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A mixed precision semi-Lagrangian algorithm and
Its performance on accelerators

Lukas Einkemmer

Abstract—In this paper we propose a mixed precision al- Due to the constraints outlined above and since the algo-
gorithm in the context of the semi-Lagrangian discontinuos rithm is memory bound, implementing it using single pre-
Galerkin method. The performance of this approach is evaluted  ision floating point arithmetic would significantly imprev

on a traditional dual socket workstation as well as on a Xeon . .
Phi and a NVIDIA K80. We find that the mixed precision performance as well as reduce memory consumption. This is

algorithm can be implemented efficiently on these architectres. ~Particularly true on accelerators, such as graphic pravgss
This implies that, in addition to the considerable reduction in  units (GPUs) and the Intel Xeon Phi, for which memory is a
memory, a substantial increase in performance can be obseed more scarce resource compared to traditional central psace
as well. Moreover, we discuss the relative performance of ou ing unit (CPU) based systems. In addition, since the memory
implementations. available per core will most likely continue to decrease on
Index Terms—Mixed precision, Semi-Lagrangian methods, fyture architectures, the problem of memory scarcity isgoi
Accelerators, GPU, Intel Xeon Phi to become an even bigger issue in the future.
However, since in many practical simulations a large num-
ber of time steps, and consequently a large number of pro-
Semi-Lagrangian methods are an important class of numpictions, have to be performed, conservation of mass at leas
ical algorithms to solve hyperbolic partial differentialea- up to double precision accuracy has been the gold standard
tions. These methods do not suffer from a Courant-Friesi¥ichin the physics community. This is particularly important as
Lewy (CFL) condition and can be applied without solvingor the classic time-splitting approach conservation ofssna
a linear system of equations. Consequently, semi-Lagaangimplies conservation of momentum as well as a range of other
methods are computationally attractive and have beeneappliesirable properties.
to a wide variety of problems ranging from weather forecasti  Mixed precision algorithms have attracted some interest
to plasma simulations. recently. This is particularly true for numerical lineagebra
Due to the prevalence of these algorithms in applicationgigorithms (see, for examplé,] [1]. 10, [18[, [12]. [13B]].
studying semi-Lagrangian methods and their efficient impleor example, in the context of iterative methods it is very
mentation is an important research area. In particular, #atural to compute a first approximation in single precision
plasma physics applications problems in a high dimensionghich is then refined, if necessary, using double precision
setting (up to 6 dimensions; three position and three vBlocgrithmetics. Also computing the preconditioner in singte-p
directions) are common. Thus, both memory consumpti@ision to increase performance is an often used technique.
and computational performance are a major concern in sycfirthermore, mixed precision algorithms for some specific
simulations. applications have been proposed as well (see, for example,
Let us note that contrary to the much studied stencil codgsp], [17]) and even the possibility to automatically cortve
these algorithms, in general, do not have pre-determingghtain parts of computer programs to single precision kasb
memory access patterns and in some cases have non-unifpffstigated (se€ [16]). However, the traditional forntioka
degrees of freedom (i.e. the specific computation performgflsemi-Lagrangian methods poses significant difficultfess i
depends on index of the data under consideration). Thisipotenixed precision implementation is to be considered.
tially presents a problem for accelerators as aligned datess |, this paper we propose a mixed precision semi-Lagrangian
is usually required in order to obtain optimal performance. approach that succeeds in conserving the mass up to double
The crucial part in any semi-Lagrangian algorithm is thgrecision while storing almost all of the data used in the
interpolation or projection step. In this step the traresldtinc- - computation as single precision floating point numbers. #¢ée u
tion is interpolated/projected back to the grid/approxior the pefore mentioned semi-Lagrangian discontinuous &ialer
space. In the literature a number of numerical schemes ha¥gthod, but instead of storing certain function evaluatiah
been introduced. Most commonly, cubic spline interpoatiog non-equidistant grid (as has been the predominant agproac
is employed in practice. However, recently the so-calledise i the literature), we use the fact that the corresponding
Lagrangian discontinuous Galerkin scheme has been congjgproximation can be written as an expansion in the Legendre
ered. This method is competitive with spline interpolatient  holynomials. The first coefficient in this expansion is siynpl
is a completely local numerical method. This fact greathy,e mass in a subset of the computational domain (which
facilitates the implementation on parallel architectuflesth s then stored in double precision). Furthermore, we will
on shared as well as on distributed memory systems).  jnyestigate the performance of this algorithm on an IntebiXe
L. Einkemmer is with the University of Innsbruck, Austria Phi and a NVIDIA K80 GPU and compare the performance
E-mail: lukas.einkemmer@uibk.ac.at attained to a dual socket workstation.
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The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Ipe determined analytically (as is the case for equalibntiily)
section[dl we discuss the problem as well as the algorithimthe only approximation made (except for the time spliffin
proposed to solve it in more detail. In addition, we briefly Consequently it is important to choose a suitable interpola
discuss the hardware architectures used in our implemientattion scheme. An obvious choice is to use local polynomial
In section[l] we study the error of the proposed algorithninterpolation or methods based on fast Fourier techniques.
the different implementations, and our findings with respeEspecially the latter was used quite extensively in many
to performance. These can be summarized as follows. Vlasov simulations (see, for examplé, [4],_[15]). However,

