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Abstract—The computational power of High-Performance
Computing (HPC) systems is constantly increasing, however,
their input/output (IO) performance grows relatively slowly, and
their storage capacity is also limited. This unbalance presents
significant challenges for applications such as Molecular Dy-
namics (MD) and Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD), which
generate massive amounts of data for further visualization or
analysis. At the same time, checkpointing is crucial for long
runs on HPC clusters, due to limited walltimes and/or failures
of system components, and typically requires the storage of
large amount of data. Thus, restricted IO performance and
storage capacity can lead to bottlenecks for the performance
of full application workflows (as compared to computational
kernels without IO). In-situ techniques, where data is further
processed while still in memory rather to write it out over the
I/O subsystem, can help to tackle these problems. In contrast
to traditional post-processing methods, in-situ techniques can
reduce or avoid the need to write or read data via the IO
subsystem. They offer a promising approach for applications
aiming to leverage the full power of large scale HPC systems.
In-situ techniques can also be applied to hybrid computational
nodes on HPC systems consisting of graphics processing units
(GPUs) and central processing units (CPUs). On one node,
the GPUs would have significant performance advantages over
the CPUs. Therefore, current approaches for GPU-accelerated
applications often focus on maximizing GPU usage, leaving CPUs
underutilized. In-situ tasks using CPUs to perform data analysis
or preprocess data concurrently to the running simulation, offer
a possibility to improve this underutilization.

Index Terms—in-situ, HPC, CPU, GPU

I. INTRODUCTION

With the continuous development of central processing
units (CPUs) and graphic processing units (GPUs), the peak
performance of current High-Performance Computing (HPC)
systems increases rapidly. This development has facilitated
data-intensive research in various domains, enabling large-
scale simulation. For instance, in the Molecular Dynamics
(MD) domain, HPC systems are used to perform simulation
and, from the simulated results, the physical movements of
atoms and molecules can be described. Another example is the
Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) domain, where com-
putationally expensive numerical methods (executed on HPC
systems) can help to analyze fluid flow problems. At the same
time, due to limited walltimes, checkpointing is crucial for
long runs on HPC systems. It also requires the storage of large

amount of data. However, the input/output (IO) subsystem
on HPC systems is developing relatively slowly, compared
to the computational power, and the storage capacity is also
limited. Traditionally, the results from one application would
be stored via the IO system to the storage system. The data
analysis application reads these data back via the IO system
from storage. Thus data has to go through the IO bottleneck
twice. This problem may limit the efficiency of using the HPC
system, the actual performance of the applications, which are
originally designed to leverage the full computational capacity
of the HPC resources, and, therefore, scientific discovery. Our
previous work [20] proved that, in-situ techniques [10] can
avoid this problem for CPU-based applications, or at least
reduce data traffic. In-situ techniques can be classified into
three types (Fig. 1), depending on whether in-situ task(s)
would interrupt the original application. In the synchronous
approach (Fig. 1(a)), the original application would stop when
the in-situ task is performed, and after the end of the in-situ
task, it restarts. In the asynchronous approach, (Fig. 1(b)),
before the execution, part of the computing resources are
assigned to the in-situ tasks, and the original application would
send the data to these separate resources, after which both the
in-situ task and the original application continue concurrently.
Lastly, in the hybrid approach (Fig. 1(c)), part of the in-situ
task(s) would stop the original application, and the rest would
be executed on separate computing resources.

Current HPC systems often leverage the high peak perfor-
mance of GPUs. When using GPUs, many applications are
focusing on maximizing the efficiency of GPU usage, which
brings the biggest performance benefit, but can result in the
underutilization of CPUs on such GPU nodes. This makes
these CPUs a perfect target for in-situ techniques, using them
for data analysis, thereby increasing their utilization and, thus,
the overall performance of the system, while the simulation
mostly executes on the GPUs. By utilizing the CPUs on GPU
nodes, in-situ tasks can significantly improve performance and
optimize the use of system resources. However, in-situ tasks
share HPC resources with the original application, which can
introduce overhead and discourage developers from using in-
situ techniques. It is essential to carefully evaluate the potential
overhead and the trade-offs between reduced IO requirements
and increased workloads before deploying in-situ methods.
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Fig. 1. Illustration of workflow applications with synchronous, asynchronous and hybrid in-situ tasks.

