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Abstract: Existing distributed memory parallelizing compiler systems are mostly developed based on shared
systems. The parallelism recognition technologies of shared memory parallelizing compiler systems are suitable for
OpenMP code generation. Their implementation is used to recognize all nested loops by the same technology, so
that the parallelism cannot be efficiently explored when applying them to distributed memory parallelizing compiler
systems. Thus, this paper proposes some parallelism recognition technologies suitable for the MPI code generation
for distributed memory parallelizing compiler systems by classifying the nested loops according to their structures.
To solve these problems, a new classification method of nested loops is proposed, according to the structure of
nested loops and characteristics of MPI parallel program. Corresponding parallelism recognition technologies for
different nested loops are also presented, respectively. The experimental results show that compared with the
distributed memory parallelizing compiler systems that used existing parallelism recognition technologies, the
compiler systems, which use the proposed classification method and the corresponding recognition technologies,
can more efficiently recognize parallel nested loops in the benchmark programs, and the performance speedup of the
MPI codes automatically increased to more than 20%.
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interaction algorithm

H B BROSHGHITTHRFARKR S RALFTEM AR FARG AR LT L EFHEMTTRFLAR
8 FATIRAHAZ S OpenMP RAL A R, 5 AT XAN T A R EEIRARIE RARE) 69975 7 sk dAT L B T o4 A
B FAT Yk o R AT B ik G BEABAL S 00 FAT W 0 B4 54T %5 % G L ARIE S B R IR 45 AR 0 4 S b AT
R AT SR IE A MPLARAD A R A FAT IR AR A Rk L3R B2 ARIE S B A IR 69 45 A= MPI FHATAR A 0945 5.,
BB T —FH R BT FK T ik FHA TR G BF RS AR T AR A AT IR AR 4 R A, 5 R A
A2 G AT IR RN B 8G 5-A0 A S AT S iF B AR LU R BB BT AR 77 ik s ik B R IR AT o2 R A AR B SHAT IR A B AR A %
F R GRS L ZH BRI R R 6 FHATIRIR, B B0 A 4G MPI AT Hb g Anik lbAR 3 T 20%04 L.
KEIR:  FATHRIE AT IR R BRI AR ik R R Bk
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HREESES: TP311 XHEtFRIRAD: A

BT BRI R RE T LR G K2 KA A, A5 s A K SIMD i i) A 45 2 2 WORAT %
A, VAT AP FEAT G PR R0 19 Bl N P R P A (AN R Uk AR TR PR 3R AT PRI, B Rk 382 v e M e 4
HUZR 8 W P RS — IS B R A 45K B X B AT A2 /> SIMD [ s Ak RT3 55 I IRAT TT I8 T K i T AR A
IE A th © 20 % JE 43 A Bl 34, - Stanford K 2EBIERIK A 30 0F4T Hh g 1% 28 SUIFL R 1R 47 H UL 530 B 4T R e o
(156 2 ik A1 B AF 6 T Al 58 SR EAG IR 1 AT UM BE 0 1548 4 B b R 2% Bt Rl Delaware K24 4E 47 TT & 1)
Open6AL g % 2% 75 U3 4T 78 BR 2 Al 30 358 30 201 B D01 K0 08 B 8 5 ¢ S8 S0 20, o e 82 o8 VL0094 T 77
Wne .

T FEAT 8 B 1E 20 A7 A28 45 M T SEHL L 0 R Ji RS 3 18 0 4 ) 6 4 4 1R B R B 0 B K K
BEREH AT, SN GEAT R B RN L AT SN T I gn 2 R A ML R B F R 19, W Kwon S5 A5+ SUIF
Gt s SCBIL T T 1) MPL JEAT (9 1 3 0 508 )= s ik B R BBLR 40 #7 J5 ok SUINR Ji i 2 1 (K 1R A8 1455 I8 AEL IS A
B SUIF A3 B3 AT 8 31 1 T.4E; Ferner | Paraguin T.J2CJET SUIF 4Rk sel 776 AT 52 R4 i s T
MPI HAF SR AR SE 0 Paraguin T H AR %A 8 TAF R USCE AT YOI b T 78 5 il i 77 5 A UR 4e 5
BT HATARRD () B B A R

