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Abstract

Academia and industry have not yet been able to adapt software and numerical algorithms to
the rapid, fundamental changes in hardware evolution since the beginning of the 21st century.
Many of today's applications and algorithms are as a result not well suited for the available
hardware, what implies performances far below hardware’s peak. We address in this thesis
the current need to design new parallel algorithms and tools that ease the development of
applications that are suited for present and future hardware. We present (1) the MATLAB HPC
compiler HPC™, which greatly simplifies the building of parallel high performance applications
and (2) parallel algorithms for the 3D simulation of strongly nonlinear processes as mechanical

and reactive porosity waves.

To simulate mechanical porosity waves we employ a simple numerical algorithm that permits
to resolve the deformation of fluid-filled viscoelastic porous media in 3D. The utilized
mathematical model is based on Biot’s poroelastic theory, extended to account for viscous
deformation and plastic yielding. The algorithm is designed for massively parallel high
performance computing. It employs finite difference stencil calculations on a staggered grid
to approximate spatial derivatives. Pseudo-transient iterations were utilized to formulate an
explicit algorithm and Picard iterations to resolve the nonlinearities. The modelling results
exhibit the impact of decompaction weakening on the formation of three-dimensional
solitary-wave-like moving porosity channels. We evaluate the algorithm's suitability for the
building of high performance massively parallel 3D solvers and compare the achievable
performance and parallel scalability to the ones of other state-of-the-art algorithms that were
developed aiming at large-scale simulations. Our algorithm is found to be better suited for the
building of high performance massively parallel 3D solvers than the other algorithms

considered in this thesis.

To simulate reactive porosity waves we use a solver for 3D deformation of fluid-filled reactive
viscous porous media. The employed algorithm essentially uses the same numerical methods
as the algorithm for the simulation of mechanical porosity waves. The Damkohler number (Da)
of the simulations is varied in order to estimate the respective roles of viscous deformation
(low Da) and reaction (high Da) on wave propagation. 3D waves are found to propagate
independently of their source at constant speed by passing through each other for all the

investigated Da. Soliton-like wave propagation as a result of metamorphic reaction provides



an efficient mechanism for fluid flow in the Earth's crust. It is expected that this mechanism
takes place at the meter-scale in the lower crust and at the kilometer-scale in the upper crust
providing explanations for both metamorphic veins formation and fluid extraction in

subduction zones.

The tool HPC™, developed here, transforms simple MATLAB scripts into parallel high
performance applications for GPU-, CPU- and MIC-supercomputers, clusters or workstations.
It is designed for stencil-based applications, in particular for iterative PDE solvers that use
finite differences and a regular Cartesian grid. Its core is a source-to-source translator. We
illustrate in this thesis the great performance and versatility of HPC™ by deploying it to
generate solvers for a variety of physical processes across multiple earth science disciplines.
All solvers run close to hardware’s peak performance and scale linearly on the 80 GPUs of the
Octopus cluster, hosted by the Institute of Earth Sciences at University of Lausanne (Lausanne,
Switzerland). They achieve moreover a speedup over the fully vectorised MATLAB input script
of about 250x to 500x on one GPU, of 1000x to 2000x on one workstation with 4 GPUs and of
17 000x to 35 000x on 80 GPUs. Additionally, we show that our nonlinear poroviscoelastic
two-phase flow solver scales also linearly on the 5000 GPUs of the Piz Daint supercomputer at
the Swiss National Supercomputing Centre (CSCS, Lugano, Switzerland), achieving a speedup
over the fully vectorised MATLAB input script of over 500 000x. We expect a similar scaling for
all the ten solvers. The source-to-source translator contained in HPC™ is, to the authors
knowledge, the first that can automatically perform all tasks that are required for the
generation of a massively parallel near peak performance supercomputing application from a

code developed in a classical prototyping environment such as MATLAB.
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INTRODUCTION

1 The gap between the evolution of hardware and software

The famous law of Intel co-founder Gordon Moore [1] states that the number of transistors

per unit of area on a chip! doubles every 18-24 months. Moore found this law in 1965 and it

is still correct today (see Figure 1). Until the early 2000s, it lead to a doubling of processor

clock speeds every 18-24 months and uniprocessor performance increased alongside this [2]

(see Figure 1). Since then, it has not anymore been cost effective to increase processor clock

speeds — the power wall was hit — and aggressive uniprocessor performance scaling has

reached its end [2,3] (see Figure 1). The doubling of clock speeds every 18-24 months has been

replaced by a doubling of cores, threads or other parallelism mechanisms [4] (see Figure 1).

Simply put, the traditional single-core CPUs from the last century have been replaced by multi-

core CPUs and many-core architectures such as GPUs? and MICs3.
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Figure 1. Moore’s law on the increase of transistors per unit of area on a chip in time and its relation to processor clock speed,
uniprocessor performance, power consumption and number of cores, threads or other parallelism mechanisms. Source:

Samuel Naffziger, AMD (modified).

1 also called ‘microchip’ or ‘integrated circuit’

2 GPU: Graphic Processing Unit

3 MIC: Many Integrated Core architecture from Intel
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Figure 2. The evolution of the FLOPS per Memory access ratio and the predicted memory wall. Source: John McCalpin, Texas
Advanced Computing Center (modified).

The improvement of memory access speed has not been comparable to the impressive
increase of computation speed over the last decades. The ratio of the performable amount of
floating point operations (FLOPS) per floating point number accessed in memory (FLOPS per
Memory access ratio) has therefore been constantly increasing. The majority of software,
however, requires only few operations per accessed number. The achievable performance is
thus totally determined by memory access speed [5]. This memory wall was predicted in 1995
by Wulf and McKee [6] who noted that from the beginning of the 21 century on, “system
performance is totally determined by memory speed; making the processor faster won’t affect
the wall-clock time to complete an application” (Figure 2, shows the evolution of the FLOPS

per Memory access ratio and the predicted memory wall).

The fundamental changes in hardware evolution since the beginning of the century have
drastic implications for present and future software: (1) applications without proper
parallelization and a focus on optimal memory access reach only a small fraction of the
performance that current hardware can offer, and (2) the same applications will hardly benefit

from the performance increase of future hardware as it will be ever more parallel.
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The evolution of software is at present far behind hardware evolution [7]. Many applications
therefore run with a performance that is far below hardware’s peak. There are three major

reasons for this:

e Alarge amount of today’s software and employed algorithms were developed before
the appearance of major parallelism and the memory wall; thus, neither the software
nor the algorithms are typically well suited for current hardware.

e The development of parallel high performance software is very time consuming; the
programmers’ productivity is very low [7].

e Software that may achieve a performance close to the maximum of what present and
future hardware can deliver is at present very difficult to develop; the development of

such parallel high performance software is normally a task for computer scientists.

Many existing sophisticated algorithms are to a major extent serial. Parallelization is therefore
only possible to a small degree and the scalability is very limited. Moreover, the data access
pattern is often rather random, while regular memory access is fastest. Random memory
access can be up to two order of magnitudes slower than regular memory access [8]. Random
memory access leads in addition normally to more cache misses, which increase the required
amount of accesses to main memory and may cause the processor to frequently wait for data

and thus further slow down the application.

We identify two major challenges needed to be addressed in order to bridge the gap between

hardware and software evolution:

e New algorithms that are suited for parallelisation and have simple regular data access
patterns must be designed [4].
e Tools that increase the programmer’s productivity and that permit non-computer

scientists to develop parallel high performance software have to be developed.
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2 Parallel algorithms and high performance software development

tools
The challenge of developing new algorithms that are well suited for current and future
hardware is approached essentially in two ways. The first consists in modifying algorithms that
are sophisticated and state-of-the-art but typically not well suited for current hardware.
Efforts in this direction are often of limited success, because such algorithms are in many cases
to a major extent inherently serial; to transform an inherently serial algorithm into a fully
parallel algorithm is an enormous challenge and in many cases it may result practically
impossible. The second way to approach the development of new parallel algorithms consists
in the building on simple algorithms that are well suited for parallelism and have simple
regular data access patterns, but are typically rather old. This manner of development has
been successful in many cases (e.g. [9—12]). Particularly well adapted for current hardware are
stencil-based methods?*, which allow, for example, to build solvers for partial differential
equations (PDE) [13]. So following this second approach of algorithm development, a PDE
solver, for instance, is rather built with iterative methods using finite differences and a regular
Cartesian grid, than with direct methods using complex techniques to compute derivatives
and an unstructured grid. In fact, finite differences are computed with locally neighbouring
grid cells, i.e. the data access pattern is simple and regular. Moreover, a computational
domain that is defined by a regular Cartesian grid is very easy to decompose into many small

domains for which an iteration or time step can be solved independently, i.e. in parallel.

The lack of software that is well suited for today’s hardware gave birth to many projects that
aim at increasing the programmer’s productivity. This includes the design of new general
purpose programming languages [14—16] and domain specific languages [11,17,18], as well as
the development of new libraries [19—-21], and the building of source-to-source translators
that automatize some of the steps in the development of parallel high performance software
[11,17,18,22]. All of these projects aim to simplify the programming by trying to separate
application-specific programming logic from implementation. It is obvious that domain or

method specific approaches require less development time than very general approaches as,

4 A stencil can be considered as a window on the data. Stencil-based methods move this window over the
application data and perform computations with the data contained in the window. Finite difference methods
are an example for stencil-based methods.
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for instance, the design of new general-purpose programming languages. They may moreover
achieve greater performances because they can employ aggressive domain or method specific

performance optimizations and parallelization techniques.

Source-to-source translation has become a popular approach in High Performance Computing
(HPC) because it allows for automatic optimisations and parallelization. Many of these source-
to-source translators limit themselves to stencil-based applications [11,17,18,22] to permit
aggressive stencil method specific performance optimizations. The input source language for
these source-to-source translators is typically a domain specific language, which has been

developed on top of a compilable general purpose language like C or C++ [11,18].

In the scope of this thesis, we have developed HPC'™ — the MATLAB HPC compiler. It is a tool
that responds to the major challenges of nowadays software development (listed in section
1):itincreases the programmer’s productivity and permits non-computer scientists to develop
parallel high performance software. HPC™ transforms simple MATLAB scripts within a few
seconds into parallel high performance applications for GPU-, CPU- and MIC-supercomputers,
clusters or workstations. It is designed for stencil-based applications, in particular for iterative
PDE solvers that use finite differences and a regular Cartesian grid. Its core is a source-to-
source translator. To the authors’ knowledge, it is the first source-to-source translator that
can automatically perform all tasks that are required for the generation of a parallel near peak
performance supercomputing application from a code developed in a classical prototyping

environment such as MATLAB.

3 The thesis’s objective: spreading of HPC in earth sciences

Spreading of HPC is a major objective in academia around the world and important efforts
have been implemented for this purpose. An example is the CADMOS?® initiative in western
Switzerland, a joint project of the Universities of Geneva and Lausanne and of the Swiss
Federal Institute of Technology Lausanne (EPFL) that was initiated in 2009 with the goal to
expand numerical HPC modelling activities within the three member institutions. Multiple
professorship positions were created within the scope of this project and a supercomputer

that cost a two digit million dollar amount was acquired. Such projects are of ever increasing

> Center for Advanced Modeling Science
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importance because (1) numerical simulations play a key role in today’s science and
technology and have veritably become the third way of research, adding to experiences and
theory [23], and (2) HPC opens new doors for numerical modelling, as simulations that were
previously too computationally heavy become feasible. Moreover, it is not only important to
extend current HPC modelling activities which are at present typically made in physics,
chemistry, material sciences, hydrology, biology and geophysics, but also new domains should
be reached such as economy and finances, language treatment, large-scale climate modelling,

environmental risk analysis, engineering and architecture [23].

The principal aim of this thesis is to spread HPC across the disciplines in earth sciences. The
HPC-™ software developed here is an ideal tool for numerical modellers to conduct simulations
in three dimensions at high resolution. This is of particular interest for state-of-the-art
problems dealing with physical processes that are very localised in space and time and for
which it is a priori unknown where and when they occur (particularly characteristic for
nonlinear processes). Resolving such localized processes accurately requires high-resolution
in both space and time, which demands scalable high performance solvers. HPC™ makes it
easy for earth scientists to generate such solvers, because HPC-™ input scripts are developed

in MATLAB, a prototyping environment that is familiar to most numerical modellers.

We illustrate in this thesis the great performance and versatility of HPC'™ by deploying it to
generate solvers for a variety of physical processes across multiple earth science disciplines
(article 2, chapter HPC™: from MATLAB to HPC on GPU, CPU and MIC): shallow water, glacier
flow, convection, scalar and reactive porosity waves, poroviscoelastic two-phase flow, shear
heating, seismics, acoustic wave propagation and heat diffusion (a selection of MATLAB input
scripts for HPC:™ are found in the thesis’s appendix). Moreover, we perform state-of-the-art
modelling with the help of HPC'™: we simulate mechanical and reactive porosity waves in three
dimensions (see article 1 and 3, chapter Massively Parallel Simulation of Three dimensional
Viscoelastic Deformation Coupled to Porous Fluid Flow and chapter Porous fluids extraction by
reactive solitary waves in 3-D, respectively). To this purpose, we design numerical algorithms
that are optimally suited for today’s hardware, i.e. algorithms that are appropriate for
parallelisation and have simple regular data access patterns. With the development of HPC:™
and new parallel algorithms, we try to respond to all identified major challenges (listed in

section 1) with the aim to bridge the gap between hardware and software evolution.
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Abstract

We present a simple numerical algorithm to simulate the deformation of fluid-filled
viscoelastic porous media in 3D. The employed mathematical model is based on Biot’s
poroelastic theory, extended to account for viscous deformation and plastic yielding. The
algorithm is designed for massively parallel high performance computing in three dimensions.
It employs finite difference stencil calculations on a staggered grid to approximate spatial
derivatives. Pseudo-transient iterations are utilized to formulate an explicit algorithm and
Picard iterations to resolve the nonlinearities. Iterative implicit schemes improve the
algorithm’s stability and convergence and permit to choose reasonable time steps at high
spatial resolutions. Damping accelerates the convergence of these implicit iterations
additionally. As a numerically challenging example we consider the dynamics of spontaneous
channel formation in fluid-filled viscoelastic porous media. The modelling results exhibit the
impact of decompaction weakening on the formation of three-dimensional solitary-wave-like
moving porosity channels. Our solver runs close to hardware limit and achieves linear weak
scaling on the 5000 GPUs of Piz Daint, a Cray XC 30 supercomputer at the Swiss National
Supercomputing Center (CSCS, Lugano, Switzerland), cumulating over 10 million CUDA cores.
We evaluate the algorithm's suitability for the building of high performance massively parallel
3D solvers and compare the achievable performance and parallel scalability to the ones of
other state-of-the-art algorithms that were developed aiming at large-scale simulations. To
this purpose we introduce an effective memory throughput metric as a formal evaluation
criteria for the algorithms’ performance. Our algorithm is found to be better suited for the
building of high performance massively parallel 3D solvers than the other algorithms
considered in this paper. We attribute this result to a simpler, more regular and more local

data access pattern of our algorithm compared to the others.

