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Abstract: Accurate prediction of the running time of parallel jobs under different computing resources is the
foundation of many job scheduling approaches. A job performance prediction method based on the Performance
Skeleton is proposed to avoid the inaccuracy of historical and modeling analysis prediction methods in
heterogeneous clusters. To record the running trace, a method is designed to access all communication traces during
the runtime. To merge these traces, this paper designs a trace-merge algorithm to structure the communication
traces. To compress the circulatory traces, which is the most central and difficult, this paper converts it into a
circular sub-string compressing problem, and proposes an algorithm based on the suffix array. Its performance is
theoretically and practically better than the existing algorithms. To automatically reconstruct the Performance
Skeleton, it solves the scalable problem of calculation and communication time. Experimental results show that
these methods can accurately estimate the running time of computing jobs. The error is less than 3% for
homogeneous clusters, and 10% for heterogeneous clusters.
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I 55 30 4 K A R A R PR AR 1 R, DR RIS AT B 28 p oy [ P b LA T SR A R st A
T — AL G G AL T AT AT R H 5 UIAS T 38 0, %5k 2 AN AL Z0 5 A BT R B 2L
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FEAT VRNV AEAS ) TF 98 U5 2 AR 3Z AT I T0) P TS 2 e 20500 V09 B 15 4T 55 R 32 7 Vi (1 R il P e (A8 47 i 1)
A5 T oL A AT 45 A5 AN 7] R4 1F I 00 T 485 0 AT 45 R 2 I 25 1 2% 1 9 50008 2 ke U, TE 18 B2 7 R 48
AR I 556 T PR A P P R a2k 8 s D R RE G 1 32 A7 ) LA 0 A2 2 AN T/ ()T (P i T
FETT A3 S P A R Ty sl ) o R S 1 YOl (26 Tl A 40 AT (4 ).

BT S0 T S AR ) — NP P AR S G o R IR A A R IS AT I I 4 R A s D U RE AT B VR 3
BT RS BIT 0 TR AR O AT AL Yk REASE R I FH 1) PR S 0 AN [i) B R A8 AT 1D I 1) B AT T £y,
P AT BE U5 43 T 3 P 7 925 (1 0 50 43 TC P =8 2 D ) 4 A ok 2> 55 A5 i) 1 i S ML 1.

BEF 177 5 0 TN RS 1 56 AT (RIS AT & SR T 1) 4 s K H IR 98 YRR DT [ 5 e 1 FH 5 M DAl A ) % T R B 11
SRRV TR KL TS 110 4 P ASE BRI RS 2, DA S v S BRA5E 1) e M ASE R, 000 5 SR AR T 5% 1 FH RER e ) B A
R REASS IR 0 o f R 3 D THT T V2 A0 R 28 R BE FOREE Rl — 2D i .

e T A A3 AT IR T, 7 ) A 1 PR TR AR 5 B, 2 R T U S U R [ i, O LA 43 I B U
N, 125 S AR AR A VF RSP (RIS AT I TR AR G2 R Ry 8L 52 X i v R BT ) A1 MR %, —
L L (RIS A R ASE 0 AT 1 [ B A P D94 8 0 5 AR S ) P o SR BRI o (1) — L6k R 2 Bk AT B i
T B4,

ST I3 S TIN5 A AT 7 VA SR [ D g B P v 1 SR BR T A SR AT T R R 4 R
(performance skeleton, th il 1 41 45 RGORRE e o Tt B ) P S g 5L T A0 REL AR 0 2 300 VA Al 1) 900 5 5 Bk
FAE I — AN B 08 R AE SR GG R T (0 UF SRR AE 10 A /N R A i K KRS AT VF S PR B8 2 S — 24 5 0 )
5102 £ i) [0 LY A9 248 J80, 0 4 D6 2 2 7 £ 00 A 0, 32 2800 0000 110 9 ik 2 R 1) 52 4% B £ B AT o 13 b vk 3k
AR % 8 Y5RI AT B RIS () IS FEY S 00 fig, DL O AH B3R T 7 sk 0 T LA R 3 1 4 BB T S LA HE R

ASCH 1A ML T M R 1) AT AR ML ST T 5 IR K S AE AR I R R 5 2 5 MPI JFAT4E
W HERES EIFHAR S 3 4R H A PR IR 5 WA — %0 1) {8, R4 SL 5 Ak 745 R (A1 20 7 BRS04 )
R — R T S S AL B B 5 4 TR AT M AR Y A B B B S 5 1 AR B AR [ R 5 e A

T gy I 25 R PERE T AR 6 X AR ST B A
1 #HxXIE
1989 4, Cole #& ! 7“5 345 b (algorithmic skeletons)” B &, ot 4] ) H B 52 S — 265 1 B JFAT S0 % v

B 2 (1 P P AR 0, 15 S 451 P A S F) 0 L 140 2 AR 9. 9 — i T A O 9 3 A 2 o B A 5538 47 I 1) F944 114 450
AR G T AR R AR AR VAR 7 PR BEARE RO AT R 4 LIS AT I R] R FAY 77 75.1993 4 Dikaiakos %5 A A
FA 4 %5 4 FAS(functional algorithm simulation) (¥ /5 VA9 & T % FRATFR 5 40 1 Y [, 76K 2 B0t A bl sic bris
AT DR HEAT AL % 7 V0 0 — e AT B 5 T S R0VE I v SRR A R AT AR AORN 4, 45 B AR R X o v e
iF (12 B 4 P A 1) Dikaiakos % N IEHE ST T 5 AR B0 FAST, K HI LA A0 JEL 1K 7 925, 10 AN 406 G Lo W ) 5%
g AR A2 () 38 486, 6 R MR AT T SRR PR R RE AT T 0L 3 5 92k T DA 2 S 081 5 AR T 2
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R AT TR (1, SR [8] RTINS UF W T S e A ml T (¥, A 3 50 1) TN B R B4 T LAk