RO AT A7 AT G R R SRR AN S BRAR, 32 B JEURIAT LR AN T B R, T A AT g 1R R
8 52 IR THI ) L AT A 5 R AR A i, SR AT PR - ZEE X & & OpenMP AT 1 BRORF X 28 14T 1R
A T MPL AR A= 1510 3 A 7 fif FEAT G B 22 4, 70 A B350 40 A 58 S R A6 P18 AN BB AR 4 42 Pt )
AT PR FL U AR eI AT VRO 4 AR A 5 A7 78 By, 6 51 I 77 2O K I A kB 708 R #8 42 HEUAR 1) 7 AL 3, 3 30
U R AT I8 IR AN K 10, AT R 7 R A BT R B

S e 3 0 R B R A G R 1 BT SR B AT IR B B AR B B T — Bl B A 2R
O RTIE KGRI N R IR IR . (] P AR IR A — IR B0 IR, A XX 3 R EE A 5 e T
FH DY ) AT P B A S 56 0 30K 3 8 AT P B AR N H T Open64 4 i 2%, 71 5 Kwon (1) T HL A1 Paraguin 1. =
AHEE, g5 2 WP o328 05 14 6 0% SE AT R WA RS o ) AT B, R0 FE A R T3 e AR A J i) MPL JEAT AR AL )
AR i 20%LA F.

1 —MBREBRRNSERZE

I RE e o (iR E AR AL 2 B 2, LG M P T 02 8 08 15 FRAT AT AL BN AT U Ty AR A ik
TR 53 F AL B, 5 BT TC AT 20 RO i S B b BT 0 AN R L A RS 0 3 SR AN 7] 7oy 4k 217 3%, v i
o W RO R R P IR AT

PR AT P 09 5 580, S5 I g 2 DU ARG A o e 17 77 M. ARG T LA 53 A 00 PRI S g R A1 245 2t U £ it
A PR T 2L b 0 5D 1 A8 0 5 1 6 U7 4 A 4 25 D0 0 Bl et ) 52 P A B0 2 AR B o 1
FRLARE AU, SIMD [ A4 i [ I 2% RE AR A T SRR P4 485 17 488, I LA, SIMD 1) A6 PR AIE 40, A2 K 6 5 08 24 T LA
T A 1 A0 P RS B 0 d A 6 B T AT A [ B A B (S A 3, R 5 S I 485 e MR TN b LT R R
KB IR b o] DUOFAT A R 1 R 5 3 B de S0 2 AL B AR E IR IR S5 K vk e TR A e 2 J 2 1 5 i X
(K 52, DR mT DA% AN [ i B 0 20 ) S5 A R TR B AR 20 00 D — AR B R 30 ] SRS AR 3R R 58 SRR S0 38 A
SCRERS TR I R E AP RR N — AR SR IR A 7€ S IR BB IA 100, 1 2 51N AR R 2 D8 1) 1 7 SC

TESC L. AR 2 X 45 1) POV 8 G 32 A 16 B Bl o $0 41 TG 347k b b 14y s )

00, LAECALAE T b B L5 e e A R0 B 2 DI 1) H A ARk g v R e MR Ze 44l
P oV A B AR DU H L DI ) £ Al 2 1 it R b

EX 2. T NJZRHE for JEIA AR k(O<K<SN)JZAGIA, W1 AR P14 A AN AE S RN B 241 DX 35 17 I8 4 1% 2=
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IRl A — R EAG 24 (ordinary nested loop, i FX ONL).

TR — R G IR G A N AT 3 BULE A IR IB A S5 2 w1 3t AR e b L 0 3 45 4 1) 98 4 I A XA —
PR IR A 5 af A2 T B IR B AR

EX 3. N K% for R EE K(O<k<<N)JZ {2 fa] 11 ik £ 15 1 (simple nested loop, faj i SNL), 4 F.AY 1%
PEFR PG IR AR AL (1) AELEAE RN E A X I8V [0);(2) ek o A2 U8 AR R 2 [ 7 44).