Keywords
Fluid-filled porous media; Deformation; Large-scale simulations; Massive parallelization;

Performance evaluation
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1 Introduction

Fluid-filled viscoelastic porous media has been studied extensively since the beginning of the
twentieth century (e.g. [1-11]). Von Terzaghi [7] proposed the first model of one-dimensional
consolidation. Biot [4] derived equations for three-dimensional consolidation first in 1941 and
reformulated and extended his theory in the following years [1-3,5]. Similar formulations
were suggested by, among others, Verruijt [8] and Rice and Cleary [6]. More details can be

found in recent books, e.g. [12—-15], and reviews, e.g. [16—19].

Many of today’s applications that deal with fluid-filled elastic porous media require large-scale
simulations and must be able to handle large contrasts in material properties. Direct solvers
are generally the most robust to deal with high material property contrasts, but have a limited
parallel scalability, particularly in 3D [20-22]. Iterative algorithms have thus been developed
to solve the systems of partial differential equations describing fluid-filled poro(visco-)elastic
media. They are less robust but potentially very scalable. State-of-the-art algorithms include
the two presented by Haga et al. [23-25] and Chen et al. [26—28]. They both are finite element
algorithms that combine iterative methods with sophisticated pre-conditioners. Haga et al.
[24,25] precondition a conjugate gradient-type method with algebraic multigrid in order to
optimally deal with heterogeneous material parameters, in particular, highly variable
permeability and significant jumps in elastic properties. Chen et al. [27,28] precondition the
(simplified) quasi-minimal residual (QMR/SQMR) method with variants of successive over-
relaxation (SOR); they optimized the algorithm particularly for high contrasts in material
stiffness and include non-associated plasticity into the model. Aiming at large scale
simulations, Haga et al. [25] and Chen et al. [26] have developed parallel CPU and GPU

implementations, respectively.

The DynEarthSol3D solver [29] utilizes nearly the same system of equations as the one that
describes fluid-filled (visco-)elastic porous media. DynEarthSol3D does not consider fluid
phase pressure but solves for the temperature instead. DynEarthSol3D utilizes momentum
conservation equations for the solid phase that are similar to the ones solved by porous media
simulators. DynEarthSol3D has been developed primarily to study the long term deformation
of earth's lithosphere. It implements a finite element algorithm based on the Fast Lagrangian
Analysis of Continua (FLAC) algorithm, uses the EVP material model and does explicit forward

time stepping [30]. Aiming at large-scale simulations, Ta et al. [29] have developed an
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implementation of DynEarthSol3D for Multi-Core CPU, for GPU and for CPU with embedded
GPU.

Each of the three state-of-the-art algorithms greatly outperforms the similar methods it
compares with. We present in this paper though a simple algorithm which performs in high
resolution similarly good as these sophisticated algorithms. We propose it therefore as a
benchmark for present and future algorithms that are potential candidates for the building of
high performance massively parallel 3D solvers for deformation of fluid-filled (visco-)elastic

porous media.

The proposed benchmark algorithm is a combination of simple and well-known standard
numerical methods to solve systems of partial differential equations. It uses pseudo-transient
iterations to find the implicit solution for time derivatives and it computes spatial derivatives
from the smallest possible finite difference stencil. This results in a very simple and regular
memory access pattern, what permits to build 3D solvers that achieve a performance close to
hardware limit [31,32]. Moreover, the method being highly local, it suits optimally for massive
parallelization. High parallel efficiency and linear parallel scaling may be achieved on large

supercomputers.

Sophisticated algorithms as those in [25,26,29], in contrast, require often a quite random
memory access pattern. Random memory access can be up to two orders of magnitude slower
than regular memory access [33]. In addition, random memory access leads normally to more
cache misses what increases the required amount of accesses to main memory and may cause
the processor to frequently wait for data (‘stalling’) and therefore further slows down the
application. Applications with a lot of random memory access achieve normally performances

that are orders of magnitude below hardware’s peak performance.

To sum up, today’s sophisticated algorithms to simulate the deformation of fluid-filled
(visco-)elastic porous media typically reduce the number of iterations that are required to
reach the solution, but their implementations may face important trade-offs in the achievable
performance and in parallel scalability. A lower performance means that each iteration takes

longer. This may balance out the reduction of the number of iterations.

The objectives of this work are (1) to evaluate our simple algorithm’s suitability for the building

of high performance massively parallel 3D solvers for the deformation of fluid-filled
18
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(visco-)elastic porous media and (2) to compare the achievable performance and parallel
scalability to the ones of other algorithms that were developed aiming at large-scale
simulations. To this purpose we measure the performance and parallel scalability of our multi-
GPU solver and compare it to the best-known implementation of the other algorithms. We
make this simple choice because traditional algorithm complexity analysis does not take into
account how efficient an algorithm may be implemented on actual available hardware. It is
though crucial for us, given our aim to evaluate the algorithms suitability for building massively
parallel 3D solvers that can efficiently use modern supercomputers with thousand or even

hundred thousands of compute nodes.

We would like to highlight another feature of our simple algorithm: small time steps are taken,
i.e. a high resolution in time is achieved. It allows therefore to resolve processes that happen
very localized in time and at a moment and a place unknown in advance. Algorithms designed

to take large time steps or to solve directly for steady state cannot capture such processes.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the mathematical model, the
numerical algorithm and our methodology to measure performance and parallel scaling. In
section 3, we present some representative modelling results and report the performance and
the parallel scalability of our solver and compare it with the results from [25,26,29]. In section

4, we give concluding remarks. Section 5 is a glossary.

2 Methods

2.1 Mathematical model

We present here a closed system of equations for deformation of fluid-filled viscoelastic
porous media in 3D. The core of our model is the constitutive equations of Biot’s poroelastic
theory for an isotropic fluid-filled porous medium [4], extended to account for viscous

deformation [17]. They are written in time incremental form as
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kT Tk \dt  "Tar )T -, W
and
— f __
L a (d°P 1dP; P — P
v v —vH)= — -5 2
k(o = Vi) Kd<dt B dt ) (1-¢)n, ?

where V] is the solid velocity, ka is the fluid velocity, P is the total pressure, Py is the fluid
pressure and ¢ is the porosity; K, is the drained bulk modulus, « is the Biot-Willis coefficient,
B is Skempton’s coefficient and 7, is the effective bulk viscosity; % = % + v, -V and

ad o . s - . . .
prl §+ Vs -V denote the material time derivatives with respect to the solid and fluid,

respectively. These equations were derived by combining Maxwell’s viscoelastic bulk rheology

with mass conservation equations for fluid and solid [17].

We utilize additionally usual total momentum conservation equations for both solid and fluid
(3), fluid momentum conservation equations combined with fluid’s viscous rheology (Darcy’s
law of viscous fluid flow through porous media) (4) and Maxwell’s viscoelastic deviatoric

rheology (5) (c.f. [17]):
V;(Ti; — P6i;) — gip = 0, (3)
f s k
(V' —Vv) = —E(vipf + gipy) (4)

and

2 1

The symbols V/?, Vl.f, P and P; are the same as in the Eqns. (1) and (2), T;; is the total stress
deviator; g; is the gravitational acceleration, p is the total density, py is the fluid density, k is

the permeability, us is the fluid shear viscosity, p; is the solid shear viscosity and G is the

. A T -
elastic shear modulus of the solid; = denotes an objective time derivative (e.g. Jaumann, for

details see for instance [34]) and §;; the Kronecker-delta.
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The model accounts for tensile micro-fracturing by employing decompaction weakening [35]

that reduces the solid shear viscosity p; by constant factor Ry, if Py > P. A closure relation for

the porosity evolution (6) and equations for the nonlinear (Carman-Kozeny) porosity

dependent permeability (7), for the solid shear viscosity (8), for the decompaction weakening

factor, R, for the bulk viscosity (10) and the total density (11) close the system of equations

[17]:

and

1 d¢p 1 (aP 0B\ P-P
1—¢@ dt  K,\ot ot Ny
k = ko3,
W0
MS = (Tl—l)
(30
1+ ()

Ro, Pr>P
Us
77(p - Tlo;

p=¢pr+(1—9)ps.

)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

The symbols introduced here have the following meanings: K, is the effective bulk

modulus, k, is the reference permeability, u, is the reference solid shear viscosity, 1, is the

reference bulk viscosity, 7, is the characteristic stress at the transition between linear and

power law viscous behaviour [36], T;; is the second invariant of the deviatoric stress tensor, n

is the power law viscosity exponent and py is the solid density.
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Figure 1. Location of the fields of the 3D two-phase solver on the staggered grid.

2.2 Numerical algorithm

We describe in the following the numerical algorithm that we employ in our solver for the
deformation of fluid-filled viscoelastic porous media in 3D. We refer to this solver as 3D two-
phase solver' in the remainder of the article. The algorithm is designed for massively parallel

high performance computing in three dimensions.

Our algorithm uses a staggered, regular Cartesian three dimensional grid that is based on the
velocity-stress formulation which was used by Madariaga [37] in the simulation of fault-
rupture dynamics; the method was later extended to seismic wave propagation in two-
dimensional media [38-40] and also applied to three-dimensional media [41-43]. Figure 1

shows how the fields of Eqns. (1) to (11) are located on the staggered grid.

Spatial derivatives are approximated in our algorithm with finite differences using the smallest
possible stencil. Pseudo-transient iterations are utilized to formulate an explicit algorithm that
includes iterative implicit schemes, which improve the algorithm’s stability and convergence
and permit to choose sufficiently large time steps at high spatial resolutions. Although the
method is iterative, it permits to find the implicit solution for the system of equations, i.e. the
spatial derivatives are computed from the fields at time t + At (At is the time increment). We

explain the method and its simple derivation briefly in the following.

1 Here, the two phases are the fluid and the solid phases, whereas often the term two-phase is assumed to refer
to two fluid phases.
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We want to formulate an iterative solution algorithm for the differential equation

ou
= = f(U), (12)

where U is an unknown and f(U) a known function of U that may include its spatial

derivatives. The implicit discrete form is

U —-U
% = f(Ut+At): (13)

where U; and U, p refer to U at time t and t + At. Equation (12) is equivalent to

ou W) au
o -~ (14)
ifZ—Z = 0 (t denotes pseudo-transient time). The implicit discrete form is
Urinr — U Utiar — Ut
% = f(Utsar) — +T (15)

where U; and U5, refer to U at pseudo-transient time T and 7 + At (At is the increment of
pseudo-transient time; U, and U, refer to U at (physical) time t and t + At as in Eqn. (13)).
We solve for U;,a; and approximate U, a; by U, to obtain an explicit update rule for each
iteration:

U‘c_ Ut

Uryar = Up + AT f(U;) — At At

(16)

Converged iterations (max|U;4a; — U;| < €) solve Equation (13), delivering the numerical

solution for the differential equation (12). U, ¢ is then given by the computed U,.

Figure 2 shows the application of this method to the solution of the classical heat diffusion

equation in 1D (the equation and the discrete implicit form are the same as Eqn. (12) and Eqn.