In our previous work, we studied the in-situ techniques
applied on CPU-based applications. This paper further expands
the study to GPU-accelerated applications and compares the
impact of in-situ approaches using three GPU use cases at
scale. The following are the paper’s specific contributions:

1) it presents novel real-world case studies of applications
in the CFD and MD fields. These case studies demon-
strate the practicality of utilizing in-situ approaches for
solving complex problems in these fields;

2) it compares the impact of in-situ approaches on GPU-
accelerated applications, providing valuable insights into
the benefits and limitations of each approach;

3) it analyzes critically which in-situ approach brings the
least overhead to the original GPU-accelerated applica-
tions, highlighting the potential for in-situ methods to
significantly improve the utilization of HPC resources
and reduce IO overheads.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II
contains a summary of related work on in-situ techniques and
case studies; Section III introduces the paper’s selected in-
situ workflows and experimental setups; Section IV contains
information about the use cases and presents results and
analyses; Section V summarizes and discusses this paper.

II. RELATED WORK

In-situ visualization, as one of the common in-situ tasks,
attracts interest from many researchers and developers. VisIt
with Libsim [9], [22], ParaView with Catalyst [6] and SEN-
SEI [7] are common in-situ visualization systems based on
the Visualization Toolkit (VTK) data format [28]. However,
VTK is difficult to use when dealing with tasks other than
visualization, and hence we decided not to rely on VTK for
the non-visualization in-situ tasks. Dorier et al. [12], [13]
developed a data staging service, Colza, to enable elastic in-
situ visualization with HPC simulations.

Compared to these approaches, this paper focuses also
on other (non-visualization) in-situ tasks. The Adaptable IO
System (ADIOS) [17], [23], initially intended as a higher-
level IO abstraction, can also be utilized for in-situ processing.
Its independence from VTK and compatibility with various
data formats make it an ideal choice for a versatile in-situ
framework, which we are aiming at. Gainaru et al. [15] studied
the impact of data staging in asynchronous in-situ techniques
to couple simulation and in-situ analyses.

Although in-situ data analysis has become increasingly
popular in scientific computing, only a limited number of
researches have been studying how to exploit heterogeneous
CPU/GPU systems for in-situ analysis. Xing et al. [32]
proposed a performance modelling methodology that aims
to predict the optimal placement (CPU or GPU) and data
representation choice (summarization or original) for a given
configuration. Hagan et al. [18] demonstrated the effectiveness
of a load balancing method using an N-body simulation and
a ray tracing visualization with varying input size, super-
sampling, and simulation parameters. Qin et al. [26] focus
on optimizing visualization methods by directly accessing
DEM simulation results, exchanging data between GPUs, and
accelerating pixel composition using GPUs.

Mittal and Vetter [24] provided a survey of techniques to
fully use the heterogeneous HPC systems. They also addressed
resource underutilization and the challenge of balancing the
workload between GPUs and CPUs. However, they focused
on the techniques for a single application to use heterogeneous
HPC systems. This paper studies how to couple applications
and in-situ tasks without redesigning code structure.

III. METHODOLOGY

This section presents our synchronous, asynchronous, and
hybrid in-situ workflow and introduces the experimental setup.

A. In-situ workflow

The first challenge faced by integrating in-situ tasks is to
compile and link the original codes with the in-situ tasks,
which can often be problematic because they may be de-
veloped using different programming languages. To over-
come this issue, we incorporate adaptor functions into our
workflow design. We use the ADIOS2 framework to transfer
data between the original application and in-situ tasks in
both asynchronous and hybrid in-situ approaches. Because
ADIOS2 provides Fortran, C/C++, and Python APIs, it eases
the development of adaptor functions.

In the synchronous approach, data are passed from the
original application to the in-situ processing (Fig. 1(a)). If the
in-situ task uses a different data structure, the adaptor functions
may need to perform a deep copy. Since the original applica-
tion is halted during the in-situ execution, data consistency is
guaranteed, and no data transfer using the ADIOS2 library is
necessary. However, when the original application uses GPUs



for acceleration and the in-situ task is CPU-only, additional
data synchronization between GPU and CPU is required.

In the asynchronous approach, the data is transmitted to the
in-situ task via a writer and reader pair using the ”insituMPI”
engine from ADIOS2 (Fig. 1(b)), which is based on MPI
communication. The original application and in-situ task are
launched concurrently in a multiple-program multiple-data
(MPMD) mode. Workloads are distributed across separate
computational resources. The total number of available re-
sources, pt, can be assigned in various chunks to the original
application po and in-situ task pi such that po + pi = pt.
To ensure data consistency, the original application needs to
wait for the end of the MPI communication. After receiving
the data from the ADIOS2 reader, the in-situ task is executed
concurrently with the original application. If the original ap-
plication and in-situ task have different structures, the adaptor
functions can also perform the necessary adaptations. This
approach has some small but unavoidable overhead, including
the communication between the original application and in-situ
task, the no-overlapping execution before the first data traffic
between the original application and in-situ task and the last
execution of the in-situ task, which is not overlapping with the
original application. Data synchronization between GPU and
CPU is necessary for the GPU-accelerated original application
if ADIOS2 is not built with CUDA-aware MPI.