2004 4, Sodhi % AR T B IE TG0 RE 3 04T FE 70k B T 1) S % ), 2L 4 Bk Performance Skeletons Bk
VI HI K 5T Algorithmic Skeletons,Performance — 1] 3 X F & 8" A0 DA B JRIGR T I Zh e T, 2 U 4E
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© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



240 Journal of Software k2 4% Vol.21, Supplement, December 2010

AR, G 3 4 B AT G A PR S N B AR i, DN SR 8] S5 T ik B RS FI PR Y B S Xu A %
T BT VF 2 AR A TR S O R AR R 20 R A A0 1) R A A
SR T ITRF WIS B SR A B RE e A AR Z Ak Lu 55 N T — it 1 o e 40 45 ) 7 vk s 46 AT
T B AR AR 5 1 32 A I I i 0 A 0 205 6, T DA 5 P L (R SR A e (1) U SR 1T Sherwood. 25 A
WFFE T — A B 30 5007 AT R U 1 3 ) AR S 5 () 0 — B 5 a0 91 R T L RO
AT IR R,

A Ay b 068 3 ) P00 A e e PR 9 8, HL SR T VAT IR 22 AN 50 3 2 b e o FE ) S Wi R
A T ) R LR R S BRI, B0 2% 18 5 ) 3 L U Ak, 5 I — 0 — A I, BE 6 5 JF 1 7] — 4% i 0l
AT AN ) source/dest 2824, Xu 5 N H AR Ak T ik 1 A P £ 58 K0 DL I 7 RS e 18 O A6 5, 3
Toft J5 325 AR ARA SR Ty HL R RE AR B — A F SRR P b S A — Pt 5 A8 2 10 15 00 34T, SCRIR[9, 120+ Fr) it e 0531
A28 35 e 0 A () P 7%, — A i 1) v i L2, H A R 3 10° LA LT VR A8 T 53 — R e i
9 R 245K FR) 28R T3 T 4 AN A SR RS S T AR — A R NI 08 A7 i j B L £ vt 280 ke
Tk

2 MPI HiTENlEITHENRKBREEH

PR VTR P ) 20 BB R 1 5 T B R A RIS AT — R RIS AT I H B E Bl PRI H &k B
SPMD F2/7 12 AN BRI 5 75 206 2 i H B & s— 107 B 02 3R EUR AR T2 15 1R vF B4 A0 R0 0 JE R RS 44 ik
T AR, 2 R BIRE T B SR,

2.1 EBE{THEBIIRE

MP1AENVAE FH A7 v MPI BR B34 T HERE (RLIE A5 LA W8 MPI s B0 A B &, BRI RT 43 302 7 20 Tl A5 1) 4
HAE B L AR 78 43 I B S R iE 1 A AR . 5 — 5 T A BRI SR fE AR 1) MPI iR 25022 S 3R B MPI iR 4514 1)
FIH BT T 40

SrHT MPI R 507 S % B, MPIL 55 S0 #0115 b A 20 T4 11 PMPIEL St T A 1R LL“MPI_ A BT 6 1K) MP B
B AFAE—ALLPMPI_" T4 . S0 UL N ShRE 58 4 A7 [R) 1 6 8. T DA - 354 48 06 2 (wrapper function), & H F #
JF R “MPI_RTGE BL I R B 51N 8 OSB82 5078 v k3R 1R I ) S B DL R I [R5 R AR G T R
F— IR “PMPI_" i 25 28 5L (¥ ek 45, LA SE I - R IR A6 D e

M MPI_Init 1 MPI_Finalize & %Y 8038 SRR 3 F a6 A 45 R AR & 0 S ERR 440 — ANl =
R ST o T A B A ke B 8 4D R 5, 1 8 2 o 80 R 3 A A R TR PR T %o A 481 o 0 R L)
SR (1) A 7540 552 500 5% £ MPI_Init, MPI_Finalize, MPI_Wait,MPI_Barrier 2&. 135 i 00 4 1] &
B, 5 S AT AR AR P B 52 AT B 0 H & 626 AN T7 ZECAE H AR T 240 (2) — % — PR 28 R 26 R
e R £ :MP1_Send,MPI_Recv; LL J¢ — % — di B %€ & 2% R 32 i ik £, B MPI_Isend F1 MPI_Irecv. 7 % id
sk:count,datatype 1 dest/source.(3) I FHLZE 8 15 1 56 A il Bk 20 MP1_Waitall 5575 2212 5% count.(4) |~ #E28i@
1% B 0 :MP1_Bcast,MP1_Alltoall, MPI_Alltoallv,MPI_Reduce,MP1_Allreduce %% .iX & i %t & — %} £ 5 3% £ %}
% MPI_Bcast & i 5EA M — % 2 ) #%, 75 20 5% 1 :count, datatype,root. MP1_Alltoall LA X MPI_Alltoallv 244LLF
RN HEREHR A — % MP1_Bcast B #5145 % root ZHUEEFHE L — AT 17 1) count. MPI_Reduce
LA K MPI_Allreduce NJ& 7t MPI_Beast FHEli b AF — OBy oF 63, L 28 22 90— Mg S 28 2 5 2 ¢
count, datatype, op, root.