A 02U 2% .
—;2), where — is the 2™
pcp Ox dx

(13), respectively; the unknown U is the temperature; f(U) =
derivative in space; the initial heat profile is a Gaussian; temperature is kept constant in time
at the boundaries; in the pseudo-transient iterations we denote U, 5, by ‘U’ U; by ‘U_tau’, U;
by ‘U_t’, f(U,) by ‘f’, At by ‘dtau’, At by ‘dt’; comments in the script explain the remaining

employed notations).
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The system of equations that is implemented in our solver is given in the following and its
difference compared to the system of section 2.1 due to the usage of the pseudo-transient
method are highlighted in red (the symbols are the same as in section 2.1 with exception of

07p, arpf and arvis, which denote pseudo-transient time steps for P, Pr and V7 respectively):

( 1 (dP d'P P-P oP
VeV + — —a—2L)+ L (17)
K, \ dt dt 1-@n, 015
a (dP 1d'P P-P oP
V(oW -v)) - —(=--s=L ) -—5—=-7 (18)
K;\ dt B dt 1=, 0Tp,
o A
TViS
k
oV -V = 0 (ViPr + gipy) (20)
2 1d%%; Ty
ViV + ViV~ §(vkl/,f) 8 = car T (21)
\ 1 d¢ 1 (3P 0P\ P-P : (22)
1—¢ dt  Ky,\0t ot Ny
k == k0(p3 (23)
7
— 24)
ﬂs - (n-1) (
T
1+(3)
1, P <P
R= S (25)
Ry, Pr>P
s
n(p =19 a (26)
| p=9pr+(1—9)ps (27)

The solid velocities (V;?, V37 and V), the total stresses (Tyx, Tyy, T2z, Txy, Txz @and Ty,), the
total pressure (P), the fluid pressure (Pr) and the porosity (@) are the unknown DOFs (see
glossary, section 5) of this system of equations, because they have a time (or pseudo time)
derivative in the system. Unknown DOFs depend on their own evolution in time (physical or
pseudo-transient) and cannot be computed uniquely via algebraic relations from other DOFs.
The spatially heterogeneous viscosity at zero stress, pg, is the only known DOF (see glossary).
The remaining parameters are not DOFs, because they are either computable with algebraic
relations from the DOFs or taken spatially homogeneous, i.e. as scalars. Table 1 lists the nature

of each parameter of our solver.
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Unknown DOFs Ve, V3 Vi) Tuxer Tyys Tz Tuys Txzo Tyzo Py Pry @
Known DOF Uo
Computable with algebraic relations k, us, R, Ny, p

Spatially homogenous G, Ky, Ka, B, @, ko, lg, Ti1, To, M, Mo, Ro, Ps, P

Table 1. Nature of the parameters of our solver.

clear
% Physics
Tam = 1; % Thermal conductivity
cp =1; % Specific heat capacity
rho = 1; % Density
Ix = 20; % Length of the computational domain
tt = 1; % Total simulation time
% Numerics
nx = 500; % Number of grid points
nt = 50; % Number of time steps
eps = le-12; % Convergence limit
% Preprocessing
dx = Ix/(nx-1); % Grid spacing
X = -Ix/2:dx:1x/2; % Coordinates of grid points
dt = tt/nt; % Time step
% Initialisations
u = exp(-x.A2)"; % Initial temperature profile
% Action
for t = 0:dt:tt % Time loop
U_t=U; U_tau=0; % Initializations for iterations
while (max(abs(U-U_tau)) > eps) % Pseudo-transient iterations
U_tau = U; % U_tau is equal the previous U
dtau = 1/(2*T1am/cp/rho/dxA2 + 1/dt); % Pseudo-transient time step
f = lam/cp/rho*diff(u_tau,2,1)/dxA2; % Computation of f(u_tau)
f = [0; f; 0]; % Boundary conditions: no heat flux
U = U_tau + dtau*f - dtau*(u_tau-u_t)/dt; % Computation of U following equation (16)
end
end

Figure 2. Application of our iterative method to the classical heat diffusion equation in 1D (the unknown U is the temperature).
The initial heat profile is a Gaussian; no heat flux boundary conditions are applied. The while loop computes the implicit
solution of U at time t + At by applying every iteration the explicit update rule given in equation (16) (last line of loop) until
max|Uz4ar — Uz| < €. In the pseudo-transient iterations we denote U ,p, by ‘U’ Uy by ‘U_tau’, U, by ‘U_t’, f(U,) by f, At
by ‘dtau’, At by ‘dt’; comments in the script explain the remaining employed notations.
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It is important to note that our algorithm includes numerical damping of the solid velocities
for faster convergence [30,44-46] and that the porosity is updated in the log space for better

numerical stability.

Correct distributed memory parallelization, in our multi-GPU solver done with Cuda-Aware
MPI[47,48], can be achieved by replacing in each local problem at each iteration the boundary

values of the solid velocities (V;°, V7 and V), of the porosity (¢), of the solid shear viscosity

(us) and of the divergence of the Darcy flux (Vk((p(ka — Vks))) with the corresponding values
computed in the neighbouring local problems. This is one of multiple possibilities to obtain a
correct distributed memory parallelization. With correct parallelization we mean that the
application’s results do not depend on the number of employed processes and threads, i.e.
any parallel run produces bitwise identical results as a fully serial run that solves the same

problem with the same input parameters on the same hardware.
2.3 Performance measurement and parallel scaling

2.3.1 Flop-to-byte ratio

Today’s hardware has a high flop-to-byte ratio. This ratio indicates how many floating point
operations (FLOP) the hardware may execute per byte accessed from main memory. Current
hardware has a flop-to-byte ratio of roughly 10 (the ratio is typically a bit higher for GPUs than
for CPUs as well as for double precision than for single precision computations). A flop-to-byte
ratio of 10 means that the hardware can perform up to 80 FLOPs while one floating point
number is accessed from main memory, if we consider double precision computations (8 bytes
per floating point number). The flop-to-byte ratio can also be estimated for an algorithm. It is
computed as the ratio between the number of FLOPs the algorithm requires and the amount
of bytes that must be transferred from main memory in order to perform these operations. If
the flop-to-byte ratio of an algorithm is greater than the flop-to-byte ratio of the hardware it
is executed on, then the algorithm may be considered bound by computation speed, else

bound by memory access speed.

The algorithm of our 3D two-phase solver has a flop-to-byte ratio that is much below the one
of current hardware as it computes spatial derivatives with finite difference stencils. The flop-
to-byte ratio of finite difference stencil algorithms is in fact about 0.5 or lower [49], i.e. at least

one order of magnitude below the flop-to-byte ratio of the available hardware. Our solvers
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performance is thus bound by the memory access speed. Memory throughput must therefore
be studied to optimize our solver’'s performance. We do not consider performance
optimization in this paper. We present instead in the following subsection (2.3.2) a simple
memory throughput metric that permits to estimate how much a solver’s performance is
below the one of an ideal solver that implements the same system of equations. We will see
moreover that the metric may be used to evaluate and compare any algorithms no matter if
they are memory bound or compute bound. The metric is used in section 3 to present the

results.

2.3.2 Effective memory throughput

Current processors’ on-chip memory (registers and low-level cache) is not large enough to
store all degrees of freedom (DOFs; see glossary, section 5, for the meaning in this context) of
a meaningful 3D simulation, even if the resolution is low. We consider therefore only the case
where the DOFs are stored off-chip, more precisely in main memory. In this case, all DOFs
must be transferred at every iteration (for simplicity’s sake, an iteration can refer to either an
explicit physical time step or a numerical iteration in this article) between main memory and
processor. More precisely, unknown DOFs (see glossary) must be updated, i.e. both read and
written, and known DOFs (see glossary) must only be read. Ideally, each DOF must be read
and if applicable written exactly once in a same iteration. The minimally required main
memory access per iteration consists therefore in copying all the known DOFs from memory
to the processor and copying all unknown DOFs forth and back. A non-ideal solver may
however access main memory (and high-level cache that is off-chip) more than what is
minimally required. It is thus useful to introduce the effective main memory access per
iteration, measured in Gigabytes (GB), which is given by the minimally required main memory

access per iteration:

Aeff = 2+ Dunknown + Dknown; (28)

where Dy nknown and Dinown are the amount of Gigabytes that the unknown DOFs
respectively the known DOFs occupy in main memory. The effective memory throughput,

measured in Gigabytes per seconds (GB/s), is then given as
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Acrr
it

Terr = : (29)

where t;; is the execution time per iteration in seconds.

An ideal solver performs only the absolute minimally required memory access in the optimal
manner for the given hardware and it may perfectly overlap all computations with the data
transfer. Its effective memory throughput is therefore equal to the hardware’s peak memory

throughput, T} ¢qk. For any solver we have therefore

Teff < Tpeak- (30)

The effective memory throughput is therefore always to be compared with the peak memory
throughput. It permits to quantify for a given solver and hardware how much the performance
is below the one of an ideal solver that implements the same system of equations. The
effective memory throughput metric may be used to this purpose no matter if the investigated
solver’s performance is bound by memory copy throughput or computation speed, because
an ideal solver does not need to do more computations than it can perfectly overlap with the
minimally required memory access, i.e. only the speed of memory access is relevant for its

performance.

A great advantage of this metric over traditional flop and memory throughput metrics (see
section 2.3.3) is its independency of the employed numerical algorithm and of implementation
decisions; the metric is only based on the implemented system of equations. Any
improvement or deterioration of execution time per iteration due to changes in the employed
numerical algorithm or in the implementation is as a consequence always directly and fully
reflected in T,rs: Ters is directly proportional with the performance speedup that any
algorithmic or implementation improvements may bring (inverse proportional with execution

time per iteration).

The metric is designed to quantify the performance of a solver independently of algorithmic
and of implementation decisions; it is only relevant what system of equations is implemented.
The metric is therefore helpful for the optimization of numerical algorithms and
implementations. For the optimization of a given implementation, many additional hardware-

and compiler-related aspects must nevertheless be taken into account (see for example the
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roofline model [49]) and the traditional flop and memory throughput metrics (see section

2.3.3) may be of great value to this purpose.

2.3.3 Hardware measured memory throughput

The term memory throughput refers commonly to the memory throughput measured by
hardware counters (or by a profiler with a normally equivalent result). There can be an
immense difference between effective memory throughput and memory throughput by

hardware counters. We highlight it therefore here.

The hardware counters permit to count the total amount of bytes that travel through the
memory bus in a given amount of time. The total memory throughput is thus measured. To
measure the effective memory throughput with hardware counters would mean to count only
the bytes of data transfer that are part of the minimally required memory access. This is

however not possible.

Hardware measured throughput shows therefore simply how much occupation of the memory
bus is achieved. A far from ideal solver that accesses main memory much more than what is
minimally required and that achieves therefore a low effective memory throughput may
nevertheless achieve a hardware measured throughput that is equal or close to the
hardware’s peak memory throughput. Memory throughput measurement with hardware is
useful in the scope of performance optimization, but it is not sufficient to estimate how ideal
the memory access of a solver is. This is why we suggest for such estimations the

measurement of effective memory throughput.

2.3.4 Parallel scalability

We use the two common methods to measure parallel scalability: strong scaling and weak
scaling. Strong scaling measures how the execution time depends on the number of
processing elements (CPU/CPU-core/GPUY/...) for a fixed total problem size. Weak scaling
measures how the execution time depends on the number of processing elements for a fixed
problem size per processing element. Amdahl’s law shows that strong scaling is always
bounded by the sequential part of the program [50]. Gustafson’s law shows that weak scaling
can be approximatively linear if the sequential part of the program takes a small fraction of
the total execution time and if the sequential part does not take more time with a growing

number of processing elements [51].
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We use in addition the following common definition of parallel efficiency [52,53]: for a

problem of size N on P processing elements, parallel efficiency is given as
1T.
E(N,P)=——~—, (31)

where T(N, P) is the execution time of the parallel algorithm, and T, (N) the execution time

of the best sequential algorithm.

3 Results

3.1 Modelling

We present in this section results of a high resolution simulation of 3D deformation of fluid-
filled viscoelastic porous media under a shear stress regime. We performed the simulation on
64 GPUs on the Octopus cluster (its technical specifications are found in section 3.2.1). Within
two days 4800 physical time steps were computed, reaching a dimensionless physical time of
2.4e-2. The resolution was 511 x 511 x994 grid points in respectively x, y and z (depth)

dimensions. We visualized the results with ParaView [54] in parallel on 64 GPUs.

The simulation setup is a 3D cube of viscoelastic deformable porous media, saturated with

buoyant pore fluid and containing an ellipsoidal high porosity anomaly.

The boundary conditions are

729
V. = ﬂy} (32)
* Ho
Vy=Vz=0 (33)

and zero normal component of the velocity difference:
o(Vi —vs) =0, (34)

where Tff,’ is the horizontal background shear stress. Figure 3 shows the simulation setup and
the applied background shear stress boundary condition. Table 2 lists the employed non-
dimensional parameters. In this table the “characteristic stress” is the stress at the transition

between linear and power law viscous behaviour [36].
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Description Symbol Value
Domain size 30x30x60
Elipsoid x-y-z-dimension axis 14x14x3.5
lengths

Horizontal background shear TaIZSCz] 1

stress

Gravity acceleration g [0, 0, 1]
Reference permeability ko 1

Fluid shear viscosity Ur 1
Reference solid shear viscosity Uo 1 + random noise (optional)
Reference bulk viscosity Mo 1

Fluid density Pr 1

Solid density Ps 2

Nonlinear shear viscosity n 3

exponent

Characteristic stress To 0.04
Decompaction weakening factor Ry 2000
Effective bulk modulus K, 333.33
Skempton coefficient B 0.89
Biot-Willis coefficient a 0.9

Elastic shear modulus G 166.66

Table 2. Non-dimensional simulation parameters.

The initial high porosity ellipsoid contains more fluid than its surroundings and the fluid tends
to move upwards as it is less dense than the solid [55]. The fluid overpressure peaks at the top
borders of the ellipsoid and exceeds locally the confining pressure (total bulk pressure). In
these areas pores widen, i.e. porosity increases (Eqn. (22) predicts here decompaction due to
fluid overpressure). These local porosity increases results in the formation of multiple high
porosity channels. The fluid underpressure develops along the major area of the channels (see
blue areas in Figure 4, where the channels are shown by means of porosity isosurfaces that
are coloured in function of the deviation from the fluid background pressure). The fluid
underpressure relative to the near channel region causes fluid to be constantly drawn into the
channels (see Eqn. (20)). The fluid that continuously enters the channels moves upwards due
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to buoyancy and maintains a fluid overpressure peak (red areas in Figure 4) at the channels’
top, which widens pores and keeps the channels growing upwards. Underpressured areas
(blue areas in Figure 4) are compacting. The result is a self-sustainable solitary-wave-like

propagation of the porosity.

The channels tend to close at their bottoms, but asymmetry between the ease of
decompaction and compaction hinders it (decompaction weakening [35]). Instead, the media
near the bottoms, where fluid is drawn from, compacts as a result of mass balance and forms

persistent walls.