The hybrid in-situ approach (Fig. 1(c)) consists of both syn-
chronous and asynchronous components. Adaptor functions, as
in the synchronous approach, pass data to the synchronous part
of the in-situ task. After this, intermediate data are sent to the
asynchronous part of the in-situ task via ADIOS2, as in the
asynchronous approach. In this approach, the original applica-
tion is directly linked and compiled with the synchronous part
of the in-situ task, and it is launched concurrently in MPMD
mode with the asynchronous part of the in-situ task.

B. Experimental setup

We use the Raven supercomputer at the Max Planck Com-
puting and Data Facility (MPCDF). [5] One Raven CPU node
contains two Intel Xeon IceLake-SP 8360Y processors with 36
cores each and 256 GB RAM. In addition, Raven also provides
GPU-accelerated compute nodes, each with 4 Nvidia A100
GPUs (4 × 40 GB HBM2 memory per node and NVLink)
and two Intel Xeon CPUs with 512 GB RAM. We use MPMD
configuration files to define how CPU cores are allocated to
the original application and in-situ tasks for the asynchronous
and hybrid in-situ approach. To ensure the data transfer within
one node, we dedicate one set of CPU cores to the original
application, while the rest are dedicated to the in-situ task.
For the GPU-accelerated codes, we use Nvidia Multi-Process
Service (MPS) [3] to allow multiple CPU cores to access the
same GPU and to use the GPUs more efficiently and allocate
cores for the original application and in-situ tasks evenly on
two CPUs because, on one Raven GPU node, one CPU is
directly connected to two GPUs.

We profile the CPU and GPU usages with the MPCDF
HPC monitoring system [30] and NVIDIA’s NSight Sys-

Fig. 2. Execution time of CPU-based NEKO with synchronous and asyn-
chronous image generation on various numbers of fully used Raven CPU
node(s)

tems [2]. The HPC performance monitoring system is ex-
tremely lightweight and runs in the background, invisibly to
the users, while it provides sophisticated performance reports.
The NSight Systems provides detailed information about GPU
utilization, including the timelines including CUDA kernels
and memory operation and the size of memory traffic.

IV. CASE STUDIES

We first discuss a CFD use-case (turbulence simulations)
followed by a Molecular Dynamics use case. For the turbu-
lence case study, we use the incompressible spectral-element
Navier-Stokes solver, NEKO [19], and two common in-situ
tasks to investigate the impact of in-situ tasks on GPU-based
CFD simulations: data visualization and lossy and lossless
compression; for the MD simulation case study, we use the
density function theory solver, Quantum-Espresso (QE) [16],
and lossless compression as in-situ task.

A. Turbulence with image generation

The spectral element method (SEM) [11] is a high-order Fi-
nite element method used in state-of-the-art, high-fidelity CFD
simulations because of its many good properties in regards to
accuracy [27]. From the computational standpoint some of the
advantages of SEM are the possibility to implement it in a
matrix-free fashion, avoiding the explicit construction of any
operator matrix, and its weak element coupling which allows
operations to be mostly performed on a local basis, reducing
communication requirements. These characteristics, among
others, allow the method to handle large problems and per-
form efficiently on large number of processing elements [21].
NEKO [19] is a portable framework that implements SEM
in object oriented modern Fortran, allowing better control on
memory allocation and modularity and thus providing support
for multiple compute architectures.

The first in-situ task integrated into NEKO is data visualiza-
tion, usually needed to analyze the features of the fluid flow on
a time dependent case. We use ParaView with Catalyst as the
image generator, with a workflow that generates a VTK grid
during initialization and reads a customized ParaView Pipeline
Python script. This Python script defines how the ParaView



TABLE I
CONFIGURATIONS OF THE ASYNCHRONOUS IMAGE GENERATION WITH

THE BEST PERFORMANCE
Number of
CPU nodes

Number of CPU cores
per node for NEKO

Number of CPU cores per
node for image generation

1 70 2
2 70 2
3 68 4
4 60 12
5 60 12
6 54 18
7 48 24
8 48 24

with Catalyst coprocessor renders the output image, including
details such as camera position, image size, and slice position.
To compare the different impacts of in-situ techniques on
CPU-based and GPU-accelerated NEKO, we first studied
the CPU-based NEKO with in-situ image generation. In the
synchronous approach, the visualization is executed on the
same cores as the NEKO. In the asynchronous approach, the
visualization is executed on cores different from the NEKO
simulation, but still on the same node.

