Ethernet(MPICH & TCP/IP)
b BT P R AL 3 PSR % R AN S R (MIPT Specification) U TE SC, % b vFE (1 BHL 2 203 45, I A FIR
TN MPT #1E 2 IS ZE IR “tm_comp_us()’, AN 1260 B2 5 B A5 17 9 A (LA 5% . o L BT 4% 5% A 5 8 K 8
1R/, 7" 4KBytes, o i & £ Myrinet(MPICH-GM & GM)ik s& Ethernet(MPICH & TCP/IP)#f Ak 1 Al e 78 8 H 3%
R IE M) VE I8 37 76 78 AN 2148, 1 Rendezvous Protocol o — 45 7] 25 & 2 W i i S K .

(2) FEAMBLAEE 4 H 1 tm_comp_us() #AE H i K W 5 04t MPT #4E H00E J6 5¢, 548 AT A £04f [l 28
H B E K GATAE.

(3) Memory UM 7E ] 4 T B T sk /A2 e 00 S 2 A Y R () 2755 B ——sendMisg ) recvMis g,
H5 T 5 11 %11 ping-pong M 58 4 A A

TEHERR T LA B3 3 ASTTREM I K 2 5 38 — AN AT R ) S DA i 45 4 € =[] 20 B 3R —— AN A 30 i
13 S22 T AT A A B i, B 4 3 e 2V L NP 4 v FRA A T 5 T DU B 2 R 1 R A 2 ) AR DL R,
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PN T “tm_comp_us(compLoop)’ v HAEIR T4 LU B HIAFLE & TR 1 BT Myrinet %78 B A% 3 7] i )
XA TR IR AR 52 Rk 5 B A 2 Th) (1) AS DL e B gk e 2

R msgSize’,‘loop1’,*loop2’ [l € & ‘4KBytes’,*2000°,°60°, # 4 14 I ‘compLoop’, Bl Il 5 1 fiF 7= K
‘tm_comp_us’ unit, 9l & H4 I T IR % 5 B0 A 2 1R]AS TR T 0 B/ RE SR i 25 38 18 BRI [A] (reey
time) A~ [ F2 B A 3G 0. 777 HLL N 5 1 h ke G 6 B T4 [A) 1 comp Loop® 4 1 & Myrinet {1 #2 Y [A]° (recv
time) 13 N W 2 22 Lk Ethernet AR IN A ] 5 H 8K Myrinet ‘recv time’ 1) 520 P8 1 28 (1 2 Ko i v F10%
Ethernet ‘recv time’ [F/N X M4k 55 4h, FAT T 1] LA 2, 618 Myrinet 1652 Ethernet, 45 ‘compLoop’ 1138 fin, 3= 22
ST AN 8] (recy time)HH B 880, 2 3% IR ) (send time) 3 A AN AR 5 2 U, TE 16 CcompLoop’ S AT 18 A0, ] LWL
RENF A XL

recv_time.myri—recv_time.ether=total time.myri—total time.ether )

IUAE, FRAT I T AR B 3 op o) — AN AP BRI B4 B 4 A+ 4 7E Ethernet b, LU ) Class D ] ‘Mflop/s/process’
R Gt B f5, 1T 7E Myrinet 152 Class C #z 51 21% 248 2 B4 Class D ) i 80 RIASE B8 K, U155 B T 1] 4 1 compLoop’
T AE IR A1 BE KT Myrinet XX AN ‘compLoop B VF S 4E IR 5 M B0 A 43 1 Class D 2 W] (recv time)
SERT Class C I - L, 48145 I 7] 10 AH W 38 K

Comparison of the mismatching send/recy time on Ethernet and Myrinet

2500 - . — i i . .
ether.send time -
ether.recv time x .
myri.send time @ -
2000 F myri.recv time - .
] -
=2 L
s 1500 | P
L] -
= .
2 1000 | -
[ .
500 -
o i T e ‘f o X