Low shear viscosity regions appear as a result of elevated stresses (see Egn. (24)), where shear
deformation is localised (see red areas in Figure 5, where the channels are shown by means
of porosity isosurfaces that are coloured in function of the nonlinear shear viscosity). These
regions are preferentially located at the channels’ top, where the decompaction process is
important, and towards their tails, where viscous forces tend to compact the media with
previously elevated porosity. Elevated shear and bulk viscosities (blue areas in Figure 5) are

found at the tails of the waves where the media has undergone stress relaxation.
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depth

Figure 3. The simulation setup and boundary conditions: a 3D cube of viscoelastic deformable porous media, saturated with
buoyant pore fluid and containing an ellipsoidal high porosity anomaly at one fifth of the model depth; a background shear
stress is applied. The porosity is in the anomaly twice as important as the background porosity, which is found in the rest of
the cube. The figure shows the porosity distribution. The porosity values are normalized with the background porosity.
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Figure 4. The porosity channels at dimensionless physical time 2.4e-2: isosurface showing where the porosity is 4 times higher
than the background. The isosurface is coloured in function of the deviation from the fluid background pressure.
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Figure 5. The porosity channels at dimensionless physical time 2.4e-2: isosurface showing where the porosity is 4 times higher
than the background. The isosurface is coloured in function of the shear viscosity.
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3.2 Performance

3.2.1 Our test systems and reported performance results

Our test systems are the Octopus cluster hosted by the Institute of Earth Science at the
University of Lausanne (Lausanne, Switzerland) and the supercomputer Piz Daint at the Swiss
National Center for Supercomputing (CSCS, Lugano, Switzerland)?. Octopus consists of 20
compute nodes, each containing 4 NVIDIA GeForce GTX TITAN X GPUs (Maxwell GM200
architecture; 3072 CUDA cores), 2 Intel Xeon E5-2620v3 (6 cores) and 64 GB system memory.
The nodes are interconnected with dual rail FDR InfiniBand. Piz Daint is a Cray XC30 and
consists of 5272 compute nodes, each containing 1 Nvidia Tesla K20X (Kepler GK110
architecture; 2688 CUDA cores), 1 Intel Xeon E5-2670 (8 cores) and 32 GB system memory.
The nodes are interconnected with Cray’s proprietary interconnect Aries. Piz Daint is currently
listed as the number 8 on the TOP500 list of the world’s top supercomputers [56]. To sum up,
Octopus cumulates 80 GPUs (245 760 CUDA cores) and Piz Daint 5272 GPUs (14 171 136 CUDA

cores).

All the reported performance results are the median of the obtained performance of 20

experiments, what represents in each case the typically obtained performance.

3.2.2 OQur solver

The system of equations that we have implemented in our multi-GPU 3D two-phase solver
contains 12 unknown DOFs and 1 known DOFs, listed in Table 1, page 25. Each DOF contains
approximately N = nx * ny * nz floating point numbers, where nx, ny and nz denote the
dimensions of the problem (we assume the dimensions to be sufficiently large for the
approximation to be valid). N is the total number of nodes of the problem. All the unknown
DOFs together contain therefore a total amount 12 N floating point numbers; all the known

DOFs together contain a total amount of 1 N floating point numbers.

The amount of memory that a floating point number occupies in memory depends on the
floating point number precision. There are two common standards: single precision occupying

4 bytes and double precision occupying 8 bytes for a floating point number. The amount of

2 Both systems will be upgraded in close future and the specifications will change.
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Gigabytes that all the unknown DOFs respectively known DOFs together occupy in main

memory is therefore given by
Dynknown = 12 N p * 1077 (35)
and
Dinown = 1N p »1077, (36)

where p is the precision in bytes. The effective main memory access per iteration (GB) is

therefore given by
Aerr = 2 * Dunknown + Drnown = 2124+ 1)Np=107"° (37)
and the effective memory throughput (GB/s) by

Agsg  (2%12+1)Np=107°
Lit tit '

(38)

Teff =

The effective memory throughput for a problem of size 3823 on one GPU on Octopus (single

precision) is

Aerr  (2%12+1) 3823 4 bytes « 107°

= 52. . 39
te 0.106 5 52.5GB/s (39)

Teff =

This is 20 percent of the peak memory throughput Ty.qx = 268 GB/s (i.e. the same order of

magnitude, see Figure 6).
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Haga et al. Chen et al. Taetal Our solver
=20GB/s)  (T=52.5 GB/s, Tpe

(Teﬁ=0.06 GBf/s, Tpe k:40 GB/s) (Teﬁ=0.09 GB/s, Tpe k=140 GB/s) (Teﬁ=0'4 GBf/s, T k=263 GB/s)
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Figure 6. Distance of each solver’s effective memory throughput from the corresponding peak memory throughput (smaller
bar is better: less distance from peak memory throughput).

3.2.3 Comparison with other solvers

We compare in this section the performance of our solver with the one achieved by Haga et
al. [25], by Chen et al. [26] and by Ta et al. [29]. Based on their respective publications it is
difficult to exactly determine how many known and unknown DOFs the implemented systems
of equations contain. The mathematical model that each of them use is similar to ours, with
the exception that Haga et al. [25] and Chen et al. [26] do not consider viscous effects (the
model Chen et al. [26] implemented on GPU does not contain the plasticity that they present
in [27,28]) and Ta et al. [29] do not consider fluid pressure evolution, but include plasticity and
solve additionally for temperature evolution. We assume in consequence that the system of
equations that Haga et al. [25], by Chen et al. [26] and by Ta et al. [29] implemented,
respectively, contains about the same amount of known and unknown DOFs as the system

that we have implemented (12 unknown DOFs and 1 known DOFs, listed in Table 1, page 25).

The effective memory throughput (GB/s) is therefore for all solvers computed as for our

solver:

_Aesp _ (2%12+1)Np*107°
tie tit '

(40)
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Some of the estimations of effective memory throughput that we present in the following
require a few more approximations. The estimations are nevertheless of high value, because
they show the orders of magnitude of distance of the effective memory throughput from the

corresponding peak memory throughput.

Haga et al. [25] implemented a CPU solver. For no test case in [25] is the execution time per
iteration specified, nor can it be precisely deduced from the available information. The most
accurate information with respect to this figures can be found for the 2D “test case IIl”, a
sedimentary basin simulation with 16 distinct layers of sediments, 8.4 x 10° tetrahedral
elements (N) and 1.7 x 10° nodes. It was run on the hexagon Cray XT4 cluster located in
Bergen, Norway [57]. The wall time one processor requires for one time step is 1.3 x 10*
seconds and a time step requires “500+ iterations” to converge [25]. The execution time per
iteration is therefore approximatively 26 seconds (1.3 x 10* seconds /500). The floating point
number precision is not indicated. We assume it to be double precision (8 bytes), as it is the
most commonly used standard in numerical calculations. The approximate effective memory

throughput that Haga et al. [25] achieve in this simulation is therefore

~(2*12+1)Np>1<10_9~(2>l<12+1)8.4>1<1068bytes>k10_9

The peak memory throughput of the processor being roughly 40 GB/s, the effective memory

throughput is three orders of magnitude below it (see Figure 6).

Chen et al. [26] present a GPU implementation (CPU offloading to GPU). They performed
several consolidation analysis simulations with different preconditioners and varying material
stiffness contrasts using a 24> hexahedral mesh. The test system contained an Intel i7-920
CPU and a GeForce GTX 580 graphics card. The overall lowest time to solution was achieved
with a partitioned block diagonal preconditioner, even though more sophisticated
preconditioners converged in up to half the amount of iterations. The solver that uses the
former preconditioner takes about 60 seconds for 2000 iterations. The execution time per
iteration is therefore 0.03 seconds (60 seconds /2000). The floating point number precision is
indicated as double precision (8 bytes). The approximate effective memory throughput that

Chen et al. [26] achieve in this simulation is therefore
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S (2*12+1)Np*107° (2x12+1)24° 8 bytes x 10~°
off = t; B 0.03s

= 0.09 GB/s. (42)

The peak memory throughput of the GeForce GTX 580 graphics card being roughly 140 GB/s,

the effective memory throughput is three orders of magnitude below it (see Figure 6).

Ta et al. [29] present an implementation that may be run on tightly coupled heterogeneous
processors. They performed several performance tests varying the number of mesh elements
from 7000 to 1.5 million. The most performant test system contained a tightly coupled AMD
APU A10-7850 K heterogeneous processor, consisting of a quad-core CPU and a Radeon R7
GPU. The best performance was achieved with 1.5 million mesh elements: 1000 explicit time
steps (without nested numerical iterations) took about 670 seconds. The execution time per
iteration is therefore 0.67 seconds (670 seconds /1000). The floating point number precision
is not indicated, so we assume it to be double precision (8 bytes) as before. The approximate

effective memory throughput that Ta et al. (2015) achieve in this performance test is therefore

(2*12+1)Np+107° (2%12+1) 1.5 10°8 bytes * 107°

~ = 0.4 GB/s.
eff t 0.67 s /s (43)

The peak memory throughput of the processor being roughly 20 GB/s, the effective memory

throughput is two orders of magnitude below it (see Figure 6).

3.3 Parallel scalability

Haga et al. [25] present a CPU weak scaling test with a 3D simulation where each processor is
responsible for a mesh of 163 elements and a fixed amount of iterations is performed. The
results are given in Figure 7. For comparison we show in the same figure weak scaling results
of our 3D multi-GPU solver on Octopus (resolution per GPU: 382 x 382 x 382) and on Piz Daint
(resolution per GPU: 291 x 293 x 293).

The effective throughput in function of the number of processors P can be computed from its

trivial relation to the parallel efficiency and the effective throughput of a single processor run:
Terrpy = Tepray * E(N,P). (44)
Figure 8 shows T,rr(p) corresponding to the parallel efficiencies given in Figure 7. For Haga et

al. [25] we have computed T, f(py based on Eqn. (44). We approximate to this purpose Terrcn
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with the effective throughput computed in Egn. (41), section 3.2.3 (page 38), i.e. Tefr1) =
0.07 GBytes/s.

Haga et al. [25] performed CPU strong scaling tests with a 3D simulation using a mesh with 8.4
x 10° elements. The results are given in Figure 9 (we computed the effective throughput with
the same method as in Figure 8). For comparison we show in the same figure strong scaling
results of our 3D multi-GPU solver on Octopus. We chose as in Haga et al. [25] the mesh size

after memory considerations: the mesh is of the maximum size that can fit on one GPU.

Chen et al. [26] and Ta et al. [29] do not present any parallel scaling results. Ta et al. [29] give
nonetheless implicitly the scaling of their OpenMP implementation on the quad-core CPU of
the AMD APU A10-7850K: while the serial code took 1700 seconds for 1000 explicit time steps
with a 1.5 million elements mesh, the OpenMP implementation took 1000 seconds. The

achieved parallel efficiency is therefore

1Tyeq(N)  11700s

E(N,P) == =—
(N, P) PT(N,P) 41000s

= 0.425. (45)

Ta et al. [29] performed the same test also with smaller meshes. The parallel efficiency is
though worse the smaller the mesh, as one can expect it. The above computed parallel
efficiency of 42.5% is therefore the best that Ta et al. [29] have achieved with their OpenMP

implementation for four CPU cores.
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Figure 7. Weak scaling of our 3D two-phase GPU solver and Haga et al's CPU solver (parallel efficiency).
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Figure 8. Weak scaling of our 3D two-phase GPU solver and Haga et al's CPU solver (effective memory throuhput). The dashed

lines shows the ideal scaling for the two solvers.
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Figure 9. Strong scaling of our 3D two-phase GPU solver and Haga et al's CPU solver (effective memory throuhput). The dashed
lines shows the ideal scaling for the two solvers.
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4 Conclusions

We have conducted a high-resolution simulation of 3D deformation of fluid-filled viscoelastic
porous media. The results show how multiple high porosity channels can form from a single
high porosity ellipsoid. These channels propagate upwards as solitary waves; decompaction
weakening [35] hinders the porosity restoration to its background value at the tail of the

waves.

The obtained modelling results give new insights into the dynamics of channel formation in
fluid-filled viscoelastic porous media, making an important next step after the computation of
3D spherically shaped porosity waves by Wiggins and Spiegelman [58]. The two key
ingredients for high porosity channel generation are (1) an asymmetry in decompaction versus
compaction bulk rheology [35] and (2) an appropriate observation length scale in order to
capture the compaction length of the model. The modelled physical processes might be an
answer to nonlinear behaviours observed in many sedimentary basins all over the world, and
explain the formation of seismic chimneys in loosely consolidated reservoirs. The model could

therefore find many applications in the domains of energy and risk assessment [59].

High-resolution in both space and time is needed to accurately resolve the porosity channel
formation, because it is a priori unknown where and when the underlying physical processes
occur and they are very localised in space and time. This demands scalable high performance

solvers as the multi-GPU solver that we presented in this paper.

The effective memory throughput of our multi-GPU solver is close to the corresponding peak
memory throughput, i.e. our solver runs close to hardware limit. The solver achieves a linear
weak scaling on up to 5000 GPUs on Piz Daint at the Swiss National Supercomputing Center
(CSCS, Lugano, Switzerland) and on the Octopus cluster, hosted by the Institute of Earth
Science at the University of Lausanne (Lausanne, Switzerland), having 80 GPUs. Our algorithm
is thus well suited as a basis for the building of high performance massively parallel 3D solvers

for deformation of fluid-filled (visco-)elastic porous media.

Our solver solvers achieves a greatly superior ratio between effective and peak memory
throughput than the other solvers that were considered in this paper: we achieve a more than
two orders of magnitude better ratio than Haga et al. [25] and Chen et al. [26] and a one order

of magnitude better ratio than Ta et al. [29].
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Our solver is linearly scalable on thousands of nodes whereas of the other solvers only Haga
et al.’s [25] has a scalable implementation. Haga et al.’s [25] solver scales linearly on up to 512
CPUs; the cumulated effective throughput of the 512 CPUs is though lower than the one of
our solver on a single GPU. Moreover, Haga et al. [25] parallelization overhead makes up 18%
on 512 CPUs, while the effective memory throughput is three orders of magnitude below peak
memory throughput. If they improved the per CPU performance by two orders of magnitude
to reach a performance that is comparable to ours, i.e. if they reduced the computation time
by a factor 100, then the parallelization overhead would make up about 95 % on 512 CPUs3.

This shows that our algorithm is better suited for massive parallelization.