« The semi-Lagrangian discontinuous Galerkin scheme cipre recently interpolation using cubic splines has become
be implemented efficiently using mixed precision ariththe de facto standard|[6] and the performance of numerical
metics, resulting in both a significant memory reductiopoftware packages that implement such methods has been
as well as a significant performance increase. This iRvestigated in some detail (see, for examgle/ [21], [2#]]1
true across all the hardware architectures considered herdhis is due to the fact that spline interpolation is mass
(dual socket workstation, Intel Xeon Phi, and NVIDIAconservative and shows little numerical diffusion compare
K80 GPU). to alternative approaches. In addition, it is not as prone to

« For traditional CPU based systems our implementatiodscillations (and thus to the appearance of negative Vaages
in most of the cases considered, is close to the theoretigs$ Fourier techniques.
attainable performance for memory bound problems onHowever, the procedure also suffers from a number of
that architecture. shortcomings. Most notably that it is a global algorithmath

« For the Xeon Phi we observe a speed up of approximatdsy the construction of the cubic spline (for which we have to
50% compared to the CPU implementation (using trgplve a sparse linear system) couples each degree of freedom
code that has been optimized for the CPU system). Thugth each other degree of freedom. The resulting all-to-all
in this case the Xeon Phi can act as a drop-in replacemet@mmunication is a serious issue with respect to the sdiyabi

« For the K80 we observe a speedup of approximaely of such algorithms.
compared to the CPU implementation. This corresponds
to 75% of the peak performance for that architecture.

. : . A. Description of the algorithm
Finally, we conclude in sectidn 1V.

In recent years an alternative method has emerged. The so-
called semi-Lagrangian discontinuous Galerkin scheme was
Il. BACKGROUND & M OTIVATION . . . . :

independently proposed by![5], [20], [19]. Since a variaht o

The Vlasov equation (here stated in 1+1 dimensions)  this method will be used in the present paper, we will describ