NPB F4T (14 31k I s Z M sk & 24 config H 3% T IUHRCE S make.def sEIL.LL IS N A 1, HL Class=A,
HEREECR 2,08 ASlZE A MPL EHEER MPL )& E NN 4i 3% 5 A B2 47 H & 1 s,

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



RARY SR T HII A 69 FRATAE et s Tm) 241

Trace: Rank=0 Function: MPI_Allreduce

Trace: Paramsters: = [ vold sendbuf, void recvbuf, int* count, MPI_Datatype® datatype,

Trace: Paravalues: = [ voild sendbuf= 185894752, woid recvbuf= 155586464, int count= 102
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273479811221585 ]

Trace: Endcime = [ 1273479811222023 ]

Trace: Durtime = [ 435 ]

Trace: Rank=0 Function: MPI_Alltoall

Trace: Paramsters: = [ vold sendbuf, int* sendcount, NPI_Datatype® sendtype, vold recvh
Trace: Paravalues: = [ vold sendbuf= 185838580, int sendcount= 1, MPI_Datatype sendtype
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273479811222058 ]

Trace: Endcime = [ 1273479811222118 ]

Trace: Durtime = [ 60 ]

Trace: Rank=0 Function: MPI_Alltoallwv

Trace: Paramsters: = [ vold sendbuf, int sendents, int sdispls, MPI_Datatype* sendcype,
Trace: Paravalues: = [ void sendbuf= 185918392, int sendcnts= 1585555850, int sdispls= 1
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273479811222137 ]

Trace: Endcime = [ 1273479811376025 ]

Trace: Durtime = [ 153888 ]

Trace: Rank=0 Function: MPI_Allreduce

Trace: Paramsters: = [ vold sendbuf, void recvbuf, int* count, MPI_Datatype® datatype,

Trace: Paravalues: = [ voild sendbuf= 185894752, woid recvbuf= 155586464, int count= 102
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273479811513798 ]

Trace: Endtime [ 12734795811514085 ]

Trace: Durtime [ 281 1]

(a) ProcRank=0

Trace: Rank=1 Function: MPI_Allreduce

Trace: Parameters: = [ void sendbuf, void recvbuf, int® count, MPI Datatype” datatype,
Trace: Paravalues: = [ void sendbuf= 185894752, void recvbuf= 185886464, int count= 10:
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273279811210098 ]

Trace: Endtime = [ 1273479511222022 ]

Trace: Durtime = [ 11922 ]

Trace: Rank=1 Function: MPI_Alltoall

Trace: Parameters: = [ void sendbuf, int® sendcount, MPI_Datatype® sendtype, void recwl
Trace: Paravalues: = ([ void sendbuf= 185898880, int sendcount= 1, MPI_Datatype sendbyp
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273279811222059 ]

Trace: Endtime = [ 1273479811222129 ]

Trace: Durtime = [ 70 ]

Trace: Rank=1 Function: MPI_Alltoallw

Trace: Parameters: = ( void sendbuf, int sendents, int sdispls, NPI_Datatype® sendtype
Trace: Paravalues: = ( void sendbuf= 185919392, int sendcnts= 185895880, int sdispls=

Trace: Starttime = [ 1273279811222149 ]

Trace: Endtime = [ 1273279511374890 ]

Trace: Durtime = [ 152741 ]

Trace: Rank=1 Function: MPI_Allreduce

Trace: Parameters: = [ void sendbuf, void recvbuf, int® count, MPI Datatype” datatype,
Trace: Paravalues: = [ void sendbuf= 185894752, void recvbuf= 185886464, int count= 10:
Trace: Starttime = [ 1273279811511235 ]

1273479811514092 ]

2857 ]

Trace: Endtime =

Trace: Durtime =

(b) ProcRank=1

Fig.1 Fragment of running traces (IS, Class=A)
Bl 1 247 H&(1S,Class=A) 34 B
‘_/_ EIL,\E’J #

T A SPMD MBI RE 7, 75 B0k ok B A ANERE 10 H AR A JF R — 0%, P AR B 1% H s S 3 o A48 A . 2 20
i 2 2T MPI Y R BAR A SPMID (¥ 147 B FH R e AR AR BERR AT 0 JEAS 58 A1 ), R B AN [ gt 2
1 E AR BT ZE.CA T RAT B A 49 FE S R A8 A5 AL IR h N R 7 B T ERRAE, L R Y SPMD FR )P RIS
AT IR SRR AT A — B N2

SPMD &7 EIE AT i it o 45 HE AR AT B AN — 35060 2 P PRI e 1) WGP 22 S s A T Rt 2 2 o8 380 i — AN kR
R AE B &l — S 8 ) 5 — AN R RS B R 59058 n=1 IR PR A RUR 45 AR Y AE Rk
H——45 0 0 (WHEFE.0 SHEREZEIMAT K%L MPI_Send, FE 3047 B2 MPI_Recv, ifif HeAth 335 T 21 48 2 5E AT
MPI_Recv, FFHUAT MPI_Send. 58 WL 1) — 2N 72 ) 2 B I BEL 25 108 7 325 8 1) 4910, A3 4 3 5 48 46 P L 28 3045 1)
MPI_Send K &% B, AEFLSEB A MPI_Irecy 320 B, I HAFA TR BH S8 2 e B VR #0H — 5 B2 (1)
MP1_Wait 55 %.2) 8 60 88 A ) AN B8 B S8 ERE R 7 554 MPL B 3, T Ho At 1t R A R L S gk 7 X
B RIEFNAE T B A HW R, i I Ath 3k 72 A S 3 A 1M v A R B A . FLRE A 3845 1 ) R 2 2% i B H
RS TR ) TE 45 B 2 4%

R W e 22 30 i) R B St ok B BT A RERE I H T A T 2 S S A B AT TR BB SR
R T RO S s W A AR R 3 V) 2 AR A D A AR BLROR OC R ) MPI_Recv
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MPI_Send ), — K MPI_Send i 7E A 11 % T 42 76 AH T K % R ) MPI_Irecy,MPI_Send A & Fff 7 (1)
MPI_Wait &), — 35 MPI_Irecv J3C4 HT TH, BE 5 B35 MPI1_Wait 75 1), 5% J5 /& MPI_Send &) 5k 1 pios
BL 1 AN 2 A L.
A HEPIIES T.
i 2 YRR )G 1 H AR R SRS T
1. YR HEFIIES T;

2. for (RS HERR S 5 i)