We used the three-dimensional Taylor-Green Vortex (TGV)
simulation as our benchmark case. For the CPU-based NEKO,
we used a mesh with 323 elements and ran 2000 simulation
steps with image generation every 20 simulation steps. We
ran strong scalability tests to analyze the performance of syn-
chronous and asynchronous approaches. For the synchronous
approach, we tested the performance of 1 to 8 CPU node(s) us-
ing all 72 cores on each node. For the asynchronous approach,
to study the influence of resource allocation, we assigned 2,
4, 8, 12, 18, 24, and 36 cores out of 72 cores on each node
for the asynchronous image generation.

We first verified that our synchronous and asynchronous
in-situ image generation could generate the same images as
the traditional visualization from the simulation result. The
image generated in the in-situ task is identical to the one from
the traditional post-processing visualization from the saved
simulation result. At the same time, we avoided an 8 GB VTK
file for each step with the in-situ techniques.

Like the experimental results in our previous work to
integrate the in-situ image generation into the CFD solver
Nek5000 [20], the asynchronous image generation can out-
perform the synchronous one, and the best performance of
the asynchronous approach appears when the simulation and
image generation take about the same amount of time. In
that case, the computing resources are allocated optimally
according to the workload. As Fig. 2 shows, by selecting an
appropriate number of ranks for both NEKO and in-situ image
generation, the asynchronous approach yields shorter total
execution times than the synchronous approach. However, the
optimal number of resources assigned to the in-situ task varies
based on the number of nodes used (TABLE I). The more CPU
nodes are used, the more CPU cores are required for in-situ
image generation because of the worse scalability of the image
generation compared to the scalability of NEKO. This leads to
a change in the workload ratio between simulation and in-situ
task and influences the resource allocation.

Then we studied the GPU-accelerated NEKO with in-situ

Fig. 3. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO with synchronous image
generation on two Raven GPU nodes with full usage of eight GPUs and
various numbers of CPU cores

visualization. In the synchronous approach, the simulation
is executed mainly on GPUs, while the visualization is ex-
ecuted on CPU cores. However, the GPUs still wait until
the visualization on CPU cores is done because those CPU
cores are also responsible for parts of the NEKO simulation,
including transferring the data between the GPUs and CPUs
and launching GPU kernels. In the asynchronous approach, in
contrast, the visualization is executed on CPU cores separate
from the ones used for NEKO, and the GPUs only wait until
the data is sent. For this test, we used a mesh with 643

elements and ran 2000 simulation steps. The mesh size was
increased compared to the CPU case to efficiently use the
significantly higher computational capacity of the GPUs. We
generated images every 50 simulation steps, except when we
studied the influence of the in-situ task workload on the total
execution. We used two GPU nodes with all eight GPUs on
these nodes used for NEKO and 4, 8, 12, 24, and 36 CPU cores
on each GPU node to study the influence of used CPU cores
number on the performance of the NEKO with synchronous
image generation. In the asynchronous approach, the image
generation was executed by additional CPU cores on the same
GPU node. We first designed two groups of experiments on
two Raven GPU nodes: in the first group of experiments,
we used 16 CPU cores for asynchronous image generation
and used 8, 16, 32, 48, and 128 CPU cores for NEKO; in
the second group, we used 16 CPU cores for NEKO and
used 8, 16, 32, 48, and 128 CPU cores to generate images
asynchronously; in the third group, we used the same number
of CPU cores for NEKO and asynchronous image generation
respectively, i.e. 8, 16, 24, 32, and 72 CPU cores. Then we
tested the influence of the in-situ task workload. We repeated
the second group experiments with image generation every ten
simulation steps. We avoid a 26 GB VTK file per in-situ step
for larger case on GPU nodes.

In Fig. 3, the total execution time of the synchronous
approach on two nodes decreases when the number of CPU
cores increases because of the reduced time for image gener-
ation with increased resources, while NEKO’s execution stays
mostly the same using the same number of GPUs in all cases.