Ouf (t, 2, v) + 00y f(t, 2, v) + E(x)dy f(t,2,0) = 0 @t in some detail. First, the computational domain is didide
into a number of cell€; = [x;_1/2,%;11/2]. In each of these
models the time evolution of a plasma system. The sougi¥lls we approximate the exact solution by a polynomial of
after quantity is the particle density functiof(t,«,v), and degreep. This approximation requires the storagevof p+1
the electric field is denoted b¥(x). This model is important degrees of freedom. Let us note that no continuity condtrain
for the description of non thermalized plasmas; i.e. plasmg enforced at the cell boundaries. Thus, the approximation
where fluid models (such as magnetohydrodynamics) are wétthe continuous solution(t, z) is performed by a function
applicable. In the seminal paper by Cheng & Knarr [4] ivith discontinuities at the cell interfaces. The corresfing
was recognized that by applying a time splitting approaoh, tjumps are bounded in magnitude by the discretization error.
Vlasov equation is reduced to a sequence of one-dimensiolialsolve equation{1) we translate the approximant (this can
advections. That is, in order to solve the Vlasov equatidse done analytically) and then perform @ projection to
efficiently it is necessary to develop a good integrator for the subspace of piecewise polynomials up to degre€his
yult, ) + adyult, z) = 0, (1) can be easily agcomplishgd by choosing an orthogongl basis
of the polynomial approximation space and results in an
wherea € R is a constant. Let us emphasize that the simplicigpproximation of ordeo.
of this equation (for which even an analytic solution can The semi-Lagrangian discontinuous Galerkin method is
be derived) is deceiving. In fact, a large body of literatursnass conservative by construction and compares very favor-
has been devoted to this problem (see, for example, [22Qly to the cubic spline interpolation (see, for examgld, [5
[11], [5], [20], [19]). For solving the Vlasov equation it[8], [23], [Q]). In addition, it requires at most the data rino
is important that the numerical scheme is free of a CHwo adjacent cells in order to compute the approximatiohat t
condition. Otherwise, the numerical scheme would be forcsdbsequent time step (note that this behavior is indepénden
to take excessively small time steps. Therefore, so-calleni- of the CFL number). Thus, the semi-Lagrangian discontisuou
Lagrangian methods have become popular in this field. TheSalerkin method is a completely local scheme. This greatly
methods follow the characteristics backward in time in otde facilitates the implementation on distributed memory eyt
compute the function values at the grid points. Note, howevésee, for example[ [7]).
that the feet of the characteristics do not necessarilycidén  In most of the literature, the Lagrange basis polynomials at
with the grid. Thus, an interpolation procedure has to hbe Gauss—-Legendre quadrature nodes are used as the basis.
employed. Note that in the case where the characteristits dais has the advantage that the degrees of freedom areduancti
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evaluations on a non-equidistant grid. However, since tlagithmetic instructions. Thus, even for a sixth-order roetthe
degrees of freedom correspond to function evaluations) evitop/byte ratio is only about.4 for double precision and.9
for smooth functions, all of them are approximately equébr single precision. This is significantly below the floptey
in magnitude. Thus, this representation is unsuitable @& thatio for all the computer systems considered here (see2Tabl
context of a mixed precision implementation. 0.

In order to remedy this issue we use the fact that the first TABLE |
o Legendre polynomials (appropriately scaled to the COIM€- ARDWARE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DUAL SOCKET WORKSTATION
sponding cell size) form a basis of the space of polynomials  usep IN THE NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS. PEAK ARITHMETIC

up to degreqj Thusy |n Order to apprOleaﬁdw) |n the Ce” PERFORMANCE FOR SINGLE AND DOUBLE PRECISION AND THE
h/2.h/2] we use ATTAINABLE MEMORY BANDWIDTH AS WELL AS THE FLOP/BYTE RATIOS
[_ / ’ / ] ARE LISTED. THE DAGGER INDICATES THAT THE BANDWIDTH ACHIEVED
BY A MEMORY COPY BENCHMARK IS LISTED (AND NOT THE

p
THEORETICAL BANDWIDTH SPECIFIED BY THE VENDOF).
u(@) =) eiPi(F),
j=0 TFlops/s flop/byte
o . : ! double single GB/s™ double single
yvhere P; is the jth Legendre polynomial de_zflned on the > EE2630 V3 06 17 9 107203
interval [—1,1]. The degrees of freedom, which are conse-1yx xeon Phi 7120 1.2 24 150 8 16
quently stored in computer memory, are the coefficienthat 0.5x K80 15 4.4 170 88 259
appear in the expansion. These coefficients can be computed
as follows However, floating point arithmetic is not the only concern.
92j 412 [h/? Since the algorithm requests a memory load for the addresses
cj = — / u(z)Pj(3x) da. (2) i* andi*+1 in one iteration and to* +1 andi*+2 in the next,
cache performance is vital to obtain good performance. iEhis