1 2 3 4 5 B r 8 9 10
'tm_comp_us' unit

Fig.5 Comparison of the sensitivity to the mismatch timing of send/recv operations between Myrinet and Ethernet
K5 Myrinet I Ethernet X 5 A% /42 W (8] AN T A 1) 80 J% 55 1Y) LU AsE
% T “compLoop’ LA SEIG KW, B A0 3 DB H: ‘msgSize’, loopl’, loop2’ %} LU #3045 A [|] 1) 52 W), WL 3%
2.4 2 ., ‘compLoop> Z 41— B [H & A 10%QKIF SUSED).E8 1. 55 2 ATER R W, 9304 3 A S M, 1 K AMIG
IR E loop 1 I 43 {F Myrinet &5 Ethernet ) LU #3047 & I 7] 2 22 S 2e MR Wk 28 3 AT 5 Al eg 1
A7 LA RV A R A S B (EUR R R T AN A A AN PR CH T 2L BRI 2000%60 = 400030, 75 7 B
FEAR R 15 00 R Myrinet IS AT S T 2] AR A4 50 3 4TSS 4 ATHEAT LUE U Ak i (3 K2
‘msgSize’ N, 4T 3 NS ERFFAZS, F KA B KBS Myrinet L Ethernet 121582 T,
Table 2 The impacts of ‘msgSize’, ‘loop1’, and ‘loop2’ parameters
on the total running time of LU pattern
Fz 2 ‘msgSize’, ‘loopl’, ‘loop2> ZH N LU B S AT & 1 7] 1) 52 M)
MsgSize (KB) Loopl Loop2 Time on Myrinet Time on Ethernet

4 2000 60 698.61 494.12
4 4000 60 1396.19 985.61
4 4000 30 489.97 508.31
10 4000 30 694.93 509.16

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



Bl A R AR AR e AR K 1137

4 FREYIENAEEY

FH T 01 552 36 004 5 0 A7 o] DU 380, S 0 0 28 sk w5l £ 1) 128 B 52 X6 I PR AR08 /4 AL A 2 RD FR o A5 4
IR(BP LU #E20H 1) compLoop 2 500 1) 52 W A SE AR A Qn S — AN SE B 9 B F 2%, 1 NPB H (1) LU A7 2RI FE 1)
T GEIR TR A 6 2 W A5 A T 200 AR 47 1 R ok A B e AR T IE W B ATTAE SC R BT L, — AN B R EIR . A
B BRI PHIEALTE. LRI D 45 R I M 4%, T Myrinet2000, 37 N B A % M 4 AT R AR EE LU B
87791 LK AR M AT 2 SO X AN R N B L) T LogP 157 (1 AR AE X 4% VP ASE 78 v e LA 1
— DB SEE SR .

MBS 22 DL R LA — 8 s o B, B AT mT DA ST A Dk — AN RE R 4% Ab B LU B AR D) AT B R
A AR Z)

(tc;) /(tc,)
(tr; (m) = tr, () [(tr; (m) — try (m)) |
te1=f(tro(m),tso(m)).

SEMI(SEnsitivity to MIsmatch timing) & A1 15 XA HE P 2% 4k 1 LU AR RE 0 R N B EE, et 2
K 5‘recv time’ 1 £k B — SRR,

m AR T B 4 T msgSize’ Z 4L

tro(m)./tso(m) 3 T A LT T X6 5 P ¢ 228 B2 WK 456 A1 DE AR AT, B I 4 compLoop® B8 0 IREBL T,
AP BRI ) 5 R 3% 1 [8) 2 LR (“recv time®/send time”).

te)(m)fCFR T 24— A A7 1) “tm_comp_us()’(FE & 4 [R3EAERR 7 B 2 Xk 10° YRIF 2508 56 ) 77 76 i 3t
TR MPI ik 5 HWCAE I & BT B E IR (R 1 Y comp time”).