The left plot in Fig. 4 shows how the number of CPU



Fig. 4. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO with asynchronous image generation every 50 simulation steps on two Raven GPU nodes with various
CPU cores for NEKO and 16 CPU cores for image generation (left), 16 CPU cores for NEKO and various CPU cores for image generation (middle) and the
same number of CPU cores for NEKO and image generation (right). In all cases, all eight GPUs on the GPU nodes are used for NEKO

Fig. 5. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO with asynchronous image
generation every ten simulation steps on two Raven GPU nodes with 16 CPU
cores for NEKO and various CPU cores for image generation. All eight GPUs
on the GPU nodes are used for NEKO

cores for NEKO influences the total execution time when
we fixed the number of CPU cores used for asynchronous
image generation. The performance difference in this group
of experiments is small because the time to generate image
asynchronous stays constant when the same amount of CPU
cores are used, and the constant number of GPUs used leads
to the NEKO time only fluctuating slightly. The middle plot
in Fig. 4 shows that when the number of CPU cores for
NEKO stays the same, the total execution time first decreases
with the increasing number of CPU cores for asynchronous
image generation until the image generation takes the same
amount of time as the NEKO and then stays the same. Because
the total execution time depends on the longer execution of
simulation or image generation. The right plot in Fig. 4 shows
how the performance changes when the numbers of CPU cores
for NEKO and for image generation are the same. The total
execution time first decreases with the increasing number of
CPU cores for NEKO and image generation until 24 cores
(12 cores on each node) are used for NEKO, and another 24
cores are used for image generation because of the decreasing
image generation time. Then the total execution time increases
slightly because of the slight increment in NEKO time.

When the frequency of generating the image increases,
the workload of the in-situ task compared to the simulation
increases. As shown in Fig. 5, although the total execution
time of the GPU-accelerated NEKO with asynchronous im-
age generation every ten simulation steps decreases with the
increasing number of CPU cores for image generation, even
when all the originally idle CPU cores are used for image
generation, i.e. 128 additional CPU cores, the asynchronous
image generation takes longer than the NEKO.

All the experiments above are executed on two Raven GPU
nodes. It is the lowest possible number of nodes to simulate
this TGV case on GPUs because of memory limitations. To
further understand the influence of the in-situ technique, we
compared the performance of GPU-accelerated NEKO with
synchronous and asynchronous image generation every 50
simulation steps with the original NEKO on multiple Raven
GPU nodes, specifically on 2, 3, 4, 6, and 8 nodes. In
all the experiments, we used all four GPUs on each node.
In the original NEKO and NEKO with synchronous image
generation, we used 12 CPU cores on each node; in the
asynchronous approach, we used 12 CPU cores on each node
for NEKO and another 12 CPU cores on each node for
image generation, which is the configuration of the fastest
asynchronous approach on two Raven nodes. As shown in
Fig. 6, the NEKO time stays almost the same regardless of the
in-situ approach. The middle plot in Fig. 6 shows that the time
to generate the images synchronously barely decreases when
more nodes are used because of the collective communication
overhead and consequent poor scalability in image generation.
In contrast, the right plot in Fig. 6 shows that the difference
between NEKO without in-situ tasks and NEKO with asyn-
chronous image generation increases with the number of nodes
used. Only a small communication overhead is added to the
NEKO when two or three Raven GPU nodes are used. In
these cases, the asynchronous image generation takes shorter
than or almost the same as the NEKO. Because of the image
generation’s worse scalability, the total execution time depends
on how long asynchronous image generation takes when four
to eight nodes are used. In general, the asynchronous approach



Fig. 6. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO without in-situ tasks using 12 CPU cores per node (left) and GPU-accelerated NEKO with synchronous
image generation using 12 CPU cores per node (middle) and asynchronous image generation using 12 CPU cores per node and another 12 CPU cores for
NEKO (right) on a various number of Raven GPU nodes. All four GPUs on each GPU node are used for NEKO.

Fig. 7. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO with synchronous lossy
and lossless compression on two Rave GPU nodes, with all eight GPUs and
various numbers of CPU cores used.

outperforms the synchronous approach.
We studied GPU usage with the MPCDF HPC monitoring

system. With 24 CPU cores on two Raven GPU nodes, we
achieved 58.5987% average GPU usage and 82.117% average
GPU memory usage; with 72 CPU cores, these numbers
increase to 64.583% and 99.881% respectively. Thanks to
MPS, when more CPU cores are used for NEKO, the GPU
usage on two Raven GPU nodes can be slightly improved.
And the GPU usage does not change when the in-situ task
is integrated into NEKO. But the timelines in the NSight
profiling results show that the synchronous approach brings
stops in GPUs, while, in the asynchronous approach, GPUs
have no visible stop compared to the original NEKO. The extra
data synchronization between GPUs and CPUs in both in-situ
approaches brings additional data transfer from the GPU to one
CPU core. But the additional time of this memory operation
is smaller than the performance fluctuation of original NEKO.

