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ABSTRACT L1 Technology Treng
With the continuous improvement obn-chip integrated NB 0.8 - —>
voltage regulatordVRs) and fastadaptive frequency control, T 06
dynamic voltagdrequency scaling (DVFSfransition times N
have shrunk from thmicrosecondo the nanosecond regime g 04
providing additional opportunities to improve energy c23 0.2
efficiency. The keyto unlocking the continued improvement 0
in V/f circuit technologys thecreationof new, smarteDVFS 100ps DVFS  50ps DVFS  10us DVFS  1us DVFS
mechanismghatbetter adapt to rapid fluctuations in workload O Opportunity & State-of-the-Art (Reactive) @ PCSTALL (Predictive)
demand (a)

It is particularly important taoptimize fine-grain DVFS & 100
mechanisms fographics processing units (GPWsthe chips g T 75
becomeever more important workhorses in the datacenter © 7
However,G P U inassiveamountof threadlevel parallelism T & 50
makesit uniquelydifficult to determine the optimal Yktate S § 25
at runtime. Exiting solutiond mostly designed fosingle T <
threadedCPUsand longer time scaldsfail to consider the J-;E 0
seemingly chaotidjighly varying nature of GPU workloads at 100ps DVFS  50us DVFS  10us DVFS  1us DVFS
short time scales. [ State-of-the-Art (Reactive) M Accurate Reactive

This paper proposes a noverediction mechanism, & PCStall (This work) (b)lAccurate PC Predictor

PCSTALL, thatis tailored for emerging DVFS capabilitiea Figure 1: (a) Opportunity for improving GPU ED 2P at different
GPUsand achieves neaptimal energy efficiencyUsingthe  DVFS time epochs. (b) Program behavior prediction accuracy
insightsfrom our finegrained workload analysisie propose  the stateof-the-art sensitivity estimation model[20] compared tc
a wavefrontlevel program counter RC) based DVFS an even more accurate rgactive (theore_tical_&stimation mode
mechanism that improves program behaviorprediction ~ and the predictive mechanism proposed in this paper.

accuracy by32% on average for a wide set of GPU The recent advaes in the design of erhip voltage
applicationsat lus DVFS time epochs Compared tothe  regulators[2, 3, 4, 5, 6]open new opportunities for finer
current statef-art, our PGbased techniquachieves1®  frequency control and fundamentally push the power
averageimprovement when optimized foEnergyDelay’ efficiency of future systems to higher li[2]. Unlike earlier
Product(ED?P) at 5Qus time epochsreacting 32% power  off-chip voltageregulator designsnodern circuitechnology
efficiencieswhen operated withpls DVFS technologies enablesthe integration of regulators within the chiphese

integrated voltageegulatorgIVR) were introducegusta few

years ago[6] and continue to improveproviding ever
1INTRODUCTION decreasingesponsdatendes [7]. In particular, digitallow
Dynamic Voltage Frequency Scaling (DVFS) techniquegiropout (LDO) regulators and switched regulators have
continue to improve the energy efficiency of modern €merged as an efficient new class of IVRs because of their low
computing architecturegeneration after generatigh]. The aréa footprints and small quiescent current requireniéngs
expansive benefits of DVFS come from the cubic relationshigO: 11} Thus,they are increasingly being adopted in modern
of voltage to power consumption owing to the basic dynamiénulticore DVFS systemid 2, 13, 14, 15]

power equation) 0w 0 "Qwhere frequency also reduces  Complementary tdVR improvements, clock generation
with voltage V. The insight behind DVFS is that systems ynits have also undergomsegnificant recent advancel/Rs
exhibit phagd behaviorwhere their performance haarying  canbe combined wittPhase_ocked LoopgPLLs) anddigital
dependence cmer—componeno_peratmgfrequene_s, whichin frequency synthesizer (DFS) solution where
modern systemsan be modified dynamicallyith supply  integer/fractional dividevareused to generateore traditional
voltage. Due to tis phasedbehavior,dynamicallyadjusting  coarsegrain power/clock (V/f) domains. However, an
frequendes and voltages can minimize unnecessary power aiternative emerginglocking scheme gaing popularity is
consumption, resulting imore powerefficient architectures  yoltage adaptiveFrequencyl ocked Loops (FLLs) [6, 8, 7}
when managegroperly. With these FLLsV/f domains can be createg providinga
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clock frequency proportionatet h e d osupaly voltage CU-Level

which in turn is controlled by IVR When supply voltage is CPU Phase GPU  Estimated g
adjusted, hese new FLLs facilitate frequency adjustment Estimation Compute z iy
transition times withirfew nanoseconds, 16, 17, 18, 8, 7] Models UL ;:Qé B
primarily dueto their shorr settling times allowing foriso- &

frequency time epoctaf only afew microsecondor less As (a) State-of-art GPU DVFS Mechanisms
a result, thestaser IVRs can extact more energy efficiency

and thereby justifgheintegraton of more finer-grainDVFS- CPU Phase

enabledv/f domainswithin a systenj2, 19, 7] Sstimation

Models

CU-Level

Prediction
Aggregator
Aggregator

One particularly promising yet uniquely challenging, WF-Level

avenuefor fine-grain DVFS is its applicationto Graphics | Wavefront |\, Predicted Predicted
Processing Units (GPUs) which are increasingly being use Estimated™2 ™

for general compute purposes and machine intelligenc (b) Wavefront-Level Prediction-Based
applications.Compared taCPUs, GPUs operatever wider Mechanism (This Work)

dynamic voltage rangg20, 21, 22]andthus have a higher g re 2: (a) Stateof-art GPU techniques[20] modify previous
potential for power savingsvhich has been demonstrated in cpy models and apply it to each Compute Unit (CU). (b) Th
GPU system prototype 2, 23] However, GPUs support work proposes applying simple models to wavefronts (warpsjn
10,000 or more activéhreads, which is multiple orders of combination with a predictor for improving the phase predictior
magnitude greater than CPU%As a result GPUshavefar  accuracy.
more chaotic behavipwhich is far harder tgredict than h . hani itinl h .
previously evaluated CPU scenarids addition, wiile DVFS such reactive mechanismesult infow accurag as shown in
techniques for CPUs have beextensivelyexplored over the Figure1(b).
previous decadg, 10, 24, 25]research on applying DVFSto  Several previous workg 0, 20, 24, 32, 33have attempted
GPUs has onlgtarted taking offn recent year§20, 26, 27, to improvethe accuracyf thesesensitivity estimatgdbuteven
28, 12, 29] with the most accurate estimatia a loss of at leag6%loss