We estimate that the data access pattern of our algorithm is much simpler and more regular
and local than those of the other algorithms considered in this paper. We attribute the

superior performance and parallelizability of our algorithm to this difference.

Following the reported results, we propose our algorithm as a performance benchmark to
measure present and future algorithms against. It may help to better quantify the

performance trade-offs that sophisticated algorithms normally have to face.

5 Glossary
e degree of freedom (DOF). parameter that qualifies either as unknown or known DOF
following the below definitions
e unknown DOF: independent spatially heterogeneous parameter for which a time
derivative exists in the system of equations that the solver implements
e known DOF: independent spatially heterogeneous parameter from the system of
equations that the solver implements, that is known previous to a simulation and thus

for the entire simulation

3 Calculation assuming that the computation time is reduced by a factor 100: 0.18/(0.18 + 0.82/100) = 0.956.
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Abstract

Source-to-source translation has become a popular approach for the generation of high
performance applications because it allows for automatic optimisations and parallelization.
We present here the source-to-source translation based MATLAB HPC compiler HPC™. It
transforms simple MATLAB scripts into massively parallel near peak performance applications
for GPU-, CPU- and MIC-supercomputers, clusters or workstations. The MATLAB scripts must
employ basic syntax and follow a few simple rules. We have designed HPC-™ in particular to
iteratively solve systems of partial differential equations, computing spatial derivatives with
finite differences. We illustrate the versatile use and great performance of HPC™ by deploying
it to generate ten 2D and 3D multi-GPU solvers for a variety of physics across multiple
disciplines. The specific mathematical models relevant to the ten solvers are simplifications of
a beforehand described Thermo-Hydro-Mechanico-Chemical (THMC) master model. We
outline modelling results and evaluate the performance and parallel scaling of the generated
solvers. All profiled solvers run close to hardware’s peak performance and scale linearly on
the 80 GPUs of the Octopus cluster, hosted by the Institute of Earth Science at the University
of Lausanne (Lausanne, Switzerland). They achieve moreover a speedup over the fully
vectorised MATLAB input script of about 250x to 500x on one GPU, of 1000x to 2000x on one
workstation with 4 GPUs and of 17 000x to 35 000x on 80 GPUs. Additionally, we show that
our nonlinear poroviscoelastic two-phase flow solver scales also linearly on the 5000 GPUs of
Piz Daint, a Cray XC 30 supercomputer at the Swiss National Supercomputing Centre (CSCS,
Lugano, Switzerland), achieving a speedup over the fully vectorised MATLAB input script of
over 500 000x. We expect a similar scaling for all the ten solvers. The source-to-source
translator contained in HPC™ is, to the authors’ knowledge, the first that can automatically
perform all tasks required for the generation of a near peak performance supercomputing

application from a code developed in classical prototyping environment as MATLAB.

Keywords
Source-to-source translation; HPC; Supercomputing; Massive parallelization; Multi-GPU;

MATLAB; Thermo-Hydro-Mechanico-Chemical modelling
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1 Introduction

It takes many steps to build a near peak performance supercomputing application from a code
developed in a classical prototyping environment as MATLAB. The three major tasks to
accomplish are (1) the translation of the prototype to a compilable hardware-close language
as C, (2) performance optimisation and (3) parallelization. Each of this tasks can take months
or even years if they are performed manually and errors happen easily. Besides, code

verification is difficult and time intensive.

The increasing availability of clusters and supercomputers in academia and industry over the
last decades alongside with their increasing performance have risen a strong demand for tools
that increase the programmers’ productivity [1]. “Software scalability is the most significant
limiting factor in achieving the next 10x improvements in performance, and it remains one of
the most significant factors in reaching 1000x” is one of the key findings of the recent HPC
market study by the U.S. Council on Competitiveness [1]. This situation gave rise to many
projects that aim to automatize some of the steps in the building of a near peak performance

supercomputing application from a high-level language prototype.

Source-to-source translation has become a popular approach for the generation of high
performance applications as it allows for automatic optimisations and parallelization. It is
common in this approach to support a limited set of applications or methods in order to allow
for aggressive domain specific performance optimizations. Many of these source-to-source
translators are designed for stencil-computations [2-5], which are for example required for
finite difference computations in the solution of partial differential equations. The input
source language for these source-to-source translators is typically a domain specific language
(DSL), which has been developed on top of a compilable general purpose language like C or

C++ [3,4].

We present in this article HPC™ — the MATLAB HPC compiler. HPC™ transforms simple
MATLAB scripts within a few seconds into massively parallel near peak performance
applications for GPU-, CPU- and MIC-supercomputers, clusters or workstations. The MATLAB
scripts must employ basic syntax and follow a few simple rules. The essential part of HPC™ is
a source-to-source translator. It is the first source-to-source translator known to the authors

that can perform automatically all tasks that are required for the generation of a near peak
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performance supercomputing application from a code developed in classical prototyping

environment as MATLAB.

We have designed HPC™ in particular to solve systems of partial differential equations (PDEs)
in very high spatial and temporal resolution and thus to resolve many scales in space and time.
This is especially relevant for real-world applications for which the time- and length-scale is
unknown in advance, where events happen suddenly and very localized (typically the case for

problems with important nonlinearities).

We have designed HPC™ to translate applications that compute spatial derivatives with finite
differences and that use a regular Cartesian one, two or three dimensional grid which may be
staggered. Possible applications reach from plain explicit solvers to more sophisticated
iterative solvers with preconditioners, dynamic time step computation and potentially
multigrid. Traditional solvers that require to generate the full coefficient matrix are not within
the target applications of HPC'™. We have intentionally given priority to these rather simple
solving methods (i.e. the usage of a regular Cartesian grid and explicit or iterative solvers)
because they are massively parallelizable by construction: only local memory operations and
local point to point communication are required for these methods; global communication is
only occasionally required for optional features like dynamic time step computation. In
consequence, HPC'™ allows us to generate near peak performance real-world applications that
scale linearly on the fastest supercomputers in the world. This holds a priori also on

tomorrow’s supercomputers (exascale machines).

HPC™ uses MABLAB scripts as input, because MATLAB provides an exceptional environment
to prototype scientific applications that has made it the tool of first choice in many scientific
communities [6,7]. MATLAB has an exceptionally user-friendly and intuitive syntax and very

powerful graphics and debugger.

The objective of this article is to present (1) how HPC™ works and (2) what performance and
parallel scaling we may achieve with it. To illustrate the versatile use and great performance
of HPC'™ we deploy it to generate 2D and 3D solvers for a variety of physics across multiple
disciplines: shallow water, glaciar flow, convection, scalar and reactive porosity waves,
poroviscoelastic two-phase flow, shear heating, seismics, acoustic wave propagation and heat

diffusion.
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The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present (1) the mathematical models for
which we generate solvers, (2) the working of HPC™ and (3) our methodology to assess
performance. In section 3, we report on modelling, performance and parallel scaling results

of the generated solvers. In section 4, we give concluding remarks. Section 5 is a glossary.

2 Materials and Methods

2.1 Mathematical models

We deploy HPC™ in this paper to generate a multitude of solvers. We present here the specific
mathematical models relevant to those solvers in comparative tables. These tables permit to
find differences and similarities between the mathematical models. All those mathematical
models are application-specific simplifications of a Thermo-Hydro-Mechanico-Chemical
(THMC) master model that we introduce first. We colour temperature-related terms in red,
hydrology-related terms in blue, chemistry-related terms in green and all remaining terms in
black. All the symbols that are used in this article are listed in Table 1 (in the application-

specific models, subscripts and bars are omitted where the context makes them redundant).
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The following equations form the THMC master model:

r a’v’ d°v? _ 5 .
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(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)
(7)

(8)

(9)
(10)

(11)
(12)

(13)

(14)
(15)

Equations (1) and (2) conserve the total momentum (fluid and solid) and the fluid momentum,

respectively; the latter includes a viscous rheology (Darcy flux). Equations (3) to (5) conserve

energy, solid mass and fluid mass and include a visco-elastic volumetric bulk rheology and

changing temperature and reaction induced expansion; they are fully coupled and have

symmetric coefficients; the temperature of the solid is assumed to be equal to the

temperature of the fluid. Equation (6) to (8) are the heat flux, a visco-elastic deviatoric

rheology (following the Maxwell model) and a closure relation that describes the evolution of

porosity. Equation (9) to (15) are for the evolution of the mass fraction of volatile species in

solid; the total, solid and fluid density; the shear and bulk viscosity; and the nonlinear

Carnman-Kozeny permeability.
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Symbol Meaning

Vi or V¢  Solid velocity

v/ orv/  Fluid velocity
P Total pressure
Pr Fluid pressure
Q Porosity
K, Drained bulk modulus

Biot-Willis coefficient
B Skempton’s coefficient
Ny Effective bulk viscosity
Tij Total stress deviator
9i Gravitational acceleration
p Total density
Pr Fluid density
k Permeability
Ur Fluid shear viscosity
Us Solid shear viscosity
G Elastic shear modulus of the solid
8ij Kronecker-delta
K, Effective bulk modulus
ko Reference permeability
o Reference solid shear viscosity
Mo Reference bulk viscosity
To Characteristic stress at the transition between linear and power law viscous
behaviour [8]

Ty Second invariant of the deviatoric stress
n Power law viscosity exponent
Ps Solid density
d_s Time derivative with respect to the solid
dt
ar Time derivative with respect to the fluid
dt
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dv Objective time derivative (e.g. Jaumann)
dt
T Temperature

qx o7 q; Heat flux

Cp Specific heat capacity

ar Thermal expansion coefficient

ars Thermal expansion coefficient specific for fluid

A Thermal conductivity coefficient

Ps, Reference solid density

P, Reference fluid density

X Mass fraction of volatile species in solid
KXseq Mass fraction of volatile species in solid at equilibrium
Ry Effect of reaction on density

R, Effect of reaction on porosity

Reaction rate

B Compressibility coefficient
H Height of Water / Glacier
Qsy Heat source due to shear heating

Table 1 List of symbols used in this article.

Table 2 gives the systems of equation for heat diffusion, acoustic wave propagation, glacier
flow and shallow water. It compares linear and nonlinear diffusion and wave propagation.
Table 3 compares the linearized compressible Navier-Stokes to the Cauchy-Navier elasticity.
Table 4 compares TM coupling (e.g. convection) and HT coupling (e.g. porous convection).
Table 5 compares convection and shear heating [9], which are two applications of TM
coupling. Table 6 compares Hm coupling (e.g. scalar porosity waves [10]) and HM coupling
(poroviscoelastic two-phase flow; e.g. mechanical porosity waves [11]), the lower case m
standing for scalar mechanics. Table 7 compares Hm coupling (e.g. scalar porosity waves [10])
and HmC coupling (e.g. reactive porosity waves [12]), the lower case letter ‘m’ standing again

for scalar mechanics.
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Diffusion Wave propagation
or 6_P = =V Vi
Linear P = Vil g]t/
q; =-AV,T pa—tl =-V,P
Nonli ??_IZ = —Vi(HV) ?3_1;1 = =V, (HV})
onlinear
kVi = —I;—;f V:(H + B) % = —V;(HV;V;) — Hg V;(H + B)

Table 2. Comparison of linear and nonlinear diffusion and wave propagation: Heat diffusion (top left), acoustic wave
propagation (top right), glacier flow (bottom left) and shallow water (bottom right).

Linearized compressible Navier-Stokes

Cauchy-Navier elasticity

Momentum v,
conservation P5¢ J( i l]) PYi
Mass ap
— ==V, V
conservation ot kFk
Tij — 2 1 aTi]' 2
RhEOIOgy [l_s = VLV] + V]Vl - §(Vka) 511 EW = VLV] + V]Vl — §(Vka) 511

Table 3. Comparison of linearized compressible Navier-Stokes and Cauchy-Navier elasticity.
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TM coupling

HT coupling

Momentum

conservation

0 = Vj(ty; — P&;j) —

k
PY; oV, -V = _E(Vipf + prgi)

Mass

0=-V.V, Ve [V =v$)) = -
conservation K § ((p( k k)) BK, dt
Tij 2
RhGOIOgy I,l,_ = VLV] + V]Vl - § (Vka) 511
S
oT
Heat pCp <E + VkaT> = —Viqxk
diffusion g = -AV,T
Temperature
dependent p = po(1—arT)
density

Table 4. Comparison of TM coupling (e.g. convection) and HT coupling (e.g. porous convection).