B. Turbulence with data compression

The lossy and lossless data compression is the second in-situ
task integrated into NEKO. Lossy compression is a physics-
based method inspired by JPEG compression standard [31].
Turbulence is a complex phenomenon characterized by chaotic

Fig. 8. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO with hybrid lossy and
lossless compression on two Raven supercomputer nodes with all eight GPUs
and eight CPU cores for NEKO with synchronous lossy compression and a
various number of CPU cores for asynchronous lossless compression.

motion at multiple scales, with only a small subset of motions
containing the majority of energy in the flow. Otero et al. [25]
proposed a technique that allows the retention of only the data
associated with the most energetic motions while discarding
the remaining data. We reuse the functions from NEKO, so this
part of the in-situ task is one example of a deep coupled in-situ
task. For the lossless compression, we use the embedded Bzip2
lossless compression functions in the ADIOS2 library in the
synchronous approach. In this case, we test the synchronous
and hybrid in-situ approaches.

The amount of data physics-based lossy compression to-
gether with the lossless compression can compress depends on
the maximal allowed error. With it equal to 10−2, we can com-
press about 98% data while keeping sufficient accuracy. [20]

In the synchronous approach, the lossy compression is
executed on the same GPUs as NEKO, and the lossless
compression is executed on the CPU; in a hybrid approach,
the lossy compression is executed on the GPU synchronously,
and the lossless compression is performed on separate CPU
cores asynchronously. We used the mesh with 643 elements.
We used two GPU nodes with all eight GPUs on these nodes
used for NEKO and 4, 8, 12, 16, 20, and 24 CPU cores to



Fig. 9. Execution time of GPU-accelerated NEKO with synchronous data compression using 12 CPU cores pre node (left) and asynchronous lossless
compression using 12 CPU cores per node and another 12 CPU cores for NEKO with synchronous lossy compression (right) on various numbers of Raven
GPU nodes. All four GPUs on each GPU node are used for NEKO.

study the influence of used CPU cores on the performance. In
the hybrid approach, the lossy compression was ported to the
same GPUs executing NEKO, while the lossless compression
was executed by additional CPU cores on the same GPU node.
We reported here one group of experiments on two Raven GPU
nodes: we used eight GPUs and eight CPU cores for NEKO
with synchronous lossy compression and used additional 4, 8,
16, 28, and 64 CPU cores to compress the data losslessly.

The total execution time of the synchronous approach
consists of NEKO time and data compression time (Fig. 7).
It decreases with the increasing number of used CPU cores
because the lossless compression time decreases.

As shown in Fig. 8, the time to perform asynchronous
lossless data compression decreases with the increasing num-
ber of additional CPU cores. The total execution time of the
hybrid approach decreases with the time for asynchronous
compression until the time for NEKO and synchronous lossy
compression takes longer because the total execution time
depends on the longer time for asynchronous lossless com-
pression or the sum of the NEKO and synchronous lossy
compression. The latter takes constant time because it is done
on the same number of GPUs.

Fig. 9 shows our comparison of GPU-accelerated NEKO
with synchronous and hybrid data compression every ten
simulation steps on multiple Raven GPU nodes, i.e., on 2, 3, 4,
6, and 8 nodes. In all the experiments, we used all four GPUs
on each node. In NEKO with synchronous data compression,
we used 12 CPU cores on each node; in the hybrid approach,
we used 12 CPU cores on each node for NEKO with lossy
compression and another 12 CPU cores on each node for
lossless compression, as it is also the configuration with
the best performance. In general, both the synchronous and
hybrid approach scale well with the number of GPU nodes
used, and the hybrid approach outperforms the synchronous
approach because the overhead of the hybrid approach is
smaller than the execution time of lossless data compression
in the synchronous approach. The additional time required
by lossy data compression on GPUs is the dominant time
increment in the hybrid approach. According to the NSight
Systems profiling result, the most time-consuming kernels in

TABLE II
COMPRESSION RATIO OF DIFFERENT COMPRESSION ALGORITHMS

Compression algorithm Compression ratio (CR)
Bzip2 [29] 1.5639%
LZ4 [33] 4.5662%
LZ4HC 5.7088%

ZLIB [14] 10.1870%
ZSTD [1] 5.9271%

lossy compression are two sorting kernels, which are less
preferable on GPUs compared to computation.