This integral is easily solved exactly by performing a Gausespecially true for the CPU and Intel Xeon Phi implementatio
Legendre quadrature. The advantage of this representatiomas in those instances there is little possibility to dinectl
that for a smooth function. we havec; ~ h7. Thus,c¢, manipulate the cache. We will discuss a number these issues
will be O(1) while higher order coefficients become proin more detail in the next section.

gressively smaller. This scaling can be exploited by stprin

the higher order coefficients with less precision (i.e. gsirB. Hardware architecture

single precision). This can be interpreted as a, in generalyg 55 heen mentioned before, reducing memory consump-

lossy, compression scheme where less important coefficiefit, js especially important on accelerators due to thetéichi

are stored using fewer bytes. _amount of memory available on these systems. In the present
Let us also note that, corresponds to the mass iNpaner we will use the Intel Xeon Phi 7120 which includes

[=1/2,h/2]. This is especially convenient for a mixed preyg g of memory and the NVIDIA K80 which consists of

cision implementation as storing in double precision (and vy, Gpus in a single package with 12 GB of memory each.
the remaining coefficients in single precision) automdlyca the purpose of the present section is to describe these two
ensures conservation of mass up to double precision ageurag nhitectures.

In the present text we will not derive the implemented | o s start with the Intel Xeon Phi due its similarity with
algorithm in any detail. What is important for the preserst-dihe standard x86 architecture. In fact, on the Intel XeonaPhi

cussion, however, is that by performing the Gauss-Legengh | inux operating system is employed. The Xeon Phi can
quadrature of equatiofii(2) we obtain the following update rUgjiher e used in offload mode (where the CPU and the Xeon

A +1 ; s i .
for the coefficiente;; at timet,, 1, (i is the cell index) Phi work together and exchange data over the PCle bus) and
il o n in standalone mode (where a program runs on the Xeon Phi
Gj = ZI:AﬂlCi*l +ZBﬂlCi*+1%l without intervention from the CPU system). The preferred
J

programming model for the Xeon Phi is OpenMP which
whereA € R°*° andB € R°*° are matrices that only dependwe use in all our implementations. However, they are also
on the time step size and is the integer part of the CFL important differences. The Intel Xeon Phi (similar to GPUs)
number. Note that the CFL number is not a fixed quantity buses GDDR5 memory which is optimized for applications
can depend, for example, on the electric field. Thus, it is nahich can exploit high memory bandwidth. However, it should
a-priori known by how much the indexis translated in order be emphasized that to obtain this bandwidth certain access
to obtaini*. pattern are required. This has to be contrasted with DDR3

The matrices can be precomputed at the beginning of eankemory which is also fairly effective if random access patse

time step and thus their cost will not be a major concern excegre used. The Xeon Phi consists of 61 cores each of which
for an extremely coarse space discretization. Furtherptibee has access to an 32 KB L1 cache and an 512 KB L2 cache.
size of the matrices is negligible in comparison to the cacfiée latter can interchange data via a ring interconnectuket
size and it is thus reasonable to assume that access to theseaiso mention that the Xeon Phi implements eight double wide
trices is quick. Consequently, the algorithm requiresyassg vector units (AVX512).
a perfect cache) one memory load and one memory store pe®n the other hand, the NVIDIA K80 is a more lightweight
degree of freedom, which we have to compare to4he- 1 architecture. No operating system runs on the card and thus
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. TABLE I
computations on the GPU always have to be controlled by af,e error(cOMPARED TO THE DOUBLE PRECISION IMPLEMENTATION

application running on the host system. Similar to the XeoND THE ERROR IN MASS IS SHOWN FOR A SMOOTH INITIAL VALUE(TOP)
Phi, the K80 uses GDDR5 memory. Although caches are #&ND AN OSCILLATORY INITIAL VALUE (BOTTOM). IN BOTH CASES104
= . ) TIME STEPS ARE CONDUCTED AND THE ERROR IS MEASURED IN THE
more recent addition to GPUs, this Kepler generation carglscreTer2 NorM. THE NUMBER OF COEFFICIENTS THAT ARE STORED
includes both an L2 cache and an L1 cache. The latter is  INDOUBLE PRECISION IS GIVEN IN THE SECOND COLUMN