3. {s=0; tmpT.clear();

4. for (M2 Tl BE4 H &% 5 j)

5. {if (T[i][j]-func==MPI_Send or T[i][j].func==MPI_Recv)

6. { k=j; recvList.clear(); sendList.clear();

7. while ((TTi][k].func==MPI_Send or T[i][k].func==MPI_Recv) and Match(T[i][k], T[il[i]))
8. {if (T[i]1[k].func==MPI_Send) {sendList.push_back(T[i][K]);}
9. else {recvList.push_back(T[i][k]);}

10. k++}

11. j=k—-1; tmpT.push_back(sendList + recvList);

12. }

13. else

14. {tmpT.push_back(T[i][j1);}

15. }

16. T[i]=tmpT;

7.}

R e A P R AN — 550 4 o B SRR A TRAR BRI L6 BT U S — SRS DU HEAT T R 4
i IR TR) G £ e 1 T, SR 308 1 7 BN B R R T AN R R R (¥ AN e 5 0, U I — 18 3 T 1 o 4
ANTA] BR8P A LR A I A R HE R B R I 2 T 4% T B 2 A 81 R £ AR X SE A
REfs 5B G I H &SI 2 Wil — AN K MBI B S50 m, i R4 H e HAR B R 1 M4
BIYAE TR m AN RE A I, U R AT R R AR X S A

BE 2. AhF R B0 25 B S

BRI S H RS T.

A IR H &S C.

1. WG H SRS T; PG kR £ 54l p=0;

2. while (p A7 FREE M AR BIE X N H & )7 51K 2) do

3. {if CURTHRENN B 1 ITH 4% H 1T LLA JF) {C.push_back(combine(T,p));Add(p);}
4 else {Max=0;

5 for (i A28 BFREFESR )

6. bS5 | A BERE ) T VLS R EEES di];

7 if (d[i]>Max) {Max=d[i];j=i;}

8 }

9 for (i M HFER )

10. {q.clear();

11. if (Match(T[i][p[i]). TL1[P01D) {a.push_back(p[il);}

12. }
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13. }

14.  for (i #ZERA VRS 5)

15. {if IR | AEARRAG SR 4 2 9F) plil++}

16. C.push_back(combine(T,q)); Add(q);

17. }

18. }

H T 2 0 50 AT AEAR S (R T NPB 3.3 SRt [ A5 S fee K 1 B LU 19 4% H 308 108 (1 $0R 2, 5 s 7
AIRESER), H GG R EEVE 10 IR 8] 0% R A 43 O 1R ) R BEE R HOCh n, 2k B BN BERE K T RS 2808 b B oA L
oA T IS B4 4% H AR I — R I TV A 2R BE R O(nL); & I e R 15 il x4 4 B e A i 5 H &
PR R B W m R 2, BRI IR 2 4% 5 O O(minL). mT DUE B A SC I H A IR EE I AR IR &L

3 MPI FATE B ERTEIRRTIR A 5 Y 43

T RERE A A R IA B 5 RGP A Ll L i /N SR 5 HL RS A R S [R) PR B TR A0 1 A AR A 4
-5 LA 07, T B H A R A PR 23 I 0 LI Ik H A A, Ja) W B A H 32 h R GG R
(1 [vi) — 2% T 0 7 A 0, 40 L TRUA) HE JEUUR R T (00 08 B 4485 g 6 0 B 8 ) B D[] — 4% 1 ) 7 A 1) 22 4 BB A i o
HIRE—

AR 26 H 75 P ARG B AT LG 1 34 A 18 A R A D ) A, A2 S AR R [ — A 1) R A 1
Se I — il B Ak ok B4 A I T H AR R BRE— 4 B B — AN R ) H R R — A A
(A8 A s A2 R R v T 8 R ) R R ER T A B AT AR, DR b T A R A T AR 1 ) R 4 5
AR F A Ep b 4R RN 4 i 48 T T R 1 ) A9 11 (AB)? 2 T4 HY ABAB IR JiS 11 45 B 6 T A — A T4
T BEAETE 2 Fh A [ (R W 4 7 22 4005 45 5 ABCABCABCA 5t 2 /b ££7E (ABC)®A 11 A(BCA)®. (ABC)?ABCA %% J,
i 7 .0 T Bl — i S DR RIS a6 A 1R S0, T B SRS — N S B A T R VR bR

A58 AR FRAE D R (1) — AN 4R 7 5,0 Z00 S e TR IRCAR 195(2)  LAMLAR 7 R - 45 10 2
ANBAE g i W45 5 58 RO BE O 358 3R 7 415 TR B 375 5 R 3R A6 R TR B R 3072, 1 B e 3 A O 8 o e AR 93 A
SRS A R L T i LR E LT 490 7 rh L (ABC)®A R A(BCA) BN T RN EXI 4,41 i e
LES

W48 H A I R ) A % R 3T R B PR 4 T SR I ) SRR AR L TR M, AR SR e A A
PIAN D BR (L) 4R 705 R T R S B 1 R, Sk — 20 n g3 A ) S S A R e K A LT SR I i S AT
FH2) NGB I LA R A rp B MEAT W4, DAk B A R K R B R
3.1 MIERSEA

JE GBI T TR R TAT 0 B B T o P ) SR R S5 R S AR I R S B IR A AL SA RN
UKL Rank PN EE 2> 6 T2 45 8 SRS E X Suffix(i)R nZ4F 8 S AL B i FFUR I« 5 487, B0 S (MR
AR R BT 5B T A [H B P AN J5 43 Suffix(i)F0 Suffix(), 7T BA LL 7 55k ELB e AT TH K /N 5 48 40 SA 12
S B n A G ST S 3 NS BRI 545 & AT 75 HEB R — A B0 T 4 B Rank W& Il s &EAN i
Z34E SA TR AT HERY A7 B v] LG F1 ,Rank F1 SA H_ iz £, Bl SA[Rank[x]]=x.