C. Molecular Dynamics simulation with data compression

Car-Parrinello (CP) molecular dynamics simulations [8]
enable the characterization of complex electronic interactions
in large molecules and small proteins accurately, making them
valuable tools for improving drug design and understanding
metabolic processes. These simulations, which use ab-initio
density functional theory, require substantial computational
resources, often scaling to hundreds or thousands of nodes
and running for months with frequent checkpoints and restarts
to accommodate workload management policies and system
failures. Quantum-Espresso (QE) [16] can conduct these sim-
ulations and supports OpenMP and MPI and offers OpenACC
with CUDAFortran support for optimal performance on GPUs.

In CP simulation, one type of large restart file is the file
storing the wave function coefficients. This file could be
hundreds of gigabytes large in a large simulation case like
the Coronavirus protein [4] and worth of compression.

We chose the 50-step simulation of 256 water molecules as
the benchmark case of GPU-accelerated QE, and compressed
the wave function coefficients with ZLIB lossless compression
on CPU every ten simulation steps because it has the highest
compression ratio among the lossless compression algorithms
we tested, as shown in TABLE II. The compression ratio (CR)
is calculated with the following equation:

CR =
original size− compressed size

original size
(1)

For the GPU-accelerated QE with synchronous and asyn-
chronous compression, we first measured the execution time
with different configurations on one Raven GPU node. All
four GPUs on each node are used for QE in these tests. In the



Fig. 10. Execution time of GPU-accelerated QE with synchronous lossless compression on one Raven GPU node with four MPI ranks (left), with four threads
per MPI rank (middle) and with full usage of the node (right).

Fig. 11. Execution time of GPU-accelerated QE with asynchronous lossless compression on one Raven GPU node with four MPI ranks for QE and eight
MPI ranks per node for compression (left), with four threads per MPI rank for QE and eight MPI ranks for compression (middle) and with 12 MPI ranks
with four threads per MPI rank for QE (right).

synchronous approach, we measured the execution time when
4 MPI ranks with 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, and 18 threads
per MPI rank were used, the execution time when 4, 6, 8, 10,
12, 14, 16, and 18 MPI ranks with 4 threads per MPI rank
were used, and the execution time when all CPU cores on the
GPU node were used, i.e., 4, 6, 8, 9, 12, 18 and 24 MPI ranks
with 18, 12, 9, 8, 4 and 3 threads per MPI rank respectively.
In the asynchronous approach, we tested the execution time
when 4 MPI ranks with 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12 threads per MPI
rank for QE and 8 MPI ranks for compression were used, the
execution time when 4, 8, 12, and 16 MPI ranks with 4 threads
per MPI rank for QE and 8 MPI ranks for compression, and
the execution time when 12 MPI ranks with 4 threads per
MPI rank for QE and 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12 MPI ranks for
compression were used. We pinned one thread corresponding
to a single CPU core on the GPU node in these experiments.

The number of threads per MPI rank used barely influences
the total execution time (left plot in Fig. 10), because the
compression library does not support multithreading and the
number of threads per rank has a low impact on the QE time.
Indeed, most of the OpenMP thread support for CPU-based
QE is replaced in GPU-accelerated version with OpenACC
to offload the workload on GPUs. According to the fact
that compression is always done by one thread per MPI, the

compression time decreases only when the number of MPI
ranks is increased (middle plot in Fig. 10). Because most of
the QE simulation has been ported to GPU, the QE simulation
time decreases slightly until eight MPI ranks are used and
then fluctuates with the increasing number of MPI ranks used.
The total execution time is the sum of the simulation and
compression time and decreases until 12 MPI ranks are used
and then fluctuates because the time reduced in compression
is smaller than the fluctuation in the QE simulation. A similar
phenomenon also appears when the full GPU node is used
(right plot in Fig. 10). Moreover, the best performance appears
when 16 MPI ranks with four threads per MPI rank are used,
although not all CPU cores on the GPU node are used.

The left plot in Fig. 11 shows the execution time when four
MPI ranks for QE and eight MPI ranks for compression are
used. The QE simulation time and the total time first decreased
with the increasing number of threads per MPI rank, until four
threads per MPI rank for QE are used. Then the time increased
slightly and stabilized. Similarly, the QE simulation time and
thus the total time first decreased with the increasing number
of MPI ranks for QE and then fluctuated as shown in the
middle plot in Fig. 11. The right plot in Fig. 11 shows that
the compression time decreases with the increasing number
of MPI ranks for compression, and the total time decreases



Fig. 12. Execution time of GPU-accelerated QE without compression using eight MPI ranks per node with four threads per MPI rank (left), with synchronous
lossless compression using eight MPI ranks per node with four threads per MPI rank (middle) and with asynchronous lossless compression using eight MPI
ranks per node with four threads per MPI rank for QE and eight MPI ranks per node for compression (right) on a various number of Raven GPU node(s).

until the QE simulation takes longer than the asynchronous
compression. Generally, when 12 MPI ranks with four threads
per MPI rank for QE and eight MPI ranks for compression are
used, the GPU-accelerated QE with asynchronous compression
performs best on one Raven GPU node.