The majority of theseprevious worksin both the CPU and gf E)]otenual r?ff'(?'enbc.?( Wr}en us_ed—yeactll_\/gl at 5%‘?"
GPU space focused on adopting optimal operating ~Urthermore, fte inability o Ir?actlve policies toh achieve
frequenges at time periodsor epochsof millisecond to rg\e}élén?m powerhsavmgs ampF'. s als we_ﬁgjprolac 'f-]‘"‘.*"n
hundreds of microsecondHowever, nanosecondDVFS the im Irrg\?eergg(r:]tsir?sc?i?:&t\llgltlguer:e afwac}. freuie ﬁ\éer?:%r?t?ol
transition timesnow allow for moving to microsecordvel technoFI)o iegequires an understgndin of W%rkloa)(/js at these
time epochswhere we observe additional energy efficiency 0gieseq i I as thel 9 I .
opportunity. Figure 1(a) usesa simulation of a 6&ompute  ne-grain timeepocts as well as theievelopment of aew
unit GPU (see Section5) running a wide variety of mech_a_msnwhlch_ can provide bett@redictionaccuracy than
applications (se§ABLE II) and shows the neamaximum atraditionalreactive system
opportunityfor dynamicallyoptimizing efficiency at different To that endwe analyze GPU workloads at these {grain
DVFS timeepocls compared to static operation. As showntime scales and observe that GPUs showwasging phase
DVFS technology atlus time epochscan reduce Energy  behavior,thusreducing the predictability of the systeffor
Delay’ Product (EBP) by nearly 30%noreversus DVFS at this, we adopt a methodology that measugesvor k| oa d 6 s
hundreds of millisecondsMeanwhile most previously frequencysensitivity at finegrain time epochs.Specifically,
proposedDVFS technique§l2, 20, 26, 27, 28have not been we measurenstructions executed over fixetime epochs as a
evaluated for these shorter timegsocls. proxy for work done ovethe epocls (Section3.1). We then
define and employ a frequensgnsitivitymetric (Section3.2)
to identify the fine-grain plase patterns We observethat
GPUs show highlyvarying phase behaviofSection 3.3
during kernel executiarFurther, wadentify that themassive
multithreadingnherent to GPUgrevent the direct application
of CPU-based models fateterminingphase behaviaat fine-
grain time scales (Sectiohl). These observations showed
that existingsimple reactive method®sult in a high loss of
power efficiency because of varying GPU workload behavior.

Maximizing the efficiency improvement with finegrain
DVFS requires an accuragstimationof frequenc e imgact
on program behaviaf elapsedime epochsandpredictionof
future time epochsMost of theprior DVFS techniques use
analytical[24, 25] or machine learningstimation modsl[4,
30, 31] to determine a heuristic relationship between
performance and the optimal operating frequeacyhase
Thesemodels[1], designed for singlthreaded CPUsegly on
estimatingthe execution time of any given workload or work
segment at different frequencibsfore selecting an optimal Based on tese observatios, we propose anovel
frequency Suchtechniqueshavealsobeen extended to GPU prediction mechanism(as opposed to reactignfPCSTALL,
Compute Units (Cl) [20], as shown irFigure2(a) butlead to  thatpredicts the frequency sensitivity future finegrain time
lower accuraciesBeyond the problem adstimation existing  epochs in GPUsesulting in near optimal energy efficiency.
reactivemechanismsisethe estimationof the current epoch PCSTALL (Section4.4) utilizes the Program Counter (PC)
to set the frequemes of subsequentime epochs However, value of wavefronts ¢r warps)to predict the phaseand

delivers highesensitivitypredictionaccuracy(up to 81%, as



shown n Figure 2(b). Consequentlypur approachprovides  works haveshown LDOs provide fast settling times the
19% averageémprovement in the EBP compared to statsf- range of nanoseconflk3, 8, 17]and theyhave beeprovento
art techniquesat 5Qus time epochsand reaclesup to 32%  be beneficial in commercial desigis, 12, 14, 23]

improvementwith 1jis DVFS time epocftechnology PhaselLocked Loops Alternatively, high-speed digital

2 RELATED WORK AND BACKGROUND frequency synthesis (DFS) technigugeveloped for adaptive

. . . . . clock stretching13, 7], canalsobe usedo quickly select a
DVFS is a widely used techniqder improving the energy  ygrivative frequency relative to a locked maximum reference
efficiency. The general idea of DVFS is to dynamically changgrequency generated from a PLL. Recent commercial products
the voltage and frequency of operatinmaich the wrrent 1131 have been shown to have a clocking systbat can
requirements of a processing element (or group of processilgeich a reference clock by a programmable amount in the
elements). While the classical objective of DVFS has been {9, qsecond time frameSeverastudies2, 44, 19]haveused

::')“\%%V? power ;avingﬁ]f, recent w%rks havelso prop?sgdt thetechnology tashow that finegrain DVFS mechanisstan
Orimproving performanceindera power constraint jmnrgye the overall energy efficiency of a system.
[25, 34, 35] Exploiting DVFS requires a mechanisiat can P oy y 4

estimate performance at different frequenciesthadadjusts Earlier DVFS works from a decade ago proposed DVFS
the clock frequency and voltage supplyto optimize an  policies in the order of hundreds of millisecorj@S], which
objective function. Several previous works have propa@sed reduce to a single milliseconf#5] policies a few years later.
wide variety of mechanisms fastimaing workload phase = Recent workg20] on GPU DVFS techniques have described
behavior and assuned several different voltage regulator time epochs as low as tens of microseconds. While technology
technologies.The following subsectionsummarize these improvements ha made commercial GPU producisd

works prototypes showcase frequency transition times within
. . . nanosecondfl2, 15, 23] there has been minimal work done
2.1Technologylmpr ovements in Fastrine-Grain DVFS in supporting the reduced DVFS time epochs. The trend of