Convection

Shear Heating

Momentum

conservation

0 = Vj(zi; — P6;;) — pgi

Mass

conservation

0 = —Vka

Tij 2
Rheology —L = YV +V;V; — = (Vi V) 6

s 3

oT
Heat pCp (E + VkaT) = —Viqx + Qsu
diffusion g = VT
Temperature
dependent p = po(1—a;T) P = Po
density
Tii Tis
Heat source Qsy =0 Qsy = —2
Ms

Gravity 9i = Jo 9i =

Table 5. TM coupling: comparison of convection and shear heating.
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Hm coupling (assuming VS = 0) HM coupling

Fluid
momentum

conservation

k
<P(Vif Vi) = _E(Vipf +pr9i)

permeability

Fluid mass v ( (Vf VS)) a 0P a apf+ P_pf
@ - = ar
conservation k k f Ks0t BKg; ot  (1—¢)n,
Porosity B B
closure _— = ——|— — —
1—¢ dt K, ot ot Ny
relation
Nonlinear
Carnman-
k = kogog
Kozeny

Total density

p=9¢prt(1—¢)ps

Total pressure _
P = jﬁgdz
approximation
Solid
momentum 0 = V;(7;; — Pb;;) — py:
conservation
. 1dP ad'P
. ViV =—— _
Solid mass K; dt K, dt
conservation P — P
(1 - <P)Tl<p
Visco-elastic _ V=
ey Tjy 180 gys yys
deviatoric u G dt = Vil jVi
rheology 2
— = (VVi) 6y
(Maxwell) 3
u, = Ho
Shear viscosity s T\ D
1+ (ﬁ)
7]
Bulk viscosity Ny = Uoﬁ

Table 6. Comparison of Hm coupling (e.g. scalar porosity waves) and HM coupling (poroviscoelastic two-phase flow; e.g.
mechanical porosity waves), the lower case letter ‘m’ standing for scalar mechanics.
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Hm coupling HmC coupling

Fluid
momentum

conservation

k
<P(Vif -V¥) = _E(Vipf +0r9:)

Fluid mass

conservation

0X

PP
f RXE

+ +
(1 - <P)77<p

f _ys _ia_p_ a an
Vilo (% Vk))_Kdat BK, ot

Porosity closure 1 d¢ 1 /9P 9P p—p ox

- Y __ ([ _ZF)\ f —R s
relation 1-¢ot K,\ot ot Ne P ot
Nonlinear
Carnman-

k = ko(pB
Kozeny
permeability
Total pressure _
P= fp‘gdz

approximation

Total density

p=¢pr+(1—9)ps

Solid density

Ps = pso(l - ﬁsﬁ + ﬁXXs)

Fluid density

pr = ps, (1= BrPr)

Mass fraction of

. . X,
volatile species = = r9?/3(Xseq — Xs)
in solid
Effect of ps —p

f
Ry = —(1—¢)<S—+ﬁ )
reaction on Ry =0 ¥ pr1—X9) F
density
Effect of
1
reaction on R,=0 R,=(1-9¢) (ﬁx - )
1—X,

porosity

Mass fraction of
volatile species
in solid at

equilibrium

X
Pr

Xseq = Xseqo + a_P;

Table 7. Comparison of Hm coupling (e.g. scalar porosity waves) and HmC coupling (e.g. reactive porosity waves), the lower
case letter ‘m’ standing for scalar mechanics.
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2.2 HPCm

2.2.1 Overview

HPC™ enables the following fully automatic steps: (1) translation to a compilable language (to
Fortran 90 or C for CPU and MIC, to Cuda C for GPU), (2) shared memory parallelization
(depending on stepl: with OpenMP for Fortran 90 or C, with Cuda for Cuda C), (3) distributed
memory parallelization (with MPI for any of the given options in step 1) and (4) deployment
of a suitable compiler (depending on the language chosen in step 1). Figure 1 shows an

overview of the workflow of HPC™.

HPC™ is called from within MATLAB. It is called like any normal MATLAB function. One must
specify the name of the input script and the target language of the translation via the function
arguments. HPC™ supports some compiler flags which are passed in form of optional
arguments (explained in section 2.2.8). Most of the code generation of HPC™ is however
steered directly from within the script. Within the script we define for example whether and

how to use MPI and OpenMP or define parameters for the usage of a GPU.

HPC™ has been in particular designed to translate MATLAB prototypes for today’s and
tomorrow’s supercomputing machines, which most, if not all, possess distributed memory. To
allow for an automatic parallelization that is suitable for distributed memory, HPC™ requires
that the problem to be parallelized can be spatially decomposed into a Cartesian grid of local
problems, where each local problem defines for each adjacent local problem the boundary
conditions of the common boundary (see 2D example in Figure 2). The size of a local problem
is specified in the HPC™ input script. The size of the global problem is defined implicitly by the

dimensions of the grid of local problems and the size of a local problem.

MATLAB script

Translation
+ Optimisation
+ Parallelization (Cuda, openMP, MPI)

C / Cuda C / Fortran

Invocation of standard compiler
(GNU / Intel / CRAY /IBM / ...)
v

Executable

Figure 1. Overview of the workflow of HPC™.
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Global problem Cartesian grid of local problems (P1-P4)

P1 defines
upper local
BC of P3

P3 defines
lower local
BC of P1

P4

Global BC ~
P3 defines P4 defines
left local right local
BC of P4 BC of P3

Figure 2. Distributed memory parallelization: the global problem (2D) is spatially decomposed into a Cartesian grid of local
problems, where each local problem defines for each adjacent local problem the boundary conditions (BC) of the common
boundary.

2.2.2 The input scripts for HPC™

HPC™ translates scripts that are employing a small subset of the MATLAB language and some

special MATLAB functions provided with the distribution of HPC™. The scripts must in addition

follow a few simple rules. The input scripts for HPC™ can be executed and debugged normally

in MATLAB. The supported MATLAB language subset includes the following syntax, functions

and language constructs:

scalar and array assignments

array ranges which may include the keyword end (e.g. (:,2:end-1,:) )

scalar operators (e.g. +, -, *, /) with exception of the # operator (to be replaced with
the function power).

element-wise vector operators (e.g. +, -, . *, ./) with exception of the .” operator (to be
replaced with the function power).

basic inbuilt compute functions (e.g. max, min, mean, power, sqrt, exp, log, etc.)
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e theinbuilt functions size, tic, toc and fprintf

e control flow constructs (e.g. for, while and if constructs)

The special functions provided with the distribution of HPC-™ include:

e functions for finite differences on a staggered, regular Cartesian 1D, 2D or 3D grid

e functions for file 10 and for saving meta data of the application (its use for code
verification is explained in section 2.2.10)

e functions for shared and distributed memory parallelization (explained in section 2.2.4
and 2.2.5)

e functions for global positioning (explained in section 2.2.5)

e functions for global reduction (e.g. to find the maximum of a field of the global

problem; explained in section 2.2.5)

The rules that the scripts must respect are the following (compare with Figure 4):

1. Each script must define on the top a struct named mandatory _params that contains a
few mandatory parameters. It must contain the fields (1) PRECIS (precision of the
floating point numbers in bytes: 4 or 8), (2) NDIMS (number of Cartesian dimensions:
1, 2 or 3), (3-5) nx, ny and nz (number of grid cells of the local problem in the x, y and
z dimension) and (6) OVERLAP (the amount of cells the local problems of size nx-ny-nz
overlap; we are explaining in section 2.2.5, why and how the local problem must
overlap). These parameters must then be defined via the function call
“define_params(mandatory_params);”.

2. If the code shall be translated for GPU (i.e. to Cuda C) then must next follow a struct
named gpu_params that contains a few GPU-relevant parameters (details are given in
section 2.2.4). These parameters must then be defined via the function call
“define_params(gpu_params),”.

3. Next must follow a struct named sizes that contains all array names and their
corresponding sizes in form of tuples. The arrays must then be allocated via the
function call “allocate_sizes(sizes);”

4. Optionally can be put calls to the functions include_macros and include_functions
which are provided with HPC'™ at the very beginning of the script (advanced feature).

These functions take as argument the names of files containing user defined macros
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and functions which are written in the target language of the translation, respectively.
HPC™ will copy them into the output code. This is an experimental feature of HPC™
that allows advanced users to make innovative use the software.

5. nx, ny and nz must never be used outside of the structs mandatory_params and sizes.
To refer to the size of an array of the local problem one must use the MATLAB inbuilt
function size. To refer to the size of an array of the global problem one can use the
provided functions nx_global, ny_global and nz_global.

6. ix, iy and iz are special reserved words to which we are going to refer as parallel indices
in the rest of the article. Parallel indices are to be used as indices for loops which can
be fully parallelized, i.e. where each loop iteration is independent of the previous ones
and the iterations can be executed in any order. The parallel indices must always
appear in nested loops with no statement in between the beginning of each loop. More
precisely, the beginning of a loop over iz must always stand immediately before the
beginning of a loop over iy and a loop over iy must always stand immediately before

the beginning of a loop over.

Figure 4 shows a 3D simulation of heat diffusion on a staggered grid in MATLAB that is a valid
input script for HPC™ for the generation of a single process CPU application. Figure 3 shows

the initial setup and an advanced state of the simulation on a 64 x 64 x 64 grid.

Figure 3. Initial Setup (left) and advanced state of the 3D heat diffusion simulation (right).
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clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4' 3.
,'NDIMS' L {'3"  }...
, 'nx' ,{'384" }...
,'ny’ ,{'384" }...
,'nz' ,{'384" }...
, "OVERLAP',{'2' }..
s
define_params (mandatory_params) ;
sizes = struct('Te' ,{'nx ",'ny ','nz '}...
,'cit {'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'dTedt',{'nx-2", 'ny-2"',"'nz-2"}...
,gx! ,{'nx-1","'ny-2","'nz-2"}...
stay' L {'nx=2",'ny-1',"'nz-2"}...
,'qz' ,1'nx=2","'ny-2"',"'nz-1"}...
)3
allocate_sizes(sizes);
% Physics
Tlam = dlg
c0 = 2;
rho = dlg
Tx = g
ly = g
1z = g
te0 =1;
zcl = 0.5;
zc2 = 0.3;
teAl = 100;
teA2 = teAl/3;
rv = 0.05%1z;
rh = 0.05%1x;
% Numerics
dx = 1x/(nx_global()-1);
dy = Ty/(ny_global(O-1);
dz = 1z/(nz_global()-1);
nt = 1000;

% Initial conditions
Ci(:) = 1/c0/rho;
for iz=1:size(Te,3)
for iy=1:size(Te,2)
for ix=1l:size(Te,1)
x_anom = (ix-1)*dx - 0.5%1x;
y_anom = (iy-1)*dy - 0.5*%1y;
z_anoml = (iz-1)*dz - zcl*lz;
z_anom2 = (iz-1)*dz - zc2*1z;
Te(ix,iy,i1z) = te0

end

end
end
time_phys=0;
% Action
for it = 1l:nt

start_of_parallel_iteration();

dt = min(min(dx*dx,dy*dy),dz*dz) /1am/max_global(cCi)/8.1;

gqx = -Tam*d_xi (Te)/dx;
qy = -lam*d_yi (Te)/dy;
qz = -lam*d_zi (Te)/dz;

dTedt = inn(Ci).*(-d_xa(gx)/dx - d_ya(qy)/dy - d_za(qz)/dz);
Te(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Te) + dt*dTedt;
time_phys = time_phys + dt;
end_of_parallel_iteration();
end

+ teAl*exp(-power(x_anom/rh,2)-power(y_anom/rh,2)-power(z_anoml/rv,2));
Te(ix,iy,1z) = Te(ix,iy,iz) + teA2*exp(-power(x_anom/rh,2)-power(y_anom/rh,2)-power(z_anom2/rv,2));

% Mandatory parameters

% Definition of the mandatory parameters
% Declaration of array sizes

% Allocation of the arrays with the given sizes

% Thermal conductivity

% Heat capacity

% Density

% Length of computational domain in x-dimension
% Length of computational domain in y-dimension
% Length of computational domain in z-dimension
% Background temperature

% z-location of 1st temperature anomaly

% z-location of 2nd temperature anomaly

% Amplitude of 1st temperature anomaly

% Amplitude of 2nd temperature anomaly

% Vertical size of the temperature anomaly

% Horizontal size of the temperature anomaly

% Space step in x-dimension
% Space step in y-dimension
% Space step in z-dimension
% Number of iterations

% 1/heat capacity/density

% X-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomalies
% Y-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomalies
% Z-distance from the 1st Gaussian temperature anomaly
% z-distance from the 2nd Gaussian temperature anomaly
% 1st anomaly
% 2nd anomaly

% Initialization of physical time

% Time Toop

% Declare start of parallel iteration
% Time step for 3D Heat diffusion

% Fourier's Taw of heat conduction

% Conservation of energy

% Update of temperature

% Update of physical time

% Declare end of parallel iteration

Figure 4. Example of basic input script for HPC™ (for single process CPU application only): 3D simulation of heat diffusion on
a staggered grid.
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2.2.3 Translation to a compilable language

HPC™ translates the scripts described in the section 2.2.2 to a compilable language, that is to
Fortran 90 or C for CPU and MIC, and to Cuda C for GPU. This step includes syntax translation
and automatic declaration and allocation of variables. The translation of basic inbuilt compute
functions (e.g. max, min, mean, power, sqgrt, exp, log etc.) and of the inbuilt function fprintf
includes automatic type casting where required. The provided functions to compute finite
differences on a staggered, regular Cartesian grid are expanded at the moment of translation
much like the C pre-processor expands macros. The inbuilt function size is also expanded at

the moment of translation.

The translation to Fortran 90 is overall the most straightforward task as this language allows
to write computations with arrays in a vectorised form which is nearly identical as in MATLAB.
The translation of vectorised computations to C is more elaborate as it requires to transform
them into loop expressions. The translator must therefore analyse the ranges of the arrays
which are involved in the vectorised computations. The translation of vectorised
computations to Cuda C is very similar to the translation to C. If we start from a code that is
already translated to C, we essentially have to do the following: the loops indices have to be

replaced with Cuda thread ids and the corresponding loops must be removed.

Data transfer between host and device - a particularity for the translation to Cuda C
The translation to Cuda C shows several additional difficulties compared to the translation to
C and Fortran 90. One difficulty is that it requires to handle the management of data transfer
between host (CPU) and device (GPU). If we translate to Cuda 6.0 or later, this management
can be delegated mostly or entirely to the Cuda runtime environment. The unified memory
feature allows to do this: one simply has to declare all variables that must be accessible on
both host and device as managed. Managed variables are stored on the device and are copied
when required to the host. We measured however performances that are orders of
magnitudes below the expected when we activated this feature (see section 3). To avoid this
drastic loss in performance, the management of data transfer between host and device must
be handled explicitly, i.e. the translator must generate the corresponding code. HPC™ employs
the following strategy to handle this complexity in generic manner (note: it handles data

transfer related to MPI communication differently):
e scalars and arrays are allocated both on the host and device
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e scalars are only modified on the host (i.e. scalar assignments are always executed on
the host)

e arrays are only modified on the device (i.e. array assignments are always executed on
the device)

e whenever a scalar is modified, its new value is copied directly after to the
corresponding variable on the device

e arrays are not copied to the corresponding variable on the host directly after they are

modified, but only right before they are used in a host context

The reason why we chose to execute scalar assignments always on the host is that a scalar
assignment is by nature always a job for one single thread. To execute it on the device being
a totally multithreaded environment would hardly show any benefits, but would raise some
important complexity (e.g. coherence of the data on all SMX processors). To copy a scalar to
the device takes a negligible amount of time for a typical scientific real-world application. The

advantages of the chosen strategy are therefore coherency and simplicity.