AL 8 1R FR S AE F IR 43 28 5 k0 g RS 2 23 O 50 3R RS 0 R0 R 58 SR AR B R B, T DL i 76 1 # iR 5 10
IR s SCE B S A 1) 2 A R R A 50 SR IR B 3R

EX 4. MR N RHRE for 15 DA 5N E IR WG H— 482 B0 HE AR B, T HaX e
PEERTE AW AL (1) AAATE AR BZH X 8k [0);(2) Tods o ik R A R o e B8 410 At Jor A5 106 B8 (1) 90 1 4
Wl —4& for M5 PRTE A R R 04 1% 30k A5 I8 1 43 2 AG R A0 /2 52 56 iR B 15 28 (perfect nested loop, fij#% PNL).

H 1, gm i o 00 O V58 TG vk H B AR 38 while R do while 5288 1 [ 475 38 6 T 1% LA A, 2 1 48 11 TR 531 Adb
P72 ILTEA R for IR, 8K 5 FREAT AT IR 1.

RT3 A GHER XS AN R EAE PR R F AN 5] 947 050 U7 1.

2 TERER/IBIIFITIR

Bl 1 s st — B s R NG I B ARG, BT 1 0T LU HY, 56 SR A I B 110 45 4 R R T A R B s TR I At 2
BRI B AR B IE.
fl 1:
for (i=1; i<=N; i++)
for (j=1; j<=M; j++)
for (k=1; k<=L; k++){
Afi+1,j,k]=A[i,j.k]+x1;
B[i,j,k+1]=B[i,j,k]+x2;
C[i+1,j+1,k+1]=C[i,j,k]+x3;
}
Cohen %5 N T )32 B T 34T S0 BEAR AL 1 (1) Polyhedral 45 758090 35 ol A 700 40 15w (408 3 30 L 2%
15 BV 5 i 1) 22 1 A 28 3 3o 22 T 4 O AR e S DA R A AL
PUMRR 7 o 16 58 SRR B A 0T LU B Cohen 25 A3 HIIK Polyhedral #5784 At T 76 i 75 44 i it 1% 22 (static
control nests) LA 4 & & X T SCoP(static control part).SCoP 2 #J% Polyhedral %% fit) JE A,
Cohen %5 N\ K F2 )7 IOAE IR 23 A A A B0 58 1 R IR AR O TFaf, B 5l SR A 4ol D K 3
H X T IR FRAE do BUAGIR; 5 2 PG FRAE while FUIGFR, S48 JT A AN Bk 4% 1F (IR .
TE X 5. (G A ER while A% RG] M4 R B KI5 4115 )46 & B A 1R 2R 1) SCoP.
4 SCoP H &2 /D& 47—~ 4E 2 do BUAG B (115 B4 7k P9 A7 15 A0) IF, R 1% SCoP S Wi ¥ (rich). B 1 & — Bt AR AG
i) SCoP 7.
HE R £ Polyhedral #5782 H A4 TRAT B v 40 4 3 A SE OGP0 A0 K BT AN SCIE 3% Open64 2 i3 2 SE I
UM 58 ARG I 1A J5 i AR B H A4 11, 75 5 5 &A1 (19 Open64 g ¥4 11475 A Polyhedral 584 (14845 (A )
H— A E R E 5L T Open64 (¥ Polyhedral #75 T FL WRaP-1T(Whirl represented as Polyhedral)®* B it ] L)
1 Bh WRaP-1T T B UUAIRE 7 o 1 58 L S0 R th % 50V 45 Bh Polyhedral #5784, R R A 45 78 vk Ay ao it
K 2 o,
XFE S0t bR b A e] LR AR P ) S SR R AE K, 9F B Polyhedral A2 0] DLk — 6o 58 SRR B IR
He A R SE SR EAGIR ATS 5 B L, f0n SR A A AR 5% 155 B 90 23 BT TR A L 0 AT A9 B Bl A R M 1, 3 3 R AR vk 4y
BTG AE B ATHAT § 08505 K L 10 AR U0 A FEAT 6 2R, NI IE AT K A6 2R B AT 30T
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doi=1,N
| s1 SCOPL, 143 1, i
| do j=1, 2*i+1
S2 SCoP2, 34%iE ), 1Ll
do k=0, j
if (k%2==0)
| s3
S4
do 1=0, 10 SCoP3, 24%i&H, ik
S5
S6