The voltage regulator transition latency significalyt  techndogical improvement in IVRs PLLs, and FLLs
influencesthe overall efficiencyachievedby a DVFSenabled  promisesDVFS isefrequency time epoch duration times to
system. Thus,we first summarize the histogf the voltage reduce from the current status of hundreds of microseconds to
regulaor technology. a few microseconds in the near futimeéommercial products

Challenges in Traditional DVFS. Traditional V/f scaling Apart from thetemporal aspect, echip regulators also
usingoff-chip regulatorexhibited voltageransition latencies impact the spatial effectiveness of a DVBE&ed system by
between V/f states1 the order ohundredsof microseconds enabling multiple VW domainswithin a chip[7]. With multi-

[36]. Thisallowed forDVFS management tbeperformedby  core CPUsbecoming commonplace, there has been a lot of
afirmware[37, 38, 39]In addition traditional PLLs have long CPU-relatedwork managingmultiple V/f domains[46, 47]
latency relock times on the order of multiple microsecondsSeveral studies have concluded that managing multiple
which creates aestrictive upper bound on efficient DVFS separate domaingrovides improved energy efficiencyas
times for off-chip regulation In contrast, thehigher speed compared to a single domdBy, 47, 48, 49]Thus, our work
DVFS solutions targeted in this paperquire amuchlower  focuseson fast as well asnultiple V/f domain support in
latency frequency adjustment mechanism. GPUs.In the emainder of this papewe use the wordine-
grain to describe these targetddsttransitioning finely

Integrated Voltage Regulators. With the advent of tunabledomains

different types ofntegratedvoltage regulatordVRs) [2, 3, 4,
40, 41, 6] it has now become possibledignificantly reduce 2.2 DVFS Control Mechanisms

transition times betweenvoltagefrequeny states This iS  Tnere has been extensive literat{#é, 10, 32, 33, 50, 54jn
mainly becausg¢hey canprovide a fast transient response to controlling DVFS systems for both cPUs and GFPZBS 26

dynamically varying loads. There armultiple families of 57 2g) pyFS mechanisms have also been extended to work
IVRs based on the methodology used for voltage regutatiory,, memory subsystem and CPU + Memory combined

!lnear resistiveLDOs, switched capacitor regulators and management45, 31, 52] Such control policies require
inductorbased buck converters. monitoring dynamic system behawjestimating performance
Several efforts have been made to improve the dedign @t other possible V/states, and adjusting the operating V/
these IVRs allowing transition timeis the order of few states for future time epoctts meet poweperformance
nanosecond$witched regulators weteaditionallyknownto  targets. Thus, exploiting the DVFS mechanism to its
be expensiveand complicatedh terms ofdie area However, ~maximum potential requires the ability to predict theure
with the advancementf qackaging technologiessuch as performance of a system at different operaliffgstates If we
using substrate layers fair core inductor$s] or embedding know the performance at each operatistpte we can
magnetic arrays inside packam], die area is no |Ong$ transition toan Optlmalfrequenc%lven.anObjeCtlve fL!nCtlon.
largeconcernandswitched regulators hawincebeen shown The general approach towards this challenge is to adopt
to providefast responsed 6, 6, 43] LDOs on the other hand, heuristic methods to predict the performance of a future time
operate on feedbadbased resistive voltage division and thus€pochat different frequenciesSolutionsusually involve two
can be implemented with entirely digital components. Receriey challengesFirst, when executing avork segnentat one
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operating frequencior atime epochit is difficult to estimate ' '

|
the performance at other frequenciésr the same work : Epoch g ; Epoch :
segmentThis is a major challenge becauserkloads often L St > Apply Frequency
demonstratenonlinear performancebehavior at different B iimate %é @Decide
frequencies.Second, even with accurate estimatioh an Sensitivity | S8 | Frequency

elapsed time epocht is a challenge tgredict what the -y

workload behavior will be for a future tinepoch especially (a) Reactive Mechanism
for workloads with highly varying behaviderior slutions to | | |

these two challengesedescribechext I Epoch .4 | Epoch , I
[

@ Apply Frequency

@ Decide
Frequency
(5]

(b) Predictive Mechanism

Starting
Condition,

n

[
2.3 Estimating Frequency Sensitivity 05’(‘;%3%%5&”1 @
Estimatingfrequency sensitivity to performanoéan elapsed
work segmenhas been studied-tbepth by several previous e
works. While earlier works studied the estimation of sensitivity
frequencysensitivity using alinear scaling approacfb3],
performance countefg4, 10, 32, 33have been shown tme _ _ _ _ -
more accurateThese approachesainly fall into two major Figure 3: (a) Reactive DVFS mechanism adopte_d.ln_ traditional
categories: (a) sampling, and (b) analytical. The samplin@PProaches which ass‘ﬁme ter)at dPh'flseS rerﬂa's.'m"ar aaos:
models estimate a scaling factor (sensitivity) by executing @%Tgﬁ%gt'gfs ﬂ)mtﬁ eehﬁgﬁlysx'/(gryirig S'gtr']\éﬁivri?;c anism- approac
workload at two different Mf/points. The general idea is that '

the compute performance scales with freqyenwhile  thesecritical path loads arthencombined for estimating the
asynchronous memory phases remain constavast asynchronous time spent by the core.

importantly, thantuition behind tiis generalization is thany .
: ; CRISP. The CRISP moddR0] extended the Critical Path
CPU workloadgeven multithreadedjan be approximateay model by considering the high number of store stalls observed

a singlein-order thread of execution. Although CPUs can in GPU, as well as the high memesgmputation overlap
execute oubf-order,memory stalls can still domingpertions They calculate both core and memory time by seldgtive

of executionwhich makesthis approximation acceptatffeo]. easuing store stalls and computation overlap. It is important
Overall, sich models estimate the time (T) to execute E{n 9 P P P