We also compared original GPU-accelerated QE, QE with
synchronous compression and QE with asynchronous com-
pression on one to five Rave GPU node(s) as shown in
Fig. 12 In the original QE and the synchronous approach,
we used eight MPI ranks per node with four threads per
MPI rank; in the asynchronous approach, we used eight MPI
ranks per node with four threads per MPI rank for QE and
eight MPI ranks per node for compression because these
are the configurations with the best performance in previous
experiments. In both approaches, the total time decreases with
increasing nodes. When one node is used, the asynchronous
approach outperforms the synchronous approach, and more
nodes are used, and the synchronous approach outperforms
the asynchronous approach. Because when more nodes are
used, the number of used CPU cores also increases, and
compression is no longer computationally expensive for these
CPU cores. At the same time, the communication overhead in
the asynchronous approach increases. The original QE takes
longer because the original QE used one MPI ranks to collect
all necessary information and to write the checkpointing file.
In our in-situ approaches, we replace this with new data
structure and parallel IO or communication with ADIOS2
library. The scaling on GPUs of QE is generally limited by
communications when using the default level of parallelism,
which is used in this case. So usually, it does not scale much
above the minimum number of GPU(s) required for memory,
where the asynchronous approach is preferred.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied the impact of synchronous,
asynchronous, and hybrid in-situ techniques on data-intensive
GPU-accelerated simulations. When applications utilize GPUs
to accelerate their execution, it is more complicated to inte-
grate in-situ task due to the extra library required by the GPU
operation, such as CUDA and OpenACC. However, in typical

GPU-accelerated applications most workload is executed on
GPUs, leaving the associated CPU resources mostly unused.
As shown in this paper, these underused CPU resources can be
efficiently used for executing concurrent in-situ computations.

Clearly, when using CPU cores for the in-situ task, an
asynchronous execution is preferred when possible, as it allows
the GPU-accelerated simulation to make progress on the GPUs
while a subset of CPU cores can concurrently execute the
in-situ task. Our results of NEKO with image generation
confirm this hypothesis, however, when using more balanced
applications that try to keep both the CPU and GPU equally
busy, the situation might change. This is however quite a rare
situation these days.

The QE example with asynchronous in-situ tasks also shows
the potential to use idle CPU cores on GPU nodes to decrease
the overhead from serial tasks, which could only be executed
by a single MPI rank. Compared to QE with lossless compres-
sion, NEKO with lossy and lossless compression has the lossy
compression reusing functions from NEKO and thus deeply
coupled with the simulation. It shows that using the idle CPU
cores on GPU nodes to execute only the part of the inde-
pendent in-situ task is beneficial. Data compression integrated
into both NEKO and QE proves that, as a special in-situ task,
asynchronous data compression would only bring small over-
head and can reduce the amount of stored data. This allows the
researchers to store more frequently simulation results and to
have more chance in research discovery. This also can facilitate
checkpointing, which is critical for long runs on HPC systems.
Our previous work [20] concluded that, from the performance
perspective, the asynchronous approach could benefit in-situ
tasks with poor scalability while computationally cheap in-
situ tasks would prefer a synchronous approach. Thanks to the
high peak performance of GPUs, GPU-accelerated simulations
typically take much shorter time than CPU-based ones. This
also makes computationally cheap in-situ tasks, such as data
compression on CPUs, comparably larger and thus these could
benefit from asynchronous execution. Alternatively, they could
be ported to GPUs and execute there, which however might
create additional porting difficulties.



In future work, we will apply the in-situ techniques on Arti-
ficial Intelligence (AI) applications which also take advantage
of the high computational capacity of the HPC system. Inte-
grating the pre-processing as one in-situ task to the AI training
facilities the optimization of pre-processing. With the in-situ
techniques together with dynamic computational resources,
it is possible to further optimize resource usage efficiency.
Adding in-situ tasks to rigid applications can also provide
additional use cases for malleability with less modification
in the original application. We will study in-situ techniques
integrated into more real-world applications on different HPC
systems to build a performance model of in-situ techniques.
This can provide general information and help to choose which
in-situ technique to use in specific circumstances.
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