Fig.1 Example of ScoP
K1 SCoP 7fil

1 /1ZhfE:3ET-Polyhedral B 11 5 58 35 ik A5 2R

2 1PN BEREAT IAT BN IR A FRL;

3 /i :parallel; “parallel 3 TRUE F R 143 A 0] AT 6 R, S FALSER 2R A BATHEIE.
4 procedure Polyhedral_Model_Algorithm(L)

5 RIUREMRIFLIZEHN;

6 PUNHKENIFLTKISCoP; 11 SCoP;2#4 #Polyhedral f¥j 3 il
7 1dSCoPIAE A num, It i=1;

8 parallel=FALSE;

9  if num!=0 then begin /I FLSCoP

10 while i<=num do begin

11 Fy 3 51%SCoPifHXT B [y Polyhedral {57 ;

12 if #J%Polyhedral#: % £ 3 then begin

13 FIFIWRaP-1T 7387 Fl e #e/F B i Polyhedral #5754 ; 1 WRaP-IT A~ EEE R E 3 T
14 11 Open64ity F - 43-H7 A% 45

15 /1 Polyhedral #5574 (1) T

16 M Polyhedralt % Ff £E i Open64 1) [ AU IS WHIRL ;

17 FRic SCoPiX] N AR (KK Hypnl s 11 pnfRER 58 KR BRI

18 end

19 i++;

20 end

21 end

22 if EHFFLAYZEEL Jypnl then begin

23 tflag=Dependence_Test(L); /I Dependence_Test 4 il i B 5
24 if flag==TRUE then I G A

25 parallel=FALSE;

26 else I TCAGIAAFE AT KA

27 parallel=TRUE;

28 end

29 return parallel;
30 end Polyhedral_Model_Algorithm

Fig.2 Model algorithm
K2 B

3 FERIRERIEIFITIR

56 2 R A IR e d A PR R SR BAS, T Sl 5E 38 R A PR LR N R o B DL AR 2RV AT DU S DR 1 58 S ik
LG TR RN L B8 A Bl 1 9 0 52 SR A IO G I (EU X T J0 v 6 0y 52 52 R A (000 B A B0 VL O AN L 481 2 B
A& NPB it 4 EP(embarrassingly parallel, 25 4 347 ) F2 AR 1 B :