0 note that, CRISP assumes a CU to be equivalent to a CPU
workload as follows X . - |

core and approximates execution within a CU to a single
threackd workload as shown irFigure 2(a). Further, CRISP
assumes a fixedme epoch but extrapolates power and

) L execution time estimates.
These models allow one to estimate the execution time at

any frequencyQafter executing a frequency'Q Separating 10 our knowledge, nte of thes@rior CPU approach accounts
the execution time intooreand asynchronousiemory slices  for multiple threads executing otie same core, which is
is achallengeandhas been studied in dep20, 24, 10, 25, common in GPU_sThe CRISP moqel gxtenqls th_e CPQ model
32] Many previous works have proposed impro\éﬁgcution to GPU Cu |ead|ng tOIOW a_CCUa.C|eS|n estimationat fine
time estimation by considering variety of system behaviors grain time scaleas we will discuss later.

such as memorevelparallelism[10], store stall§20], and 5 4 predicting Sensitivity

multi-coreworkloads[46, 54] We briefly discussome of the
key mechanisspreviously proposed

Estimate History

Data

Sensitivity

Predicted

w
e
Q
=l
w

Y Y 5 Y o

Q

The second part of the challengehich hasoften been
overlooked by previous works predicting thesensitivity of

Stall Model. This model estimates the asynchronous timefuture time epocts. The performance modeling techniques
spent by the processor by measuring the time it spent stalleiscussed ab& mostly restrict themselves to reactive
for memory responseq24]. It ignores memory level approachedn other words, they estimate the performance of
parallelism and assumes that no computation is done duringaavork sgment after executing it and thenmediatelyapply
memory operation the estimation to the next work segment or time epoch, as
: . shown inFigure 3(a). Such reactivapproachesregenerally
inlggr&;)?)lpa?tel_on?gfn-[)rr‘;/s Qggfl&?aﬁfng%S]V/anﬁegﬁ}ﬁgsfgaéo isrefer_re(_jto as _Iaslvaluc_a predictos [_55]. Longerterm value

: redictionswhich predict the duration of a continuous phase

defined as anemory load operation performed when there ar‘%ere also proposef56]. Suchreactive systemsrely on the
no othermemory loads already in fid. The model accounts assumption that workloadsxhibit similar behavior over

for the asynchronous time by measuring the latency of leadinc%nsecutive work segments or tirpocts [20, 10] A few

loads. efforts that improve upon this assumption use a global phase
Critical Path. The Critical Patlj10] model was proposed to history tableto predictthe variationacross consetive time
consider a realistic memory subsystem and DRAM. The modepochg55, 57] The intuitionbehind such a table thatCPU
bookkeeps theinestamps such that loadsthecritical path ~ workloads often exhibit small repetitive patterns in
of execution are taken into consideration. The latencies gferformance behavioA recent worl4] utilizesa Q-learning
mechanism to predict ¥étate directly using a set of attributes.
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Figure 4: A typical GPU system architecture with separatev/f  sensitivity of fixed-time epocls. The generalapproach to
domains (red lines) for each compute unit and L1 caches. T measuringfrequency sensitivity of different phases is to
inset shows the microarchitecture of a CU. characterize them as comptitgensivéd if the amount of

As we will see later in Sectidh3, these reactive policies are WOrk done increases substantiallyith frequency or
not sufficient forobtaining maximum power efficiency gains Memorybourdd if otherwise

in the case of fingrain DVFS in GPUs. To quantiatively measure thevork doneby a system, we
consider the number @fitical instructions committed for any

3 FINE-GRAIN VOLTAGE -FREQUENCY given time epochWe measurecritical instructionsas the
ISLANDS instructionsthat lead to a memory operation or end tfe
To explore finegrain DVFS, we considerrm AMD Vegd™M kernel.This does not include the instructions which lead up to
GPU [58] with multiple V/f domains as shown iRigure 4. a memory or synchronization barridfor a sampledset of
Specifically, br most of our evaluations we assume dine- unique time epochs(Section5.1) in the applicationcomd
grainV/f domainthatcomprigsof oneCU along with its L1 ~ Figure 5 shows thenumber ofinstructions committed at
cachesLater, Sectior6.5 shows our singkCU observations  different operating frequeies. As expecteddr the compute
apply to systems with multiple CUs in\&f domainas well. intensive epocls, the number of instructions committed
3 1 Fixed-Time Epoch increases with increasi frequencyhigh slope) Meanwhile

' P forthememorybound epochs, the increase is low or negligible
For DVFS domains tunable to different frequenciesen as  (low slope)
low asl ps, it is imperative tomanage the domains witn - i
purely  hardwaramechanism. A softwaremanaged The key Observz_itlon ifrigure 5 is .that the nL.jmb'er of
mechanisnwould be unable to react fast enougith short  instructions commitied Isaa mostly linear relaticship to
timescale [31]. At these short time scales, we advocateafor OPerating frequencieor the range most appealing fioe-

fixed time-windowbased approach fomanaging DVFS grain DVFS. Performing linear regression over the values
because the system azonsistenthadapt to the minor changes obtained for different time epochs and workloads corroborated

in the workload behaviorith minimal overhead to IVRs and this otservationwith an average’ value of 0.82This strong
PLLs. In contrasta fixed-instructionwindow approackcould correlaﬂonlets us mpdel the performance at each operating
either missproductive transition possibilities or encounter frequency using a linear model. In other words, we could
frequent unproductive transitionsading to resonance noise Model the number of instructions execulteat frequency as:

[59]. This effect iespeciallynagnified for GPdwhere thee ‘O 0 YO

is high variation in instructions committedver time (as

discussed later in this section)Thus, a fixeedime epoch The term'O signifies the minimum number of instructions
control ensures that transitionscurquickly whileamortizing  that would beexecuted.The term S here quantifies the
the transition power overhead. performance sensitivity of the firgrain time epoch tdhe