The reason why we chose to execute array assignments always on the device is that in the
context of high performance programming an array assignment should always be
parallelizable (at least to some parts) and therefore a job for multiple threads as they are
available on the device. This choice may cause a fully serial access to an array to be executed
slower than it would be on the host, yet it avoids very costly back and forth transfer of entire
arrays between host and device; our strategy minimizes therefore the data transfer between
host and device. Besides, applications with fully serial accesses to arrays are not our target

applications.

The outlined strategy for the placement of assignment execution and the management of data
transfer has in conclusion the great benefit that arrays are primarily stored on the device and
are copied only in a few cases to the host (for example when doing a memory dump to the

hard disk). The amount of data transfer between host and device is therefore minimal.

2.2.4 Automatic shared memory parallelization
HPC™ can automatically do shared memory parallelization when a MATLAB script is translated

to a compilable language. Shared memory parallelization means to launch within a process
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multiple threads which may access the same memory while doing work concurrently. HPC™

does this parallelization with OpenMP [13] for Fortran 90 or C and with Cuda for Cuda C [14].

We assume that the major part of MATLAB input scripts for HPC:™ is written in vectorised form
using element-wise vector operators or with loops using the parallel indices ix, iy and iz
(introduced in section 2.2.2). HPC-™ does in consequence consider only statements written in
one of these two forms for the shared memory parallelization. Statements in both forms
consist exclusively of mutually independent work units that can be executed in any order and
are therefore embarrassingly parallelizable (i.e. no communication is needed between the
threads working on a same statement). HPC:™ parallelizes in consequence these statements
by distributing the contained work units simply in equal portions to the available threads. This

holds for both Cuda and OpenMP.

To activate the parallelization with OpenMP in the generation of a C or Fortran 90 code, the
HPC™ input script must simply call the provided function setup_omp in the beginning (after
the definition of the mandatory parameters and sizes). The number of OpenMP threads to be

launched must be given as argument.

The generation of a Cuda C code always requires that the HPC™ input script calls the provided
function setup_gpu in the beginning and defines a struct named gpu params. We are
explaining the fields that gpu_params must contain and some related basics of Cuda
programming in the following. We are listing after that all the fields that gpu_params must

contain.

Like OpenMP, Cuda permits to launch threads to distribute the work among computational
units of the available hardware. The Cuda threads are organized in a particular way to fit well
to the target hardware i.e. to NVIDIA GPUs. The threads are organized in blocks and the blocks
in turn form a grid. Both thread blocks and the grid can be 1D, 2D or 3D (Figure 5 shows 2D
thread blocks in a 2D grid). Cuda provides automatically Cartesian coordinates for every
thread in order to locate it within the resulting thread topology. These coordinates are then
typically used to attribute to each thread a node in the computational domain. Each thread

does then all the work related to its node.
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One uses typically two triplets block and grid! to define the sizes of the blocks and of the grid.
block.x defines then the number of threads each thread block has in x dimension; block.y and
block.z do the same for the y and the z dimension. grid.x defines then the number of thread
blocks the grid has in x dimension; grid.y and grid.z do the same for the y and the z dimension.
To create the thread hierarchy shown in Figure 5 the triplets would have to take the following
values: block.x=4, block.y=3, block.z=1, grid.x=3, grid.y=2, grid.z=1. The sizes of the block must
not exceed a maximally allowed value which depends on the GPU architecture. The same is
true for the total number of threads in a block (block.x*block.y*block.z). The maximum
number of threads in a block is one of the fields of gpu_params
(MAX_NB_THREADS PER _BLOCK). The number of threads and their hierarchy can be different
for every Cuda kernel call. HPC-™ generates though the same thread hierarchy for the majority
of kernels in an application (note: kernels related to MPI communication are for example
handled differently). The triplets block and grid must therefore be defined only once for each
application. They make up some more fields of gpu_params (BLOCK_X, BLOCK_Y, BLOCK_Z,
GRID_X, GRID_Y and GRID_Z). The reason why HPC'™ generates the same thread hierarchy for
most kernels within an application is the following: HPC™ has been designed to translate
applications that do stencil operations on a regular Cartesian grid and this kind of applications

does normally not require a different thread hierarchy for each kernel.

The Cuda runtime scheduler distributes the threads (with its belonging work) in an automatic
manner to the computational units on the GPU. Important to know in this concern is that a
thread block is an inseparable unit for the scheduler. Only entire thread blocks are launched
on the processors of the GPU (note: current NVIDIA GPU include several processors). The best
load balancing between the processors is achieved if the number blocks is equal to the number
of processors or a multiple of it (given that each block contains the same amount of work as
it is the case in our target applications). It is therefore important to know the number of

processors a GPU contains (this makes another field in gpu_params: NB_PROCESSORS).

! of type dim3
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Block (0 0} || Blodc (1, 0) || Block (2, 0)

Block (0 1} Blodk (1, 1) %k[ﬁbl}

Figure 5. 2D thread blocks in a 2D grid. Source: doc.nvidia.com — programming guide, 2.2. thread hierarchy.

To summarize, the struct gpu_params must contain the following fields (the explanation of

the last 3 fields has been omitted as it is not considered relevant for this article):

NB_PROCESSORS: the number of streaming processors that are available on the GPU
(this is a technical property of each NVIDIA GPU)

MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK: the maximum number of threads that can be
executed as a single thread block (this is also a technical property of each NVIDIA GPU)
BLOCK_X: the number of threads each thread block has in x dimension

BLOCK_Y: the number of threads each thread block has in y dimension

BLOCK_Z: the number of threads each thread block has in z dimension

GRID_X: the number of thread blocks the grid has in x dimension

GRID_Y: the number of thread blocks the grid has in y dimension

GRID_Z: the number of thread blocks the grid has in z dimension
MAX_OVERLENGTH_X: the difference between the largest array in x dimension and nx
MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y: the difference between the largest array in y dimension and ny
MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z: the difference between the largest array in z dimension and nz
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These parameters allow HPC'™ to generate the Cuda code that launches the threads on the
GPU and that defines their hierarchy. To choose the parameters that define the block and the
grid dimensions in an optimal way is a complex task. It is though crucial for performance. HPC:™
helps in a quite interactive manner to choose these parameters: HPC™ analyses the gpu
parameters and the mandatory parameters and, if any of those parameters seem not to be
chosen optimally, it gives some hints how to modify them to improve the hardware

performance.

2.2.5 Automatic distributed memory parallelization

HPC™ can automatically do distributed memory parallelization when a MATLAB script is
translated to a compilable language. Distributed memory parallelization means to launch
multiple processes which have each their private memory while doing work concurrently. The
processes typically communicate via messages as they do not share the memory. HPC-™ does

this parallelization with the Message Passing Interface (MPI) [15].

HPC™ is able to do automatically distributed memory parallelization for problems that can be
spatially decomposed into a Cartesian grid of local problems, where each local problem
defines for each adjacent local problem the boundary conditions of the common boundary.
The size of a local problem rather than the size of the global problem is specified in the HPC™
input script (nx, ny and nz in mandatory_params) in order to make the domain decomposition
of the global problem both the simplest possible and always optimal (see Figure 6). The size
of the global problem is defined implicitly by the dimensions of the grid of local problems, the
size of a local problem and the amount the local problems overlap. The amount local problems
overlap must be specified in the HPC™ input script (OVERLAP in mandatory_params). We are
going to explain this parameter later in is section. The dimensions of the grid of local problems
are specified via the arguments of the function set_up_process_grid (to be called directly after
the definition of the mandatory parameters and sizes). This function sets up MPI and organizes
the available processes in a Cartesian grid topology; a local problem is then attributed to each
process (in function of the Cartesian coordinates) and the grid of local problems is therefore
built. To define a grid of 2 x 2 x 1 processes and therefore a grid of 2 x 2 x 1 local problems,
the function set_up_process_grid must be called with the arguments 2 (x dimension), 2
(y dimension) and 1 (z dimension), i.e. set_up_process_grid(2, 2, 1) (see Figure 6). The

dimensions of the process grid are in general fixed for each executable that HPC™ generates,
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Global problem of size Cartesian 2 x 2 grid of local problems (P1-P4) of size
nx_global x ny_global nx x ny obtained by call to setup_process_grid(2,2,1)
(approximatively : 2 nx x 2 ny)

P1 defines

upper local
BC of P3

overlap <<__

P3 defines
lower local
BC of P1

| P4
Global BC -

P3 defines P4 defines
left local right local
BC of P4 BC of P3

Figure 6. Distributed memory parallelization: the global problem (2D) is spatially decomposed into a Cartesian grid of local
problems, where each local problem defines for each adjacent local problem the boundary conditions (BC) of the common
boundary.

i.e. if the function set_up_process_grid is called with the arguments 2, 2 and 1, then the

executable will always have to be run with 4 MPI processes.

Boundary conditions of problems that are solved on a regular Cartesian grid can be defined by
imposing the boundary values of some fields at each time step (or at each iteration for an
iterative solver). For example for a heat diffusion problem, Dirichlet boundary conditions can
be defined by imposing the boundary values of the temperature field. The boundary
conditions of the global problem must be defined explicitly in the HPC™ MATLAB input script.
HPC™ can generate the boundary conditions for each local problem. The idea is that each local
problem defines for each adjacent local problem the boundary conditions of the common
boundary. The local boundary conditions are imposed on the same physical fields as the global
boundary conditions. It suffices therefore to replace every time step (or iteration) in each local
problem the boundary values of these fields with the boundary values of the corresponding
adjacent local problem. The user must indicate for which fields the local boundaries must be

updated and when. The function update_boundaries serves to this purpose; the fields that
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have to be updated are given as arguments (see Figure 7). The fields for which the local
boundaries have to be updated are the same as the fields on which the global boundaries are
imposed. Whenever a global boundary condition isimposed on a field then its local boundaries
must be updated before the field is again accessed. Else the grid of local problems does not
anymore coherently represent the global problem. The user can though decide at what exact
moment the local boundaries of a field shall be updated. This gives the possibility to the user
to group most of the local boundary updates what typically leads to a more efficient MPI

communication and an also in general more performant code.

HPC™ generates based on the users call(s) to the function update_boundaries the MPI code
that allows to transfer the boundary data between the local problems. MPI permits to do the
inter-process communication that is required as each local problem is solved by a different
process. MPI allows to communicate between a group of processes no matter whether the
processes are located on a same compute node and sharing the system memory or whether
they are located on distinct compute nodes with physically distributed memory. MPI

communicates between distinct nodes via the network that connects them.

The dimensions of the grid of local problems, the size of a local problem and the amount the
local problems overlap define implicitly the size of the global problem. The amount the local
problems need to overlap depends on the numerical methods that are employed. The

required overlap is always 2 for finite differences using the smallest possible stencil.

HPC™ provides some functions to interrogate the size of the global problem. These functions
are nx_global, ny_global and nz_global, which return the x, y and z dimensions of the global
problem, respectively (see Figure 6). In the case of distributed memory parallelization the x
dimension of the global problem is computed as nx_global = dims(1)*(nx-OVERLAP) +
OVERLAP, where dims(1) is the x dimension of the grid of local problems. For the case that
dims(1) is equal 1, the result is naturally nx_global = nx. The y and z dimension of the global

problem are computed analogue to the x dimension.

HPC™ provides also some functions that return for an array cell in a local problem which is
indexed as (ix, iy, iz) its Cartesian x, y or z coordinates in the global problem. These functions
are x_global, y_global and z_global. In the case of distributed memory parallelization the x
coordinate is computed as x_global = (coords(1)*(nx-OVERLAP) + ix-1)*dx + x0, where x0 = (nx-
nx_A)/2*dx, coords(1) is the x coordinate of the MPI process which is solving the concerned
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local problem, dx is the distance between the grid points in x direction, nx_A is the x dimension
of concerned array. The last term x0 stands for the offset of the concerned array with respect
to the grid nodes of the local problem. If nx_A is smaller than nx, then the offset is positive; if
nx_A is greater than nx, then the offset is negative; and if nx_A is equal to nx, then the offset
is zero. For the case that coords(1) is equal to 0, the formula for x_global simplifies to x_global
= (ix-1)*dx + x0, which is same as for a problem that has not been decomposed into a grid of

local problems. The y and z coordinates are computed analogue to the x coordinate.

Figure 7 shows a HPC™ input script to solve heat diffusion in 3D on multiple GPUs. It solves
the same physics as the single process CPU application given in Figure 4 (page 71). The code
parts that are different compared to single process CPU application are highlighted with a bold

font.