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



B F A TR AR K HFATIRANFEAR 2699

% 2:
do 140 i=1, nk
x1=2.d0*x(2*i-1)-1.d0
x2=2.d0*x(2*i)-1.d0
t1=X1**2+x2**2
if (t1.le.1.d0) then
t2=sqrt(—2.d0*log(t1)/t1)
t3=(x1*t2)
t4=(x2*t2)
I=max(abs(t3),abs(t4))
q(h)=q(l)+1.d0
SX=SX+13
sy=sy+t4
end if
140 continue
M 2 TR AR IR G5 R h AN HE R H TR ] B AR A, LA o0 T X R A (0 U I AN
T SR AR AL — 2 4 N W] LU R 78 SRR B IA X TGN — A e R AR e 7 L
EX 6. HIRENEI M2 IEIABEAT B HIT, 5 1R 7 P 5 2 e A B (3 U 2R 5 Bk Ok % JE AR (sand-
wiched code).
EIE L ECHIREMR BRSSO X T N R PIRENG IR, B AT R 26 PRI B Z AR
g, U)X A F] B R B A A f 2 50 SR HR B A
WEBEHE X 3 a8 S 4 TR AT R E A LL 58 IR RS AR FE 22 H IR V5 110 2 IR 28 5 2 40 P 485 75 49O 10 1 1),
REETE A1) E R G 2 R AR EAT B 4 I 25 U8 S 8 5 A S ) g 2 R AR O
I SR AT by A1 B e e A A T T, 7R A G PR 28 B I T DL B e A R T R 2 AR, T TG 75 i 2 B 4G R
B I
AL T DAL e A e 56 S AR AEAH A (1 ) 8L, AE X T 7 SRR S0 R A A FT X M 7 v, D R A AR Y
o ESE T HBANE R AR g B A T TN BT [R) 35 F .Open64 AT T £ R K I )R F WHIRL, H 1
SELEAN R 5 2 IR ST AN R B AR A, XA RT LUK 25 AN A By BOE He Ak, 7 {8 42 56 A0 A QRS 1 38 2
SN — 00 0 E 7 g BB T 24T WHIRL-Polyhedral #5528 IR-WHIRL (1) % 6 i
T2, WRaP-IT L £2 {1t 7 AH R 1F) CLOOG AURE AR i A B X AN £ S K G P I (18], 175 L 22 P0AQHE () 4% 6 v i
25 [4AI% Open64 J it whirl2c/f B B A QR SRR 1 ;
o HUGN 513 B AT 0T LAAS H Polyhedral 452 (1) T4 @ 37.7F SCoP %4l T H. WRaP-1T K404t
VK ScoP. 4 fi] LK B PR TV e 4 A 56 2 MR BRI, R JZ AR T AEF) SCoP b 5 S AR A6 1Y) 1A
B BERGEAE A WA B ] T 6 5 AR EARFR 0 FFAT IR .
18 A T o ) AR S T 2R AL TR Open64 H s IR OpenMP HAT G IR 1) 532 tH T 1% 5 V5
ok s g SR, DR M R by ak [ 925 (traverse algorithm), S79%: 2l F2 4 & 3 fiT .
I AR AT WU 3 R G PR 2R 2 43 2 3 Fhinvalid,snl A onl L invalid J& BRI SCAEDE R, snl K i
PR R IR, onl & AN 2 ] B AR AR I A A
2 1 S Al FH R WIE JT VR NPB3.2.1 H EP R R JF AT IR B 1 45 3L
L 3ATRI L] 2 T EP RE A i . 2 Rk P2 1C RITE R R B 0 onl, I8 A K X RAG 1 4% 1 —
R BN I AAL B
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1 /1Tl RT3 U 6 B SR R

2 1PN TG AT AT U IR BB AL

3 /4 H:parallel; 4 parallel g TRUEIN R 75 % FR 4 7T AT 3R, I FALSEI %78 b H AT IF.
4 procedure Traverse_Algorithm(L)

5  #%num=0; 11 ARG ARG IR P 1 EsnIAN 3L
6 RHUREIRIFLI S LAKES;

7 & psS;

8  while p!=NULL && Is_SCF(p) do begin 11's_SCFRIR &0 A 4 i A% il it v 1)
9 if p2IEH && plIZE7L Sinvalid then begin Il invalid %GR 2L UL AR S
10 TP BEHGFR I Sk exit=0;

11 for each pi [Ji%Astatement do begin

12 if statement==k#% 1% 11| Bk H 175 |3 5 15 35 4 then begin

13 exit++;

14 break;

15 end

16 if exit=0 then

17 PRI p IS Ayl 1 snIf QR IR E G IR

18 else begin

19 FRICIEFRpIYZEEY Honl; 11 onH R — Bk B1R R

20 num++;

21 end

22 end

23 p=p—next;

24 end

25 end

26 if num==0 then begin

27 P flag=Dependence_Test(L); /I Dependence_Test{##5l iz bk 51
28 if flag==TRUE then UEER GRS R

29 parallel=FALSE;

30 else 11 TEARIRHE i 4

31 parallel=TRUE;

32 end

33 return parallel;
34 end Traverse_Algorithm

Fig.3 Traverse algorithm
&3 ik
Table 1 Parallelism recognition of EP
F1 EPRFIFATIN