— . . operating frequency. We defirfgensitivityof a time epoch

3.2 Characterization of Fine-Grain Phases assuminga given starting conditiorSensitivity signifies the
DVFS requires a quantitative characterization of the phase gwtential increase imstructionthroughputfor anincrease in

that an optimal frequency can be chosen. Earlier works unit frequency. This term, therefore, quantifies the phase of the
characterized workloads based on the sensitivity of executidfihe-grain workload; highesensitivity values indicatea more

time to operating frequend§s5, 60} Such characterization computeintensive work segmentwhile a lower value
helps optimize DVFS at a threadyranularity to meet signifiesamemoryintensive work segment.

performane deadlines andminimize ED"P. Later works S U W
utilizing finer granularities of DVFS haviecused on dixed YO& i 00 XOg L Ql o (00~ Qe € i
number of instructiong10, 20, 61, 62]Jand characterized O Qno60¢ ww

execution timesensitivity in a similar mannerHowever, a 4 is imnorant to note that timearmodelis suitablefor our
different metricwould berequiredto analyze the frequency targetedrange ofGPU DVFS frequencie¢1.0-3.0 GHz), but

5



a) dgemm b) hacc
s (a) dg (b)
1200
500
1000
>
400 ]
Z 5800
> =}
- 300 G600
A c
w
200 Q
QC) 400
w 100 200
0 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 100 200 300 400
Kernel execution time(uS) Kernel execution time(us)
(c) bwdBN (d) xsbench
200
400 175
z 2125
= )
S =
= 00 2100
c ]
% Qs
100 50
25
0 0
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Kernel execution time(us) Kernel execution time(usS)
Figure 6: Highly varying sensitivity profile of (a) dgemm (b)

hacc (c) BwdBN, and (d)xsbenchapplications.

not all frequenciesVe observethatfrequenéesas low a®.8
GHz and as high as 3.5 GHzexhibit a considerably similar
linear model as shown ifigure 5. However, atextreme
low/high frequencies (e.q200 MH2), we expect this model to
beinsufficient

3.3 Variability of Sensitivity in GPU Applications

The sensitivity metric defined above quantitatively
characterizes the phase of any specific-fir&n time epoch.
We profiled thesensitivitiesof GPU kernels over the course of
their execution to understand the ptakehavior at the fine
grain time scale€ach time epchperV/f domain has its own
sensitivity depending on the wegegment being executed.

We observed thatthe variation in sensitivity across
consecutive time epoclis GPU workloadss extremelyhigh.
Figure6(a)-(d) shows an example of how the sensitivityto#
several GPUapplicatiors highly varies over timeAcross a
variety of workloads,Figure 7(a) quantfies the average
relativesensitivity change irconsecutivéime epochs We see
that sensitivity varies by an average @¥3across consecutive
lpstimeepochsFor highly computéntensiveworkloads this
results in large differensein performanceas frequency
change. In addition the variation across time epochs
increases as we go to fingrain time epochsFigure 7(b)
shows that the average relative change across workloa
increases from a 12% variation at 18@me epochs ta37%
variation at 1jg. Thisobservation counters the assumptions o
most previous works that GPbkhaviorremairs relatively
consistentfor consecutive timeepocts. While such an
assumption holds well focoarsegrain time epochspur
observations clearly show thafdils to adhere when it comes
to fine-grain time scales.

The varied nature d6PU frequencysensitivity contradicts
the conventional wisdonmat reactivedDVFS mechanisms can
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applications show a high variation acrossconsecutive time
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finer-grain time epochs.

scale down to fingrain time epochsInstead, a predictive
mechanismKigure3(b)) capable ofaccuratelyestimating the
frequencysensitivityof future time epochis required. Such a
mechanismmeeds taonsider the large variability of behavior
across different kernels agell asbehaviorvariance within
each kernel from epoch to epottowever, predicting such a
highly varyingsensitivityrequires a deep understanding of the
architecture involvedWe take these challenges into account
when designing ouine-grain DVFS prediction mchanism

4 FINE-GRAIN SENSITIVITY PREDICTION FOR
GPUS

4.1 GPU Execution Hierarchy

Predicting performancen GPUs at different frequecies
requires an understanding of tlike inherent execution
hierarchy.Previous work[20] estimatedGPU performance
sensitivityby extendingthe CPUmodelsto GPU CU410].

The underlying execution mechanism of a CU is, however,
vastly different than the singtaread modehssumed by prior
GPU DVFS works. A CU executes many wavefronts
(sometimes called warpsn a lockstep mechanism with
individual program countef@®C). This results in an arbitrary
mix of instructions being executeéd any given time epoch.
The mix of instructions is dependent on the individual progress
of the wavefronts and could potentially be executed in any
order (subject to individuavavefront ordering). Thiarbitrary
mixture of instructions from different wavefronts thus
determines thevork segmentf aCU in any given time epoch.
guch an execution mechanisrasults in hree levels of
variation. First, the exact sequence of instangi committed

py the CU in any given time epoch can highly viandifferent

operating frequencies. Second, because individual wavefronts
progress t different rates there isa high variation in
instruction mixture and frequency sensitivity across
conseative time epochslLast each wavefront goes through
differentphases dependinmn the nature otheir instructions

and otherenvironmentalfactors (memory traffic) These
characteristics pose a challengeheprediction of sensitivity

for future timeepochs Figure 8 shows how wavefrorevel
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Figure 8: Sample profile of a CU executingBwdBN application
showing the contribution of wavefronts to the total sensitivity ¢
the CU.

variations within the sampled applicatioBwdBN affect a
C U 6Gsensitivity acrossime epochsAlthough some ofttese
characteristicgnay existin a multi-threadedCPU core ther
effect is considerably lowr because of theelatively low
degree ofmulti-threading (28 threads)compared to a CU
(approximately 40 waves)

4.2 Wavefront-Level Estimation

We propose utilizingvavefrontlevel sensitivity to estimae
the total sensitivity experienced b4 domain. Thigequires
estimating the sensitivity of resident wavefrontsand
aggregatinghemup as shown irFigure2(b).