implemented together with a so-called shared memory. 8Share

. ; . d # doubl

memory is basically an I__1 cache that can be directly corgdoll _ Orzer fu © 8'983;% errzu(::‘ls;)
by the program (thus it is a user managed cache). The relative 0 1.09e-05 2.56e-06

size of the L1 cache and the shared memory can be configured
t tend and these two types of memory are shared 4 3 0-16e-14 1.21e-14
0 Some exiend al yp _ Yy 2 6.41e-13 1.42e-14
by all blocks running on the same streaming multiprocessor. 1 3.55e-10 6.15e-15
The K80 exposes significantly more parallelism with 2496 so- 0 2.80e-05 1.31e-05
called CUDA cores. Note, however, that 32 such CUDA cores order  # double error  error (mass)
are collected in one warp and all threads in a particular warp 2 1 9.22e-10 1.04e-14
. C . 0 5.98e-06 2.36e-06

have to execute the same instruction if optimal performance
is to be achieved. Thus, one might argue that the GPU 4 3 1.22e-12 1.11e-14
consists of 78 cores with 32 threads grouped together in a 2 6.32e-10 1.06e-14
: : ; 1 6.05e-08 1.64e-14
vector unit. The difference to the vector units found more 0 6.546-05 0.816-06

commonly in CPUs, however, is the programming model.
While for CPUs/Xeon Phi vectorization is mostly delegated

to the compiler, the CUDA programming model exposes thignly ¢, in single precision already yields a three order of
behavior more directly to the programmer. An additionghagnitude improvement as well as ensures mass conservation
difference is that in principle any command can be vectatizeyp to double precision accuracy. Let us also remark that the
as long as all threads within a warp execute the same statem&for committed by the numerical approximation (i.e. by the
(i.e. there is no branch divergence). Since CUDA is the mQsiojections performed in course of the time integratiord ar
common programming model for NVIDIA GPUs, we use ifarge compared to the roundoff errors (except for the single
in a." our implementations. precision imp'ementation)_

From a practical point of view it seems that there are few
I1l. RESULTS reasons to store more than one or two coefficients in double

precision. Thus, in the following sections we will mostlyctcs

on the numerical scheme were eithgris stored in double

Itis well accepted in the Vlasov community that preservingrecision (for the second and fourth order scheme) and the
mass up to machine precision (i.e. up to double precisigheme where, andc; are stored in double precision (for
accuracy) is vital in order to obtain a physically reasogabjne fourth order scheme).
solution (especially for long time integration). This ish@ds T4 conclude this section let us note that storing oaly
the most serious argument against using single precisiat: flg, memory results in a reduction in memory by a factor of
ing point numbers in such simulations. However, as mentong s Note, however, that this effect becomes more pronounced
before, to only store the coefficieat in double precision (and j, higher dimensions. For example, in two dimensions the
the remaining cogﬁicient; in single precision) is suffitien  oq,ction in memory is already a factor of8 and in di-
order to retain this behavior. o _ _ mension three a factor df.97. The latter is certainly almost

The purpose of the present section is to confirm this resmﬁistinguishable from a pure single precision impleméata
numerically and to investigate the different numericalesoes \here we obtain a reduction by a factor ®f This should

that result as a consequence of increasing the numberpafyapt in mind in the following discussion, even though for
coefficients stored in double precision. To that end a “Umbersimplicity we only consider the one-dimensional case is thi