IR A AR TRIRE R P
x(i)=-1.d99 pnl KR
q(i)=0.d0 pnl A i
SX+=t3 snl i JF7 ¥

4 —REERETRIRRYFFITIRS

o PBCHREEAR A AE T ) X B PR RE e BEUH 5 PP AR R LA SCAR B (K IR E AR AR T SO SR A, AR
TEOUT,— BRE A PR AT LU S 4 f] o i S A A, 1 ] P RS I P 3R] ARG AR O S8 SRR E 3

1 E 2 A5E SC 3 AR R — IR AR R T IR P Al Rk [m] i A T8 A B R SR AR EA A
3 IR ANBE P T S EEAR I (K I AT TRA, 2 L DAL T g vk 2 SRR M G 2R 0 A R AR B AT IR AT IR
99 MR R 2 73 AT R A B A A A 47 T A v 0 T Bk e R I A O A5 1 0 S R AR S R A R R R, T
LTV N 3l 3 i AT AT UM,

HT T b 4 1 U AL 3R (7] U AN 23R 9], AT R 2 WU 0 B () 45 440, DAL e AR SO T A0 35 ke 1 ) A R iR
(L PR A X 3 5 D, T LA By ae ) 2 A vl AAR e e — sk 5 408 A 1K) 0030 ) AL 3o A ) 2 A ) AT B
53 Ay T BB ) RS SE AS B ) 2, AR R R ) S TR A ST AR A T LS SO AR R 1 T 7
A5 IR 0 300 3 SRR AR AN B I L3 T 9T UK [ ) A
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B E R RE A 4347 T By M o sk AR U 0 B i R DR UL A B Open64 5 K 1 TPA BB T DU — it ik 2
TEABEAT RS T IPA W B 55 oAb O A0 B BAR L ST, 17 HL 20 B AT AR 1 2 36 D7 ZORR ) s, 7 23 5 28 |y
AL IPA 15 B R AR IX Rl 4T VR 59 77 3% 228 1. (interaction algorithm), &2 FEtn 1 4 iR,

1 /I EESETAE B SCAR — R EIG R
2 IR N BT AT O IR R ERL,

3 /5y -parallel; Xparallel 4 TRUE R RZ G A v FATHH IR, I FALSER 3278 g FRATHEER.
4 procedure Interaction_Algorithm(L)

5  #num=0; 1 TR e e w4 F e A £
6 IRHURKEIRALIEE LB USSR G — 4B AT,

7 ®psS;

8  while p!=NULL do begin IR R R

9 if P2 && plIZE7 Fyonl then begin I onHR R — LB
10 X pIEATIPASIT; INPARZES REM /347

11 if pAEIE A 10 A & then begin 11 4R IR AL A F il 7
12 num++;

13 break;

14 end

15 else

16 p=p— next;

17 end

18 end

19 if num==0 then

20 If 58 S0l 5 AL IS I I files—ANxml 34

21 else begin

22 parallel=FALSE;

23 return parallel;

24 end

25 LA S 75 K 1) P R A AL LS Hile;

26  #flag=Dependence Test(L); /I Dependence_Test{f 8l it g %
27 if flag==TRUE then I PR A A

28 parallel=FALSE;

29 else 11 TCAEFRE i A it

30 parallel=TRUE;