¥ 3 J5 S8 B IR AN SCE S height 20200 h B0 2840 F height[i]4 suffix(SA[i]) 5 suffix(SA[i—1]) i &% 1K 28 JL i
4 .h[i]=height[Rank[i]].5& T~ height %5 ZH, 5t mJ LA van kb Al o Jig 45600 doe 1 A SL A48 il J T 4% n) LG 4K “RMQ
i) @ (range minimum query, 2 X 2596 [X [8] P $52N J0 5 W) )7 2 5 A2 AE O(n)—O(L1) I 8] &2 2% & i 503, BT L O(n)
F1 B ) F90 Ak B 2 S, 45 V0 A, T LAAE O(L) P9 IR I 457 1 4 SR VS A 30 i 480 00k 1 A T B o
A 3 J 2844 UL e RMQ AL G 75 3 Biow.

B% 3. M S S UL RMQ TRAL B,

N TR S.
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By H 58 CTRAC BE K SA,Rank,height,m,best 4.

1. DC3(S,SARank); /%5458 S ffi [l DC3 $9: M) SA 1l Rank $r 4l
HEL N 3E height 041

2. k=0;

3. for (i=0; i<n; i++)

4. { height[Rank[i]]=k; i++;

5. if (k>0) k—;

6. for (j=SA[Rank[i]-1];r[i+K]==r[j+K];k++)}
HCLTF A3 RMQ 17 m 1 best 24

7. for (i=1;i<=n;i++) {RMQIi]=height[i];}

8. m[0]=-1,;

9. for (i=1;i<=n;i++)

10.  if (i&(i-1))==0) {m[i]=m[i-1]+1;}

11. else {m[i]=m[i-1];}

12.  for (i=1;i<=n;i++) {best[0][i]=i;}

13. for (i=1;i<=m[n];i++)

14.  {for (j=1;j<=n+1-Sqr(2,i); j++)

15. { a=best[i—1][j]; b=best[i-1][j+Sar(2,i)];
16. if (RMQ[a]<RMQ[b]) {best[i][j]=a;}
17. else {best[i][j]=b;}

18. }

19. }

32 RRAHBBEEMESLEETHEN

BETEHE AT H N S, AL L [S|=n 0 TR ANE S H A 1 h R U ML BE A S8 AN T n/2 )0 1 31 n/2 BN K
2 ARG SR AR AR R | AL T A o AE | M S8 ia B AT SR S B BRI ORESE T 7 83, LK
FEAS T R KRR

BEOEAE AT H O S A BE|S|=n 0 FAEANIE ST A 7 R OR U A e AN /2.0 1 B n/2 2SR

S[01,S[i1,S[ix2],S[ix3]... H ) AN 3% 22 7 45, i FLIX P AN 745 0 78 49 I T AH AR B P A& R 1 v B8 L 7R A7 70 3%
ST R IS DU I AN A 0 R A (] 1) X AN S 2 2 BE AR A 00 LT DO T AN i, TR R A T A
S[0],S[i1,S[ix2],S[ix3]... 7 FF AN 24 & BLAT 7 L2 5 AN A [F) <7 FF 5, A4 ] BEATAE — 5 0 X A R/ I — AN
IRATRSEN | M IE S TR T 24 R B AN E AT SHI=S[i+iTi, 25 ) ) w1 1) J5 45 [ AEDL AL £ 3.

PR 3 (3R b, nT LLZR ik O(n) 1 1 Ak B, A ST i2 ml LAAEUR LA O (1) P IRF ) AR AR 725 0, 75 380 170 5 DT TG 1) 3¢
KA EE 1) i D EC AT AR S 56 B 5 X AR i i T T A A R E B2 52 o IR b i ) T OSBRI 1) i DL G
Al CAF RDRE () 7 240, B AR oA BB B S 8 A N AR N 1R 5 % BT height B4 3 B B4 R T LLAE O(2)
(47 B ) A 3 1) D ) B KA B T XA A | AR e S BT SR T IR K SR R L AN
IR A 1Y

T B R SR AL T AT R S ORI B /e S=AAAAB I, T AAAA BRI IR, B 1 2
FE =1 (I 58 2 YRR AE =2 I, SR AR, A A PR B J I — O LA S AN (L 1, DR AT T 3o 15 bR 7 A7
795, AT T 53R 2 Wl R DN T 0 L 2 s
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33 WHBIRE X

FEAE ] BT SR AT B S T A WK IE SR T 52 1 83 2 42 R eh K B0 0 0 £ AR 5 15 e b b
0 AT AR (P S T A o PR BEAH RN AL Se R id SE 20 U I 1R T 5 Ehnid i 7 S A B AL 1 H
DBkt B S AR AR G ST R L PR T W P A bR A ) T R A BT R S

4 S=8' K LR HMIE RS . FHOELL T 7 R RER G D IR, B A BUTATELL A T
ok O RGAEA I B 4 W R TR

B 4 AR SE.