tedmRET i ANHALI) tm_comp_us()AFEN, BEFEI MPI K iE 5 HRERAE TR B HAEIRER 1
‘comp time’).

tri(m)fRR T M msgSize’ N m, I AETE— A7 1 (tm_comp_us()) T 5 AL IR I, AN FE 15 1 422 I (8] (recv
time).

tri(m)IRR T M msgSize’ H m,I-AZLAE @ AHALMI(tm_comp_us()) v 5 LE IR I, FEAFL 7 (1 B2 I 18] (recv
time).

f RRER AR — AN AL TH A ZE IR (tm_comp_us()), Bl ‘compLoop’ 5T 55 12 % R AKHR T trg N 5o 40 (HIL
BAAR R0 B OC FR (R D) IE A S AR T 2E.

5 LU &3 7E Myrinet2000 IR T Al GERUARIR T I | — L3213

E A0 B AT AT T A B, LU B0 R AR P R AR 4 1 Myrinet2000 1938 15 P B8 55 5 K 14 5% i, 4 ik 2
i, Myrinet2000 X} LU #5810 AL B AE ) B F — — SEMI A 4f A28 B LR R 2 J5, e i 5 R AR B T

1) SRS, G LU A 33 AR R 7 28 SCRT LA 1 i L A 1 4 it

o SEAN TP BT S, FH S R IR AR 2 TE B 1) AR K RS T XA T R K.

o tHT Myrinet ) SEMI DK 7 AN 4f, = BEAATLAE 30 F2 [ %6 B (1) MPT 3% 5 B2 AE AN T R 45 0L
FEWCHR A (R IR 18] I I8 T BT 3 ¢ MIPT Specification) MIrf g X [l 25 BE X ——<MPI_Ssend’/‘MPI_Recv’
Xt et oA EG DC P, DAk /D> AN DR TC 5 950 5 R 1 e AC B 32 L L A 1 oSl &5 31 L 3.

2) WT—AN KB R RGOR UL RFE R 1 EE BN E RN ZEREEZRE LI EAT AN E,
SR MR T SR (O, 3 A 3 1 9 8% T AN . % ) b 38 SR AT FE R RN v B B U, T R T T
B SRR PE BRI T A SO ) LU BRI AER 355 2 SRS 6 H1 Kt 2 % bo) s BTy LU 31,385 58 1 7
JE LA W] TEBE A — ANk BB L2 v PR .

SEMI(m) =
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Table 3 Comparison of gtandard mode with gynchronous mode on Myrinet and Ethernet

F 3 brdmE R A A 2P E B TR Myrinet #1 Ethernet | ¥ LL#R

NPB v2.4 LU Class=C

Standard mode(‘MPI Send’/’MPI Recv’) Sync mode(‘“MPI_Ssend’/"MPI_Recv’)
# of proc Ethernet(s) Myrinet # of proc Ethernet(s) Myrinet
1 5200.88 5261.64 1 5152.28 5223.09
2 2730.95 4255.01 2 2724.50 2596.91
4 1451.96 2922.85 4 1581.26 1397.41
8 806.34 2194.38 8 968.90 721.64
16 497.63 1292.61 16 566.92 382.89

MR 3 FIRATTAT LA 21,358 NPB A7 19 LU F2 57 1030 5 B s W FRHERE X (‘MPI_Send’/*MPI_Recv’) A [
B (‘MPI_Ssend’/*MPI_Recv’), 2 7E Myrinet & 138 15 14 B8 w] LUAR 2 0 B 1) 42 =, 3t LU 23 A 5 LT R I
T AN T R 05 b T R A 1 BE SR A6 Ethernet, W) i T 240 10 [ 25 144, L GRS 5 I 1 I, (EL A 4 425
T MBEFRI N .3 3 R I T AR 4515 P R 2 o AR TR 2 B AR R AR A R

6 MXIE

LogPPVRI LogGP A Y 2 i i A 40 00 2% 1 fi de 3 R (10 4 ol SO0 YA 784 (H SRR [12, 1370 T A #4817 B 4 1T
X IR S TR 199 265 (10— S 0 508 A R 2 o) AT DA 7, 0 R A U 7K e (LA S LTI 4 45 SR F) Log P
R TR P 18 7 S A 3 R AT AR T AN T AL, TRT I a0 20 Ko 3 A 37 PR R P A AS I 1980 0 R s A A L .