numerical results are listed in Talle Il. We can easily olmseryaper,
the expected behavior that all numerical methods whictestor
at leastcy in double precision conserve the mass up to that
accuracy. B. CPU performance
Let us now discuss the error in the numerical solution that As described in sectidnlll the algorithm under consideratio
is introduced by storing some coefficients in single precisi is memory bound. Thus, we use the achieved bandwidth
This error is computed by comparing the numerical schenfmeasured in GB/s) as the metric of performance.
under investigation to the double precision implementatio The numerical results for the CPU implementation are
The corresponding results are given in Tdble Il. We obserghown in TabléTll. If we compare the bandwidth achieved to
that for the smooth initial value storing in double precision the theoretical bandwidth of that architecture (59 GB/sg, w
(and all other coefficients in single precision) alreadyldse find that the algorithm performs very close to that limit. Shu
very good accuracy. the implementation is almost optimal for both the second and
For the oscillatory initial value storing more coefficiemts the fourth order method. Let us note, however, that espgcial
double precision has some effect. Note, however, thatngorifor the fourth order method we observe a slight decrease in

A. Accuracy
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TABLE Il
THE PERFORMANCE ATTAINED BY THECPUIMPLEMENTATION IS SHOWN
FOR THE SECOND AND THE FOURTH ORDER SCHEMHE HE NUMBER OF
COEFFICIENTS THAT ARE STORED IN DOUBLE PRECISION IS LISTEDOR
EACH CONFIGURATION. THE TABLE GIVES THE ACHIEVED SPEEDUP AND
THE REDUCTION IN MEMORY COMPARED TO THE DOUBLE PRECISION
IMPLEMENTATION.

order # double bandwidth speedup  memorydown
2 2 55.2 GB/s - -
2 1 51.3 GB/s 1.24 1.33
2 0 51.9 GB/s 1.88 2.00
4 4 52.8 GB/s - -
4 2 48.5 GB/s 1.22 1.33
4 1 42.2 GB/s 1.28 1.60
4 0 43.4 GB/s 1.64 2.00
TABLE IV

THE PERFORMANCE ATTAINED BY THEXEON PHI IMPLEMENTATION IS
SHOWN FOR THE SECOND AND THE FOURTH ORDER SCHEMHEHE
NUMBER OF COEFFICIENTS THAT ARE STORED IN DOUBLE PRECISIONSI
LISTED FOR EACH CONFIGURATION THE TABLE GIVES THE ACHIEVED
SPEEDUP AND THE REDUCTION IN MEMORY COMPARED TO THE DOUBLE
PRECISION IMPLEMENTATION

order # double bandwidth speedup  memorydown
2 2 76.4 GB/s - -
2 1 67.3 GB/s 1.17 1.33
2 0 76.2 GB/s 1.99 2.00
4 4 67.9 GB/s - -
4 2 72.0 GB/s 1.41 1.33
4 1 76.3 GB/s 1.80 1.60
4 0 68.6 GB/s 2.02 2.00

TABLE V
THE PERFORMANCE ATTAINED BY THE SHARED MEMORYGPU
IMPLEMENTATION IS SHOWN FOR THE SECOND AND THE FOURTH ORDER
SCHEME. THE NUMBER OF COEFFICIENTS THAT ARE STORED IN DOUBLE
PRECISION IS LISTED FOR EACH CONFIGURATIONTHE TABLE GIVES THE
ACHIEVED SPEEDUP AND THE REDUCTION IN MEMORY COMPARED TO THE
DOUBLE PRECISION IMPLEMENTATION

order # double bandwidth  speedup  memorydown
2 2 110.1 GB/s - -
2 1 89.9 GB/s 1.09 1.33
2 0 90.9 GB/s 1.65 2.00
4 4 95.0 GB/s - -
4 2 72.1 GB/s 1.01 1.33
4 1 60.0 GB/s 1.01 1.60
4 0 73.2 GB/s 1.54 2.00

more sophisticated implementation specifically tuned ® th
architecture of the Xeon Phi. It can be argued, however, that
obtaining a substantial performance improvement with the
same code that is used on the CPU is one of the major selling
points of the Xeon Phi. Although this is only occasionallg th
case, it holds true for the implementation described here.