WA I A H GRS C.

it s AE T LI A R,

1 K HERIE N 7R 8 S

2. do{

3. R.clear(); S=5';

AL 3 5 0 4 LA S RMQ Tl BAC:

VI FHRIELLE L 7 1k

Sort(R); /42 M pR A B A IR b nT WO I IR B T R
comList.clear();

for(Mczé R M4 5 )

{if (R[iI1A 5 CAric Y4 & B) comList.push_back(R[i]);}

10. S'=Compress(comList);

11.  } while (NotEmpty(R));

XA e S, B HACZIS|=n, AL ] DC3 Sk RIS L B (M3 5 GE AL B I T S A% 20 O(n). 1) i
height HC4H ¥ I T6) 52 2% 5 2l O(n). 3% 4k A RMQ ) 81 (1) 5 K 2 L iy 8 50305 1 T 40 S 1) N ) 52 2% B 04 O(n). B 1 5%
/2 BRI BEI 0 TR RE 1,35 2 SR A B 745 A nfi AN, B8 P=n/1+n/2+n/3+...+n/(n/2)A>, 5] 1L
X B I S 245 0 O(nlogn). 7 £7 S [T A MR K 1 R (80 AL O(nlogn), 7E 45l 22 B8 A
LA T R o g i — U0, R bR 3 14 25 BRI I 8] 52 2% % 5 O(nlogn).

g5 b AT IR I R B SRR R S T AT R RRR D R AR AR SR I ) B2 2 B2 O(n)+O(n)+
O(nlogn)+O(nlogn)=0(nlogn). 7 T 52 b3k 20 BRI v 725 8 7 A5 £ IR K B 70 4 . o T 453 O A4 B, 4 50 44 1) o
/AR 2 MEHRTT R IR B 2 D g5 o R B AR R SR IR T R 44 B O(nlogn)+O(n/2log(n/2))+
O(n/4log(n/4))+...=0(nlogn).

4 MPI TR FI B2 FF B Eh €132

W0 AR A MP B AS T A) I HE N )L BRAT B ) R HS B ], ) LUASTHRL 4 8 B )4 JEh:— 2 0@ A5 i (), 38
Tk AT IS T SFe AR AL 2 T BN 1) (F8 AT RR )P 7E 3B AT PR BT 2 R P T 5 B [, 76 3K B I [V 3 i 47 2 7 7E il
AT VB R A TP i &R A 2, in MPIL_Wait, MPI_Barrier #5J& T MP1 315 19350, O &8 T 4 B B F 0 3
DA S 90 ), AN 4 e 24 E U B F 0D ) 0 Sk A 408 P O 1% 11 &5 BRI T 5 P 2 BT 1) £ 2 SR AL 3R A5 - A 1 i) )
S VHE G TE B SR 0 FR 3 I8, e 3 76 3 79 4% 0045 18 ) 22 ) 3 N 28 AR B ASE A0 T B I (1)

VST ) R0V T A T ) 0 T LA B A T B8 AE VB U T ARG R 0 08 PR OB AT A T AR A S e o T
A8 HH I 3 2 09 1 B IS 100 AN A ARG B HR B 155 O, bR 0 T SR T 0 2 1 ) 40 e o o 2 A PR AT A
BR] bk 7 2 LG ER 2 M S 0 [ 2 T DA 55 3k 6 2% 0 A 1 0 P IR BIOE AT 4 T30 ¢ b g S T B9 2 4 B
81445 5 ) T

TEWCAR AR I, B 22 4% 15 R Bk A I 4%, DR st K AF R PRy D A0 T i) R 30045 IF 7] 248 0 204t A B 240
A L5 38 A5 I [R) AH DG (9 3845 1 1) L8 I TR BEAR B A T count 2RS40 IX 85 A count RS EUIN Rets & 1)
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AR A A SCATEL R P2, — 2808 count SRS S A 7] 0 AE S — MR/ AR ALK, 55— S M Al 2000
WJ,count 2582 $5{F] B A5 718 P1 AR 442 SRR DU AR A0 PR O6E T I PR DL AE I A3 (K475 00 T, #8 2 E BL“ o 5 I 1)
AL B AR I O

Wk 2 Fros S INAE RS, 5IN (PR T 46 F0 A4 PR &5 G FU A8 Js A AR 15 £ 13 810 388 1738 F) 1)
Bl 2 37 AEIX A R AR R AR TR RO IO AT 4 AN SEI 5 fU 2 v SE I 15 ) ST ORTRE IR ¥ 41 E3 JEAEIRIA Z A1 1, i SE I
i) S2 RIREIN i E2 SEAENRIAZ R E AT SE I I [1) 75 4% AN 1] ) 7 Ao 500 TR BA 22 9 B BT A S I
R (ELAG S2 A1 E2), 12 M 1 7590 55 WAC A4 117k Y 2% LA 5 ) -2 1) )T 0 T TR, B~ 28 L A0 DA ox 2 P S 4 ) A ¢
(16 42 Hsf HoF TR 56830 18 000 000 98 B & f) 4G 14 (R 1R E3), 77 S2 R B2 i v 4 Hh ok LU, 1 JEUAH AT 5 1) S I 5
5 v AR i 22 R AT M2

FEA F )N RSB oA B H RN A SCRDR DR T ok B RN RERR K H S T i i s A0 H ) s 2 A2 AR £ B,
A T B R I 8 AR 8 0 845 SR 2 R A R PR I 1 b B 2 B O T A i A B R e R S TR K
BRI RE Y HRAT MPI_Init 2 802 5 37 20 HOR 24 A RERE IO AR, PR A7 AE N4 R AR i id_proc WP AEREAS mX)
R AR PR AT BT, 2 A A& S 1R 5 SR 2 BN R B 4% T O N O S (45 R 20 ol (e Bt A A P A
PR BN AEAR I (1 2 800 B B R id_proc FRRL SR RCRR B F 6 T AL B AT ) SR AR B8 50D g — K il At
Gu BE B SR A 7 i A 1 40 L S A R B, T B R OB P WY i R S A 6 2 A B € 2K v
20, 53— i A 19 2 B2 288 R 250, WU ot 245 B HR SO eR B DA S, MPI_Wait b 5P A 81 R 40 280 2B 2
Ja A R 0 A T DU HEAT R A A Hh A A B AT

FEACSRKIBAT AR HAR G MP1 {5 B L2 i 5 T 2B O URE e I 6 B2 (R S 50,00 TR L sk (K S 4L,
TR BN DUEAT #h 42

EEEE
Y= T3 T amE A
ER B2
A
ek ZaiEas:
BN
E— Tt
— :
SN EEEEM
R FE R
EHFEES
L. el ST E