The ecutionof wavefronts icomparative téhe execution
of in-order CPUthreads Each wavefront has RC denoting
the next instruction to be executatdwavefronts execetand
commit instructions irorder. Also, similar to multithreaded
CPU execution, Wwen a wavefront stal waiting for load
dependencies, otherady wavefronts consume execution

iter 0 iter1
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s_waitent lgkment (@)
v_mov v[1:2], s[@:1]
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Epoch 0
Epoch 2

Estimate
and Predict

Estimate
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PC-Based Predictive Mechanism

cmp_le vcc, 32, v@

s_load s[@:1], s[6:7]
s_and_saveexec s[2:3]
v_mov ve, 54

J; v s_cbranch_execz @BB2

Figure 9: PC-based phased prediction modelleverages th
repetitive nature of kernel execution This example shows ho
later iterations leverage information from prior iterations. The
estimate can either be used by later iterations within the sar
wavefront or different wavefront.
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Figure 10: Average relative change in CU sensitivity acro:
consecutive iterations (1ps) starting from same respecti
wavefront PC address.

4.3 Wavefront-Level Prediction

The main challengéor predicting GPUrequencysensitivity
assuming fineggrain DVFSis ther high variation, as discussed
in Section3.3. Due to the high variability, it inotsufficient to

resources anprogress. However, the wavefronts can interferedtilize a simple reactive mechanismstead the mechanism

with each othebecause ofinique GPUresource contention,
such asexplicit barriers and th€ U6 s
policy. However due to their similarities to QP threadswe
apply the prioCPU DVFSmodels described in Secti@rB, to
estimateperwavefrontsensitivityfor any timeepoch

The nextstepis to aggregatehe sensitivity obtained dhe
wavefrontlevel to the V/f-domain level.Because of the
commutativenature of the sensitivityetric defined in Section

must anticipatéhe variation in sensitivitheforehand

w ascleduting n t \yayefront Phase.One of the key reasons for the high

variation infrequencysensitivity isthe independent progress
of each wavefrontMoreover, he wavefronts themselves
exhibit phases depending on the nature of instructions and
environmenrdl conditions To observethe predictability of
wavefronts, we measure ttdifference inwavefrontlevel
sensitivity in consecutive iterationstarting fromthe same

3.2, the sensitivity of av/f domain would just be the sum of starting PC addreg&pochO vs Epoch2 in Figure 9). This

the sensitivities atheconstituentCUs The sensitivity of a CU
itself would involve the combined sensitivities dhe

study was designed to identify etner wavefronts would
exhibit similar sensitivitywhen executing the same sequence

constituent wavefronts. Formally, this can be generalized to:0f instructions. Figure 10 shows therelative changein

VORI o ' oy

e Yo aor Qi b

YQe i,

Thus, having a scalable sensitivitetric helps us determen
the performance of ®/f domain without losing detail from
wavefrontlevel variations.

sensitivity d wavefrontsstarting from ay given PC over
consecutive iteration3 he different granularitie4CU, CU,
WF) represent theasesvhen iterationsvithin therespective
boundariesvere consideredWe observehat thechangein
sensitivity overconsecutivéerationsof thesame sequence of
instructionsis only 10% on average. This is much lower than
the 3% averagehange observddr consecutive timepochs
(Figure 7) and shows that the inherent sensitivity aftime
epochin any wavefronis primarily determined by theature
andorder oftheinstructionsexecuted
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. . > Active WF
valuesfor PC-table with a CU-level granularity. PC, 4 Sensg Sensitivity
. WF ON @ Retrl
Contention Across Wavefronts To undestand tle effect = Lookup using e e om
of contentionacross wavefrontsve comparedhe change in | Compute Unit PC-Indexed Entry

sensitivity for a wavefront tehe highest priority wavefront. Figure 12 PCSTALL: Microarchitecture of PC-indexec
Figure 11(a) shows the average relative difference ingensitivity table. PC of wavefronts are used to index into a tat
sensitivity observed for different wavefront slots fprickS  that stores the information about thesensitivity of the timeepoct
application This shows that most of the difference in starting from the PC. The update ¢op dotted lines and lookup
performance is because of camten between wavefronts (bottom solid line§ mechanisms are also depicted.
W'th.'n a CU with thg h|ghest pnontyvavefrpnt_ experiencing enough to achievieigh accuracywhen combined with the RC
no impact on sensitivity anthe lower priority wavefrons e

P > . . Lo based prediction model
experiencing a increagd relative changén sensitivity We

attribute this variatiorio the G P U @oklestfir std wavefront Lookup Mechanism. Wavefrontandex into a table using
scheduling policwhich prioritizes theexecuion ofthe oldest  their current PC addressto retrieve wavefrontleve
ready wavefront sensitivity of the upcoming time epoch. The individual

- . sensitivities are then summed up talculatethe overall
4.4 Novel PGC-Based Phase Predictioh/nit sensitivity of a CUThe CU sensitivity is then used to predict
The observatios abovemotivated us to builPCSTALL,a instructions committed at different frequenciég model the
wavefrontlevel PGbased sensitivity predictaas shown in  table such tht wavefronts index into them one by one at a
Figure 9. The predictorleverages the repetitive behaviofr  fixed cycle before the start of a time epothus, some latency
instruction sequences across wavefronts iterationsto s incurred in the lookup mechanisithis can be improved by
accurately predict sensitivityand is composed of two furtheroptimizations.

mechanisms: update and lookug the end of each epoch, ) . .

each wavefronestimats ther e p o cs@nditiity andstores Update Mechanism After the execution of the timepoch
the estimatén a tablglupdatemechanism For the next epoch, each wa vserfitivitynis dalsulated using the
thepredictorac cesses the same t abPreuiougly dissypsedsymaion padgl e f Theastimated
next PC to estimate the overall sensitivity (lookup Sensitivities are stc_)rei into the table fc_)r_ future reference.
mechanish Such a P@ased predictor is more feasible in The update mechanism happens in a-cutical path and has