D. GPU performance

The GPU code described in this section has been imple-
mented using the CUDA framework. In this programming
paradigm most of the specifics of the GPU architecture are
exposed to the programmer (although there are some major
exceptions). In particular, it is the programmers respuilitsi

performance as we increase the number of coefficients that i SPecify how much data each thread is given to process. As a

stored in single precision.

starting point we have ported our CPU implementation to the

Let us note that in the present implementation the ord&PU. That is, each thread is responsible for a single degdree o
of the method and the number of coefficients that are storé§edom. This obviously requires some branching statesnent
in single precision is available at compile time. This givel) case of the mixed precision implementation. Howevetesin
the compiler more information for optimization. If this isthe performance of the algorithm is dictated by memory band-

not done (i.e. if a generic implementation is considered) tividth, loosing a few cycles due to warp divergence is not a

performance is cut approximately in half.

C. Xeon Phi performance

major concern. The achieved performance of the resultidg co

is slightly above 60 GB/s. In some sense this is disappa@ntin
as only one-third of the bandwidth available on the GPU is
exploited. However, we should emphasize that this is still a

The Xeon Phi implementation is identical to the implefully generic code; i.e. the order of the method is not known
mentation that was run on the dual socket workstation in tla¢ compile time and only one kernel is used. If we do the same
previous section. For the Xeon Phi it is even more importaoh the CPU we achieve approximately 35 GB/s. Thus, we still
to avoid a generic implementation in favor of making albbserve some speedup on the GPU if naive implementations on
the relevant constants available at compile time. All thieoth platforms are compared. In fact, the GPU implememntatio

simulations conducted here are run in standalone mode.

is even slightly faster than what is theoretically possiiiehe

The performance results are shown in Figlrd IV. ThéPU. The situation is even more dramatic on the Xeon Phi,
Xeon Phi manages to outperform the CPU based systemblyere the generic implementation achieves only a perfocean
approximately 30 to 80% (depending on the configuratior)elow 15 GB/s.

This variance in speedup is mostly due to the performanceAn investigation has shown that the performance of the
characteristics of the CPU system (the performance acragscribed GPU implementation is mostly limited by cache
the different configurations is actually more consistentlte misses. Fortunately, the CUDA architectures gives us tirec

Xeon Phi). For the important configuratieh = 1, o, = 3 it

access to shared memory which we use to cache all memory

is observed that the corresponding implementation outparf loads. The performance of the resulting implementation is
the double precision implementation by 80% with a reductishown in Figuré V.

in memory by 60%.

We observe 95.6 GB/s for the double precision imple-

Let us note that we achieve only slightly more than onenentation (for the fourth order scheme) and 109.7 GB/s for
half of the theoretical performance possible on the Xedhe second order scheme. This is a distinctive improvement.
Phi. To improve these results would most likely require Blowever, the performance of the mixed precision and the
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TABLE VI
THE PERFORMANCE ATTAINED BY THE IMPROVEDG P UIMPLEMENTATION IV. CONCLUSION

IS SHOWN FOR THE FOURTH ORDER SCHEME HE NUMBER OF Wwe h d rated that mixed - .
COEFFICIENTS THAT ARE STORED IN DOUBLE PRECISION IS LISTEDGR € have demonsirate at mixed precision semi-

EACH CONFIGURATION. THE TABLE GIVES THE ACHIEVED SPEEDUP AND  Lagrangian algorithms can be implemented in an efficient

THE REDUCTION IN MEMORY COMPARED TO THE DOUBLE PRECISION manner. On a” the Computer archltectures ConS|dered (CPU,
IMPLEMENTATION. ) L .

Xeon Phi, GPU) significant speedups can be observed in

order #double  bandwidth speedup memorydown addition to the reduction in memory. Thus, we conclude
4 4 137.9 GB/s - - that a mixed precision of the semi-Lagrangian discontirsuou
4 1 130.1 GBS 151 1.60 Galerkin method is a viable numerical scheme for simulation
4 0 142.5 GB/s 2.07 2.00

on both traditional CPU based systems as well as on modern
accelerators.

single precision implementation are significantly worse in
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