Fig.2 Adding delay statements after repeat-compression
B2 WO A 084 IS I i ) 7 i P

5 RWERRMEST

ARATEIG S AWy B L A A T AT H R AR S A IR0 B T A M RIS TR0 (1 B e R 2 3
G F2 ST A 1) IRF ) 0000 B A WU, 1 S AR R BRI AT N T, e B S g v A IO R e A8 P S 461 R
F HEAR [7] 119 48 50 L6 81 76 s s PR 55 J 9T A7, FH 49 280 00 FUATT IF ) 5 522 o B [ AT 6F L, FH 19 8 222 10D £ s 2 K
P A STk

S IR 5y Oy [ # 5 S P LBE. R HLRE A 16 65 AR SE ML, B2 P T 38 O XU DU % Intel Xeon(TM)
2.40GHz CPU,2GB W77, 18 i A 70 W) 244 3 42, 45 96 4 1 000Mbps. FAAHLEE 1 16 & 540 i EH LA, b 4 & 3
WL A X% Intel Pentium 111 (Coppermine) 866MHz CPU, 4k 12 & EH LA XUHZ Intel Pentium 111 (Coppermine)
1GHz CPU,16 & EHLIEN 2GB NA£.16 SHLEE M ATE 4 /ST B b AN 7 R0 P 34 J2 23 I 4% 2 i it 9 A
1 000Mbps,4 AF 8 22 1) Ay 52 250 I 4% 3% 432, 717 % 4 100Mbps.
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MPI JFAT ] T MPICH 1.2.7 LA MPICH2.NPB [l 4<2% 3.3.C %1 #3L #F GCC 3.4.3,Fortran % 1% 4%
Ve FT7 BEHLBOR A 2544 randdp. A FHARHETIASE NPB o (1) 8 ANJEAT I HIFL T BT 19 NPB . 27 16 4% C
FIBEIEAT 4 1
51 ETHEEFSFIGIERKE

(1) BFEERR R I I FAR AL G 0 2 7 T AT () BRS040 6 08 400 S0 N 1 e 42 R
R 40 iV, HLANSE WIS AT G520 1 B0 SR I S AR T A i %

ZEREXS NPB () 8 AN TR P 1 S5 56 S0 ek 4140 2 A U A RS ot BLEG MPL B HCS ik  H & MPI
¥R KR LG B AT 1) o KB B AR08 IE ISR AV S CORTIERR B 16 RSO T, & R i 3¢
F) 3 A B RO P R AR L, ey T R 5 v )l 45 A A O A5 A5 R D) LRSS — B 00,16 SR 11 28
HOR AR 2036 S50 R, 0 4 58 AN TR IUBE ) 195 50 NPB ) 8 A I R F7 72 A ) H G A 2 3l AN K (—
83 P A AR 2% BOR AN B T ST UL AR A B, 1 1 1S 45, 5 — 8 9 I P 1) 1 5 A i vk SR T 16 4 (H 2 4t
ANFARDK A LU, Tz AT i i) O - S ARARE ) 16 KT 16 4K

(2) MiAsA S e R A H A A 20 1 MU A5 6 0 2 19 HAB 15 e s Or i H A6 S, A U R A7
TR IR 1] ) S8 BOWAR A6 5 43 IF SR A SR 4 R LR 2, AR SCTT VA RERS I D s A A 55 5 9F 8 AR HAS, &
e H AR A HOH S 3R 1 0 R e KU 2 () JEREAT — S0 & JF I ) B8 K LU Dy 375.84 2 ATLE LU A 5r 1
AT ] 25 2.

KT RENS 1 IR 1

Table 1  The counting number of called communications function

R EAF R B0 R

R BT CG EP FT 1S LU MG SpP
KRB (%) 17 111 41 954 5 47 38 324 355 10 043 26 891
U (B 2b) 17 111 41 954 5 47 36 162 189 9329 26 891
Table 2 Results of regularization and merging experiment
Fz2 IS A IFLRE LR
N BT CG EP FT IS LU MG SP
GIFE HEKH 17 111 41 954 5 47 38 324 355 10 043 26 891
& R ) R 20.22 49.68 0.02 0.12 0.08 375.84 12,57 35.47

(3) HAEW g I B (12 A0 A 8 P8 58 5 1 H S R W 7R84 B 50 TR — B DSR4 J5 0 o S Ik
V6] PR il 502 75 5 e F 5 AR I T 2850 3 00 2 A A AN SC R0V R 7 5 L I 1) 58 ke 1) A5 e 4, I vl 5 SCk[9]+h
{10 P9 o S0 BEAT 6 L NPB B2 PP S T 27 v S S N BN R e A 8 o L A 5 8 PR A0 AR 45 ) 4 e, B2 o 9
[l 5 O PR — N0 B (R 8 ) A R 8 70 5 T A T s IR 4 K3 20 4% H FRIX AN 1 2 LR R 4540 & 9F Ja i
R AW A 8 DL B 228 3 SIZ B8 A9 B PR BEAS IS A 10 0 54 110 BRI B4 B I 3,30 EPFTLIS 3X 3 MR
FRAEAF ek 2D S5 IR A s R T AR IR G54, o T4 A FA IR R T 5 T oA T 5 % X B K8 e A IR R 3E 1Y)
USERIEEIN/ @ :ie

Table 3 Results of Compression experiment

R3St O

S H] Wi K LIS SRR K JE 45 L (%)
BT 44 (15)x200 17 111 99.743
CG 26 (12)x75 41 954 99.938
LU 38 (7)x249 324 355 99.998
MG 302 (134)x20 10 043 96.993
SP 43 (15)x400 26 891 98.840