GPU kernels where the code size often limited and NO latencyimpact on future predictions

iteratvely executedy many wavefronts. secharacteristis Hardware Design The PC-basedpredictorrequiresone or
ensure that the table is quickly populated for successfyhore tables to storethe sensitivites and can be shack by
retrievals. multiple wavefronts. The negligible reduction in accuracy

Estimation Model. For wavefrondevel estimation, we (inferred fromFigure 10) when the table is sharextrossa
utilize the STALL model which measures the tinperst by ~ different number ofvavefrontsprovidesflexibility on where

wavefrons stalled waiting for memory responsedhe time thetables are placed

spent stalled by a wavefronan be directlymeasured by the  Each wavefrontneeds to index into the table using the
time spent blocked at the_waitcntinstruction in AMD  gtarting PGaddres. For tuning the offset bits, we calculated
Vegd™ ISA [58]. The remainingtotal coretime spent by the the relative change in consecutive iterations for different
wavefront is themisedto estimatethe sensitivity. offsets as shown iRigure11(b). We observe thahe relative
"YQEi 008 Y i changestartsincreasng when thePG-addresoffset isgreater
than 4 bits (~ 4 instructions per entrigpr tuning thenumber
The estimatedsensitivity is further normalized depending on of entries inPGtable wecalculated the hit ratio at different
therelative age (i.escheduling preferencef thewavefront.  sizes and observed that 128 entrigere sufficient for
GPUs strive teschedule the oldest wavefront within the CU achieving 95%+ hit ratioBecausemost workloads involve
first, thus our STALL model conslers the scheduling loopsof a few hundred instructionge set the PC table th28
contention experienced by the wavefromt the overall enties (covering 512 instructionsTABLE | presentsthe
sensitivity estimateWe explored dirther optimizationso the  hardware storage overhead ofir PGbasedpredictor per
estimation modebut, we found thatthis simple modelis  instancePCSTALL consumes less storage and thus less power
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Figure 13: Fork -Pre-ExecuteMethodology: Simulator process i
forked at each time epoch and sample processes
executed allotting a unique shuffled frequency(e.qg.,fo, f1, and
f2) for each V/f domain. Performance data is sent to the
original process where optimal frequencies are then selected
for each V/f domain and the time epoch is reexecuted.

compared to the statd#f-art CRISP modelThe PC table could
either be instantiated one per CUsbared among many CUs.

5 METHODOLOGY

We utilize the publicly available AMD GCN3 bas&PU
simulation mode[58] within the gem5 simulatdi63, 64]for

TABLE |. HARDWARE STORAGE OVERHEAD PER INSTANCE IN BYTES .

Sensitivity Table 128 entries 128
PCSTALL | (Ol index bid) | il R

Stall Time Registers 40x (1/WF) 160
CRISP[20] 668
CRIT[10] 660
LEAD 18
STALL 4

5.1 Oracle Simulation

Measuring ame ¢ h a n acsunabysis oe of the key
challengeswhen designindVFS solutiors. Earlier coarse
grain DVFS approachg®0] exhaustivelysampled a workload
acrosdifferent frequencies tmeasurea met hod & s
However, the fine-grain DVFS scenarios evaluated in this
work presents twaunique hurdles. First, with shoet time
intervals, it is difficult toexhaustivelysimulate the same small
segment at different frequees, since each sampleeeds to
start from the exact same startingnditions Second, with
multiple V/f domairs operating simultaneouslyand
contending for shared resourcethe performance of a
particular V/f domain not only depend on its operating

evaluating the performance of the system. We assume a 64 digguencybut on frequenaes of other V/f domairs as well

GPU with 16 L2 banks sharedmongall CUs[65]. The V/f
domain of the memory subsystem, along with L2 caclee
fixed at 1.6 GHz for all the evaluations. For mast our
evaluations, we assume a siny§ domain for eachCU,
unless otherwise specifieHachV/f domainis DVFSenabled
[15] with an integratedvoltage regulatorand frequency
modulator capablef transitioning tca frequency between 1.3
GHz 1 2.2 GHz at steps of 100 MHAO0 V/f state3. The
transition latencyis assumed to bénsfor 1us time epochs,
40ns for 1@us, 200ns for 2Q@s, and 400ns for 1Q@ time
epochs At the end of each epocthe local DVFS mana@r
uses the associated control mechanisrassign aroperating
frequency for eacl'/f domainfor the next epocbkubject to an
objective function (EDPED"P, etc.)

Power Model. For estimating the energy and power frequency. The samiplg processes are executed for a time

consumed byan application, we utilize an thouse power
modelbased ordetailed hardware measuremenitke power

With deterministicsimulation the total possible execution
paths for any given time epoch is given by
Moi QR "YB &6 Qi . For our simulationswith 64 CUs
and 10 possiblg/f statesthe numbecould be as high as %0
makingmeasurementstractable

We solve these challenges siynplifying the search space
andmodifying the simulator to executdeadreporing back
the performanceof the pe-executedsamples before rolling
back and executing théne segmena second timevith the
bestknownfrequencies for each domalfigure13 shows the
processfor determiningan oraclemeasurementWe address
the first search spacehallenge by forking the simulation
procesgparent)into multiple samphg processs (children)
Ead samping process operasthe V/f domairs at a unique

epoch before halting and sendingithgerformance data to the
original parent processhere thetime epoch is rexecuted

model takes in performanceunterdata and estimates energy The secondV/f domaininterferencechallenge is solved by
consumed for any given intervalmilar to previous works shuffling the frequenciesacross the cores the samping
[66]. The modelprojectsboth dynamic and leakage power Processs To validate our overall approacheveompare the

consumptionacross differenvoltagefrequency state Note

perdomain performance reported by the samgpl (pre-

that, unlike dynamic power, the leakage power at the differengxecutedprocesses to that of the origlrprocesse-executed
operating states does not significantly vary across the smaf selected frequenciess previously noteda 100% accurate

voltage range offered by the IVRShe power model also Methodology would require 10** processes. Instead, our
accounts for the efficiency of IVRs at the different voltagesSolution reache87.8% accuracy with only 10 processes (one

statesand theimpacttemperature has deakage powerThis

baseline power model was validated against an AMD \ye use this mechanism
Radeo™ VII GPU. For our area estimates, we included theggtimations of any time epoch

overheaddor the IVRs[23], DLDOs [23], and V/f domain

for each frequencgtats.