#ESCHR[13]H 5T % Cray T3E,IBM RS/6000 SP,Quadrics,Myrinet 2000,Gigabit Ethernet %578 AN [ [ 3 135 B
W KBTS [ (L5 0 SCHR[12]0 LAE S 2 %% Quadrics,Infiniband,Myrinet IR 251 OS
Bypass, FH 7 A5 25 B RE 8 v T — 2858 i A 8 A R )3 (Microbenchmark), 4 1 4~ Master. £~ Slave [l
5 77 I, G 5 L R A R, ik BB A T MR, I R S S A 1 8 A D K
(unbalanced communication patterns); 3Ci#ik[14,15]%% TA/E NS IR T EEBE R G H A Gk FE A 2 3 (noise) X KA
RRRE 27 T 5110 N P2 9 3 R TR 2 ) St i 2 o

7 HRLIRARFKRETE

AN A 1y 52 56 Btk R 23 17 vy LA 380, LU ASE A S ) AR DR 3 532 i B2 T8 0 5% 100 308475 14 . AT G T3 5 1D 1)
AP TR BATTIT 50, 5L BT S 4T 304 I 0 S A 38 1) 0 S 3 /AR D O, T 348 L4 e 80 S0 99 4 T A5 1k i 1
—ANVPIN BR T, Ak VT ASE 7Y (1) — AN T A R O3 ARE A SO P IR AT R I, — A P B LA IR . = O
RIS MBI ENRERE ST G RH WA LU B #8068 7, 340 o il i
Myrinet2000 A1 3 77 I8 LA R RS EE T L8 SEBR A7 AR K] . BAT LU BN R 7, W0 NPB H 1) LU Ry,
56 A HOFT BT SR S AT S AR TR R O, 1l R RS A S 5 0 I 2 ] A — AR I Ak 2

R T IR ARG T R AT S B T 4 IRATE NPB [ LU F2 3 H B b v T8 1 450 e 486 o [] 20 3 15 46 X
J& Myrinet fICIEIR | 77 56 IR0 A SR I HH R 3 1) S50 2004 [ I 8 B T i MR ¥ 7 S8 23045 P S A IR ).

SRAERATIR I T Kb B LU B i) 10 58 77 51 N R T W0 255 1) PPN AL vh (1 T B4 O HLER L T JRAT R A Y
(SEMI (A7) (B N 1Z B K] 4 rhog LT 4 DS 83 LU B o™ A2 B 2 B/ 1 5 (R 2). 3647
AR B vh it 2 U SEMIT PR~ AN AN R 200 i 7 He gz = 2 1) 5 v DR 32 DAL b, 7 A PRI 9 o AT 3 Y 20 XA
BT — 0 Hh 40 1k,

R T LU B AAR, 2 757 34 A7 HE A — SRy i AR 308 A5 452 2 2 o) SR 0 45 1 0435 A e 7 A2 A7 R 5 e 7L U X
X HoAth —He EEBERI 4% U1 Dolphin SCI,Gigabit Ethernet,InfiniBand %5 /& 75 tH £ 7= 4= 4 Myrinet2000 A% [t 5 L 5%
M 2 B 7R3 26 AR B IE | el Wi PR R AR B 4% B AR B LU BRI RE 2 10t 15 A AEIR L =l v (1 4
RAFF G VX LLTT T2 7 B IRA TR SR AN TR
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