SCHERLO]HF B P b S35 A BT ) R SEE R B RS ) b SEE AR A SCER 3.3 I FLS A A AW A K RE T

7, A SCEL S B Wi S 2 i B R R SR A T A I )R BE S I, AR S K I TR 8RR
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O(nlogn), I3 P4 A 3234 - O(n?). DR ik, AR SC AR 70 BEAE b (R WA 44 K J3 A0 I i) P i 5 1T 40 Bk 7 i B9 40 75
FESEBRIZAT b A T R SVE LR () P e LA L B R ) R SE A K AT R P R LT R 4
FIEE B Ky LI (6 L 45

Table 4 Contraction length comparison of these three algorithms

R4 3IFEIERIGEK XS L

¥ HEKE ASCHYE AT Pk FE A -5
BT 17111 44 44 44

cG 41 954 26 26 26

LU 324355 38 - 47

MG 10 043 302 302 302

Sp 26 891 43 43 43

Table 5 Run time comparison of these three algorithms

&5 3 MEILMIEATIN )X EE

A H A AT RIS TRP R ELE 1) - STk
BT 17111 4.05 276.46 6.96

CG 41954 6.81 1498.27 7.59

LU 324 355 26.96 ~ 41.87

MG 10 043 2.76 104.84 9.05

sp 26 891 5.61 649.12 10.21

AL PR A I B D T XS LU R ORI R N A SCERLVEAL T B )RR T AR R R I
&,3 M EVERIUAN R AR AT KB J7 A SCR e B T ) N S5 15 2,5 AR 1) _ESEM L g A I3 3%
BT TR S T LU AE 45 3 oh T IR A P R B 1) KK I R e 10° B il T 1 T
T I ALY T T A % 85 A O(n2), B A5 1 R J3E 1 94K T 0 Rt 96, 8 4 A e LA A 2SI 0 B i) 000 2
PR AR SR T P A
5.2 FF 3 5 Y B E] 7k K08

T AT S B v A FH A 42 SR AN ) (1% 4 3 LG A9 £ D A 30 58 TRz AT, F A5 21 00 Tl Aty 15 1) B 52 B bsf
() EAT X L. BT EPFT,IS 58 3 AN H AR IR i b, 53236 2 SO K, BRI BAR S 936 53 41 5 AN L HTRR P 1)
C RV SERUBEHEAT M AL [ A HURE L3847 I A6 R e SR A9 60 A5 1, B J K 04610 R PP 44 /0 10 % T B 72 28— 2Bl
T 32 AT 45 B0 I TRk I 18] 55 B 2R R85 (1) 52 B A7 IN 18] 5% L LR 6.

Table 6 Results of time prediction in homogeneous clusters
F 6 [FRYIRIE R N A TG £ R

J¥7 ] UG RE I AT I TR (5) FUBIRE I AT I [H (5) LAt I 151 (5) fili ¥4 22 (%)
BT 1.094.65 113.04 1130.4 1.04

cG 384.81 37.93 379.3 -1.43

LU 877.27 85.16 851.6 -2.92
MG 786.34 77.57 775.7 -1.35

SP 1219.16 118.56 1185.6 -2.76

K FIGIRE P 20 e B MU L1247 AR 45 215 TR P X TR0 I ) Je , FEoRE S AR R Jye 70 A B 2R 2 LA

Fiatr, s

P32 47 I Ta) L5 TR I 8] R L 45 2R L3R 7.

Table 7 Results of time prediction in heterogeneous clusters
FR T FRIREER N )TN £ R

J¥7 ] JR gt R A8 AT I T () FUBIRE ST I2AT I [H (5) AL I 141 (5) fii ¥4l 22 (%)
BT 3558.72 337.65 33765 -5.12
CG 1042.09 101.72 1017.2 -2.39
LU 3191.50 297.54 29754 -6.77
MG 2040.17 183.94 1839.4 -9.84

SP 4295.63 401.81 4018.1 —6.46
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H13% 6 A1 7 ] LU H 00 T R HLRE, £ 60 NPB () 5 /NI RE e G I 1) T i 22 AN 3%, % 1 S A4 L
TR 1R 22 AN I 10%%. 568 S KL 10 IR [A) P04 15 22 5K L S 8 R R 7 S R LR v U AR AR PP 3 AT I ) AR 5 4
A2 W), R K R TN R 22 the 2 T LA 52 1.

6 LHRiE

ASCIRANBIEGT T HET AN FE R 1 A7 R 5 38 A7 I TR FU00 I 78 F) 8 301, e vk 77— FhowS oF AT 55 A2 AN TR
THEE BRI T (A8 AT I T TR PR AT R0V, RES JE S % 28 1) 3 1 g SRR - BEAR 20 M (10 I ) 50000 149 7 22 Jg B,
R oA A S 55 2 BE UM BE SR LR 1) BEvh T AR SRBOURMT R e AT I P A A H S (0779, A
MP1 £ PMPI 2 1,7 MPIZEJSRS b\ R 3B 88.2) il T A A5 5 — 0204 1R i, ok 77— Al
HAL AT RE AT H A& BTV AR B AR AL b B vh 17— Bl & I H S M 53%.3) KA B B P fe i 0t B TN
S PR AT P W VR ) i A A DA 7 4 ER (KD 3 SO ) R B T R R T A SO PR B A B N S B K
I ) P RE T R A T CAT A B e 53k .4) T L RE A6 S I J5UAR T2 e 32 AT I TRVRF AIE 1, mT 442 B 481 45 T 1) 40 ) e
J g TV SIS T - 30 A5 I ) B T 22 B A JBOREAEL, e vt T B sl el T AT B R 1 5 s

S R WA ST T VA R 1 E R B M PR T ST 95 A2 47 I T, 0) T TR A LR 38 22 ANl 1 3%, T+ 57
FIBLRE R ZE AN L 10%.

Buft AR BRAT RO A S ARG T SCREANR B AT, JEH 2 W 2R3 Tk R 2 v S P LRE 27 5 AR 27 e i€
Pl BRI WUT A VR B A () 2 AN 2 T 7 K
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