31 return parallel;
32 end Interaction_Algorithm

Fig.4 Interaction algorithm
&4 ik

1 AZ B A AT IR FR BT 2 ANBURT RUA DR — SRR I (0 R AT R 045 2 A, o HL AT DL
TR ) A FEAT AR AN Ay B A TEAT HO O PR 5 ol B AT, BES S 4 s b THIFAT AURE O R0
LA 3 Ji o AR B A 48], 08 T B A0 S AR EA (i JE A FR), A2 A8 B B 8 — AR E G FR . i T-3d 1PA 38 ] LL B Af
IR H B ] DA e A8 HLk LR AT
%l 3:
for (i=1; i<N; i++){
tl=s; t2=an;
for (j=1; j<M; j++X{
flag=j/2;
if (flag!=0) t3=func(t1,t2);
}
if (timers_enabled) timer_start(3);
rank(t1,t2,t3);
}
A PR B G P A LK O vk, R, i R 2 A X A 5 R 1 s B T L IR AT Ty AU AR
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MAETLIE S i Rt i ANt 68T F P AN A B OFAT SRAT IO AR B4, #6228 Tk 1 Rt mp mT A o s o) o A7 100 7 50Ks
AR AT AT AL H B IFAT I RE o XX T AR 2 & AU e M BB A Open64 A, WJFAT U5 21512
UG IR B B B AT AR S R 2 GG HEAT OB PR IR AT YU, AR 5 RS IOhR A DA JRAT I A 8 L AC A 20 B e B A5 O
AT 5 AT BRI BEAT JFAT A 4. 7T LLREAR A 2 A SR 552 i 281 0 AT TR B B, A REAT JEAT YR 1) ) I 00 A7 B4 2847 4K
Mo M, AT B — L8 AN 6 B FFAT ARG 0. H AT, 1 AR T R I 7 AR It .

N A AE LA G 1 1 R B b B K I, B P A T A T I T B TR MPIL g
B AR 23 A5 A7 ik IFAT A 25 13, MPIL B B PR LA O B 5K, SRR H K DR AT R 3R 1 2, F 1K) MPIL B 50Kt
S BEZ MK TFATRE I B 2 AL TR, A% 08 4 4R B T MPL B BIIFAT AL B AT 0 0 T Ll A B
R, Qi SRA AL AN Py TR 28 YU AL 5 B FFAT A3 (ln— MR E A A 2 22 eV DU IS & MPL IRAT (919
FAECH non 0T AT BEAT B8, AR L2 A0 vk © 22 O n AN IFATORER), 000G 75 5 1 FH A8 FL ik, IR 8 7
A7 FEAT VU AT e 2 e ok 22 (K0 T A5 T4, S BOF AT 20K BRAR W, 4450 A2 Tk AT 24 B S I AT U o6 T
Tl A G, DR R e 5 K RV RVR R o 00 A RT DAL R A LAkl AT R I VR0, AT R A5 B e B R AT 282

5 SRS

5.1 [zFZ&fI5 tniE b ik
h B R AR SCHE H B AT U 5 v, DASEE AR AR 5 NPB3.2.1 H (1) EP &3 A 491 5K 13 WA AR SCH 3k 1) 47 1
T3 1 AZREFE FL T v S e T O BE AL, DR 8 8 TP AN S SR AR B85 2 R0 A ELIEAE, i DAARGE & 3 JFAT oF 5, 1 )
G5 RAEAE AT Uy — Mg 58 JFAT R G0 mvH S n] REIA 1 1 1 BR.
R 25 T Open64 JsR I IFAT IR T5 5 - ASCIFAT RN J5 7% A NPB3.2.1-MPI T L IFAT FRA P JFAT
IR 0SS 00 EP R i 36 AT 8 AMIEER, I 2 504 6 A1 7 IR HRAAE 6 SO A
Table 2 Comparison of parallelism recognition methods

F2 T AR

T3 iy Open6d WU A CWUN T 1JF47 | (55 Opensd UUnl ASCUUN T LJif7
1 JEAT 17 17 5 AT JEAT JEAT
2 I JEAT JEAT 6 AT BT AT
3 17 17 17 7 JEAT 17 817
4 JEAT il il 8 JEAT AT i

22 155 By W] A SC TR AW 45 SRR A F L Open64 194648 AT ISR B3 5 F L3470 45
B3

FATH NPB3.2.1 #1f) CG(conjugate gradient, JEHEAEL &) FL ¥ kMR B 3h FFAT4 AL B HT MP ARHE i i3
Lk.CG F2 7 FH T 3 M K 208 5 0 R 1 2 6 B 1 e /N R A AL 1740 I AR R P S92 2 R I v R I i, AN
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Table 3 Results of the parallelism recognition methods used in NPB
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Fig.6 Speedup test for NPB3.2.1 main programs
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