to generate faE@urate
for a givef domain In
addition we useaccuratesensitivityestimategor a future time

crossing unitg67]. Our estimates show that the total aredgnoch for an oracular DVFA%licy (ORACLE).

overhead for 4CU V/f domainwith PCSTALL eachs about
4.5%% of the overall GPWhip area.

acC



TABLE Il . HPC AND Ml WORKLOADS USED FOR EVALUATION AND THE TABLE IIl . DVFS PREDICTION DESIGNSEVALUATED .
NUMBER OF UNIQUE KERNELS IN BRACES .

HPC Apps MI Apps Name Estimation Model Control
Mechanism
Molecular Dynamicsqomd (1 Double Prec. MatrixMuldgemn (1
ynamicsdomg (1) dgemny (1) STALL Stall Model[24] Reactive
Full MultiGrid (hpgmg (1) BatchNorm Back BwdBN (1) , _
LEAD Leading Load24, 32, 33] Reactive
Shock Hydrodynamicdulesh)(27) Pooling BackwardgwdPoo) (1) _ _
CRIT Critical Path[10] Reactive
Finite Elementrfinife) (3) Softmax BackwardBwdSof} (1) )
CRISP CRISP GPU Mod€]20] Reactive
Monte Carlo Transporixébench (1) BatchNorm Foreward (wdBN) (1)
ACCREAC Accurate Estimate Reactive
Cosmology Codeh@acg (2) Pooling Forward (wdPoo) (1)
PCSTALL Stall T Wavefront PC-Based
Monte Carlo Quicksilverquicks (1) Softmax Forward (WdSof} (1)
ACCPC Accurate Estimate PG-Based
Unstructured Meshpennany (5)
_ _ ORACLE Accurate Estimate Oracle
Discrete Ordinatesapg (1)

accurate, but not practicaRGbased predicto(ACCPC).

5.2 Objective Functions Finally, wedirectly use the accurate estimates for the next time
The fundamental goa| of DVFS is to improve energy epOChSI’I the ORACLE modelfor neaFOptImal comparison.
efficiency. However, the exact objective functitimat DVFS Our PG-basedpredicbr could potentiallype combined with

optimizes for, varies depending on the product, usase, 4ny of the previously describediavefrontlevel estimation
workload, and environmentSome systerfevel objective  ,0dek. but ve chosethe STALL modelbecause of its
functlo_nsmcl_ud_e minimizing ED"P metrics or maintaining relatively simplicity. As described abovyewve modified the
operation within certain power bound€ur evaluations gTa| | ‘model to directly estimate the sensitivity of each

considerminimizing EDP and EBP because EDP is often \ayefrontin contrast tadirectly applying itat a CUlevel[20]
important for batterconstrained environments while BDis . Gpulevel

important for performaneeriented servers.Our DVFS

prediction mechanismcould easily be extended to other 5.4 Hierarchical Power Management

objective functionsuch asneeting pefiob quality-of-service  Thehardware baseBVFS system described in this paper has
(QoS) deadlinesNote that the prediction of performance will been designed with a commercial hierarchical power
only tell us how theV/f domain will perform at different management systein mind Within such ascheme, higher
operating frequencies; choosing thppopriate frequency |evel ppwer management policieset powerobjectives at
depends on the objective function andorthogonalto the  millisecond scalgswhich thenimpactthe internal frequency
prediction mechanism. range used by the hardware DVFS controlleror our

Alternatively, one could also combine the two steps of€valuations, wehosea small range of frequenci€s.3GHz
predictionand frequencgelectiorinto a single step. However, 2-2GH2)to simulate the power constraint setetyigherlevel
our approach oimplementinga predictionmechanismin an ~ POWer manager above
objectiveagnostic manneallows the DVFS mechanism to g EVALUATIONS
adjust to various powerconstrained multi-V/f domain
scenarios wher@ne cannot directly assumeny objective
policy at desigriime.

Measuring theadvantageschieved by oubVFS prediction
approachinvolves assessing the accuracy of the predictor as
well as the overall power efficiency improvement. In this
5.3Workloads and Baseline Models section, we firstevaluate theaccuracy of the prediot by

We evaluate our approach usingHPC and machine compaing it to theoracle.Then wepresent results optimizing
intelligence GPU workloads (TABLE I1). Specifically, for ~ for minimal ED?P andEDP.

HPC applications, we c_onsit_jer the ECP proxy applicationg 1 prediction Accuracy

[68] and for machine intelligence application§9], we

evaluatethe DeepBencli70] and DNNMark[71] benchmark W€ calculatredictionaccuracyoy comparinghe number of
suites. predicted instructions committedo the number of actual

instructions committedNote that the predictioncauracy is a

We compare our DVFS approach toe baseline models powermodetagnostic metric andonly focuses on the
describedn Sectior2.3, threestatic frequenies as well ashe  prediction algorithm itselfFigure 14 shows the prediction
oraclediscussecearlier in Section5.1 TABLE Il lists all  accuracy of different models compared to an oracle reported
evaluated designs including their estimaton modelsand  sensitivity at Jus. We observe that complex models such as
prediction mechanism®Ve includethree models that uske  CRIT and CRISP outperform simplmodels such aSTALL
accurate estimatesom ourfork and preexecute simulation andLEAD yetstill have arelatively low predictionaccuracy
methodology The firstusesthe accurate estimatebthe prior  of ~60%. Most of this inaccuracy islue tothe reactive nature
time epoch to creata reactivepredictor(ACCREAC)and the  of prior approaches Even with & accurate sensitivity
secondusesthe accurateestimates tdill in a table for the
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