2.2.6 Automatic optimizations
HPC™ can automatically do several kinds of optimizations when a MATLAB script is translated

to a compilable language and parallelized. The automatic optimizations include:

e Conversion of divisions into multiplication of the nominator by the inverse of the
denominator to avoid costly division operations;

e Padding of all arrays to make them equally sized and permit therefore an optimal data
alignment and access;

e On the fly computation of derived variables where indicated by the user in order to
avoid unnecessary access to the off-chip memory;

e Fusion of loops and of vectorised computation statements to improve the employment
of the hardware’s on-chip memory and reduce therefore redundant accesses to the
off-chip memory;

e Register queue to further improve the improve the employment of the hardware’s on-
chip memory;

e Minimization of required synchronization points in shared memory parallelization to
achieve more concurrency;

e Pointer swaps where indicated by the user in order to further permit reduction of
required synchronization;

e Loop tiling with ghost zones to further reduce required synchronization and better fit

into on-chip memory to again reduce redundant accesses to the off-chip memory.
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clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4' .
,'NDIMS' L {'3'  }...
, 'nx' ,{'384" }...
,'ny’ ,{'384" }...
,'nz' ,{'384" }...
,'OVERLAP',{'2' }...
);
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS" ,{'24" }... % GPU parameters
s "MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK',{'1024'}...
, "BLOCK_X" ,{'32" }...
, "BLOCK_Y"' {'8" ).
, "BLOCK_Z" ' ...
, "GRID_X' Jq{'12" ...
, "GRID_Y' ,{'48" }...
, "GRID_Z' ,{'384" }...
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X" {'0" ).,
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y" Jq{'0" ...
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z" ,{'0" ...
s
define_params(mandatory_params) ;
define_params(gpu_params) ; % Definition of the GPU parameters
sizes = struct('Te' ,q{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'cit ,{'nx ",'ny ','nz '}..
,'dTedt',{'nx-2"',"'ny-2","'nz-2"}...
,'gx! ,{'nx-1","'ny-2","'nz-2"}...
Jtay' L {'nx=2",'ny-1','nz-2"}...
,'qz’ ,{'nx-2","ny-2","nz-1"}...
);
allocate_sizes(sizes);
set_up_gpuQ); % Activate the use of GPU
set_up_process_grid(4,4,4); % Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...
% Physics % ...the dimensions of the grid of local problems
% (C...)
% Numerics
% (C...)
% Initial conditions
Cci(:) = 1/c0;
for iz=1:size(Te,3)
for iy=1:size(Te,2)
for ix=1:size(Te,1)
x_anom = x_global(ix,dx,size(Te,1)) - 0.5%1x; % X-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomalies
y_anom = y_global(iy,dy,size(Te,2)) - 0.5*1y; % Y-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomalies
z_anoml = z_global(iz,dz,size(Te,3)) - zcl*lz; % z-distance from the 1lst Gaussian temperature anomaly
z_anom2 = z_global(iz,dz,size(Te,3)) - zc2*1z; % z-distance from the 2nd Gaussian temperature anomaly
Te(ix,iy,iz) = te0 + teAl*exp(-power(x_anom/rh,2)-power(y_anom/rh,2)-power(z_anoml/rv,2)); % 1lst anomaly
Te(ix,iy,iz) = Te(ix,iy,iz) + teA2*exp(-power(x_anom/rh,2)-power(y_anom/rh,2)-power(z_anom2/rv,2)); % 2nd anomaly
end
end
end
time_phys=0;
% Action

for it = 1:nt
start_of_parallel_iteration(Q);
dt = min(min(dx*dx,dy*dy),dz*dz)/1am/max_global(Ci)/8.1;

gqx = -lam*d_xi (Te) /dx;
qy = -Tam*d_yi (Te)/dy;
qz = -lam*d_zi (Te) /dz;

dTedt = inn(Ci).*(-d_xa(gx)/dx - d_ya(qy)/dy - d_za(qz)/dz);

Te(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Te) + dt*dTedt;

update_boundaries(Te); % Indicate that the local boundaries of Te must be updated
time_phys = time_phys + dt;

end_of_parallel_iteration();

Figure 7. HPC™ input script to solve heat diffusion in 3D on multiple GPUs. The code lines that are different compared to the
single process CPU application in Figure 4 are highlighted with a bold font. ‘%(...)’ represents omitted code.
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Divisions of floating point numbers are very costly operations on many computer
architectures. To compute the inverse of the denominator and multiply it by the nominator is
normally much faster. HPC™ can do this conversion automatically if the denominator is a

scalar.

The implementation of a staggered grid typically results in arrays of different sizes. Padding
the arrays with zeros that are ignored for computations can make all arrays of an equal size
chosen to guarantee an optimal data alignment (normally each dimension is best to be chosen
as a multiple of 32). An optimal data alignment is the basis for an optimal access of the data.
HPC™ can pad the arrays to have them all of equal size (nx+MAX_OVERLENGTH_X,
ny+MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y, nz+MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z).

It is not necessary to ever store in off-chip memory variables that do not depend on their
previous state but that are instead directly derived from other variables. This kind of variables
can be (re-)computed every time that they are used, i.e. they can be computed on-the-fly. The
on-the-fly computation of a variable is typically very advantageous if it requires only data
which is available in the on-chip memory at this moment. Not a single off-chip memory access
is necessary in this case. It is though more efficient to store a derived variable to off-chip
memory and read it from there in later usage if its on-the-fly computation would generate
more off-chip memory access. Whether the on-the-fly computation of a variable is
advantageous has to be determined from case to case. HPC'™ can generate code with on-the-
fly computations of variables. The default code generation does not contain any on-the-fly
computations of variables. If the user wants to have a variable computed on the fly then he
can indicate that in the HPC™ MATLAB input script on behalf of the provided function
on_the_fly. This function takes as argument the definition of the variable that is to be
computed on the fly in form of an assignment (e.g. on_the_fly(‘A = A + B’), see Figure 8, page
85).

Loops and vectorised computation statements can be fused if they do not involve any
dependencies. This fusion improves often the employment of the hardware’s on-chip
memory, i.e. more of the data that is required for the computations can be read from the on-
chip memory rather than from the much slower off-chip memory. HPC™ goes linearly through
the MATLAB input script and fuses subsequent loops and vectorised computation statements

whenever there are no dependencies that inhibit it.
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When a GPU thread reads in data sequentially from main memory it may store a small part of
itin registers in order to perform some local operations as finite difference derivatives without
redundant accesses to the off-chip memory. The content of the registers can be updated
constantly as the sequential reading over the data advances. A very effective technique is to
make the registers form a queue: register 1 in the queue receives the new data coming from
main memory; register 2 receives the old value of the register 1; register 3 receives the old
value of the register 2 and so on [16]. HPC™ is able to generate a register queue during the

translation to Cuda C.

Shared memory parallelization with both Cuda and OpenMP requires normally
synchronization whenever subsequent computations involve dependencies in order to assure
correctness of the results. It is important to minimize the amount of synchronization in order
to increase concurrency, i.e. the amount of operations that can be done in parallel. To set the
required synchronization points is part of the automatic parallelization that HPC™ does. To set
a synchronization point after every vectorised computation statement or loop over the
parallel indices would be the simplest approach. It would however result in much unneeded
synchronization. HPC™ goes linearly through the MATLAB input script and sets
synchronization points only when it detects dependencies between subsequent

computations. This way HPC™ minimizes the amount of synchronization.

Shared memory parallelization requires often synchronization between the reading and
writing of a same variable. This synchronization requirement may be avoided by the following
technique: (1) the variable A is allocated twice, for example as A and A2; (2) the variable is
read from A and written to A2; (3) after writing to A2, the pointers A and A2 are swapped to
have the new data again readable from A. HPC™ provides the function swap_pointers to this
aim (For the given example the function call in the MATLAB input script would be [A2, A] =

swap_pointers(A2, A) ).

Loop tiling with halo (also referred to as loop tiling with ghost zones) allows to reduce the
amount of synchronization that is required in shared memory parallelization to the same
amount as in a distributed memory parallelization. This can often be one single point of
synchronization per time step (or per iteration for an iterative solver) for a real-world
application. The cost of halo updates is negligible if the tile size is well chosen. This

minimization of synchronization translates to a maximization of concurrency. Another equally
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important aspect of tiling with halo is that the tiles can be sized to fit as well as possible onto
the on-chip memory of the available hardware. The aim is to read the maximum amount of
data that is required for the computations from the on-chip memory rather than from the

much slower off-chip memory.

HPC™ is able to do automatically loop tiling with halo for problems that can be spatially
decomposed into a Cartesian grid of local problems, where each local problem defines for each
adjacent local problem the boundary conditions of the common boundary. The obtained
spatial decomposition splits the physical fields into tiles (also called blocks) and a halo is added
where required. The tiles are stored in shared memory (tiling is a shared memory
optimization). This grid of local problems can represent either the global problem or a bigger
local problem which itself is part of a grid of local problems in a distributed memory
parallelization. HPC'™ can therefore apply loop tiling with halo and automatic distributed
memory parallelization to the same kind of problems and both at a time. To activate tiling with
halo the HPC™ MATLAB input script must contain a call to the provided function
set_up_tiling_with_halo (to be called before the definition of the mandatory parameters and
sizes). The dimensions of the corresponding grid of local problems are specified via the
function arguments. The parameters nx, ny and nz specify the size of the local problems and
therefore of the data tiles, and the parameter OVERLAP defines the amount local problems
overlap (the parameters are part of mandatory_params). Boundary conditions are handled
analogue to the case of distributed memory parallelization: the boundary conditions of the
local problems are imposed on the same physical fields as the global boundary conditions;
every time step (or iteration) and in each local problem, the boundary values of these fields
are replaced with the boundary values of the corresponding adjacent local problem. The
function update_boundaries serves like for distributed memory parallelization to indicate for
which fields the boundaries of the local problems must be updated and when. HPC™ generates
based on the users call(s) to this function the code that allows to transfer the boundary data
between the local problems. The transfer can be achieved with simple memory copy, as the
grid of local problems is located in shared memory. The provided functions nx_global,
ny_global, nz_global, x_global, y_global and z_global are designed to return the correct value

no whether distributed memory parallelization or loop tiling with halo or both are activated.
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%C. )
sizes = struct('Te’ ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}... % Declaration of array sizes
,'Te2' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'ci' ,{'nx ",'ny ','nz '}...
bH
allocate_sizes(sizes); % Allocation of the arrays with the given sizes
%C. )
% Action
for it = l:nt
start_of_parallel_iteration();
if (mod(it,100)==1) % Update the size of the time step every 100th iteration
dt = min(min(dx*dx,dy*dy),dz*dz)/1am/max_global(ci)/8.1;
end
on_the_fly("qgx = -lam*d_xi(Te)/dx;"'); % Indicate calculation to be exectuted on-the-fly
on_the_fly('qy = -lam*d_yi(Te)/dy;"); % ...
on_the_fly('qz = -lam*d_zi(Te)/dz;"); % u.

on_the_fly('dTedt = inn(Ci).*(- d_xa(gx)/dx - d_ya(qy)/dy - d_za(qz)/dz);"); % ...
Te2(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Te) + dt*dTedt;
[Te2, Te] = swap_pointers(Te2,Te); % Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dTedt
update_boundaries(Te);
time_phys = time_phys + dt;
end_of_parallel_iteration();
end

Figure 8. Performance optimisation of the code defining a time step in Figure 7 with calls to the functions on_the_fly and
swap_pointers and with a less frequent update of the size of the time step ‘dt’. The optimisation leads also to a modification
of the sizes struct. The differences compared to the non-optimized code are highlighted with a bold font. ‘%(...)" represents
omitted code.

HPC™ permits to activate optimizations independently. This permits to determine with
relatively little effort the best combination of optimizations for each particular application.
Figure 8 shows how the code defining a time step in Figure 7 (page 81) can be optimized in
performance with calls to the functions on_the_fly and swap_pointers and with a less frequent
update of the size of the time step ‘dt’ (here every 100t time step). The differences compared
to the non-optimized code are highlighted with a bold font. We will give performance results

for the above explained automatic optimizations in section 3.

2.2.7 Automatic statistics on generated code
HPC™ automatically does some statistics on the generated code. There are two types of
statistics: global statistics, for the entire application, and local statistics, per loop for a C code

and per kernel for a Cuda C code. Both global and local statistics include:

e Amount of reads and writes (from on- or off-chip memory)

e Amount of non-redundant reads (from off-chip memory)

e Amount of FLOPs

e FLOPs to bytes ratio (number of executed floating point operations per transferred

byte)
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2.2.8 Compiler flags

HPC™ is called like any normal MATLAB function. HPC'™ takes two obligatory arguments: (1)
the name of the input script and (2) the target language of the translation. The target language
is specified with the arguments ‘F90’ for Fortran 90, ‘c’ for C and ‘cu’ for Cuda C (the
abbreviations are the filename extension of the corresponding languages). HPC™ supports
some compiler flags which are passed as optional arguments. The most important flags are
(the flags that are marked with a star are only valid if Cuda C is the target language of

translation):

e -divisionconvert
e -padding

e -loopfusion

e -registerqueue*
e -cudaMPI*

e -hideMPI

e -unifiedmemory*
e -groupstatistics

e -gpustyle

The first four flags activate the automatic optimizations (1) conversion of divisions, (2) padding
of arrays, (3) loop fusion and (4) register queue as described in section 2.2.6. The flag -cudaMPI
is to generate Cuda-Aware MPI code. The flag -hideMPl is to generate code that executes the
MPI boundary updates simultaneously with the computations, i.e. to hide communication
behind computation. It is though only possible in combination with loop tiling with halo (see
section automatic optimizations). The flag -unifiedmemory is to generate GPU code that uses
the unified memory feature which is available for Cuda 6.0 or newer (see in subsection “Data
transfer between host and device — a particularity for the translation to Cuda C” in section
2.2.3). Code that makes use of the unified memory feature is much shorter and more readable.
The overall performance of a code that HPC™ generates should theoretically not depend on
the use of that feature, yet performance tests showed that the activation of this feature leads
to very weak performance. The flag -groupstatistics is to print local statistics, per loop fora C
code and per kernel for a Cuda C code (global statistics, for the entire application, is always

printed). The flag -gpustyle is only valid if C is the target language of translation and makes
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HPC™ translate to a C code for CPU that is very similar to a Cuda C code for GPU. This option

helps for debugging and makes the understanding of the Cuda C codes for new users easier.

2.2.9 Output and transparency

HPC™ outputs more than just the final executable in order to provide maximum transparency.
When it compiles an application, it outputs the result of the code generation, i.e. a Fortran 90,
C or Cuda C code. HPC™can in addition document the code generation: it can write the results
of different code generation steps to files. These files are all executable MATLAB scripts which
produce equivalent results as the HPC™ MATLAB input script. The following table indicates

the steps after which HPC'™ may write a file if demanded.

Step 0: HPC™ removes all comments of the input script (to simplify the processing of file),
handles calls to the function on_the_fly and converts divisions (if the flag -divisionconvert is

set).

Step 1: HPC™ expands the provided functions to compute finite differences on a staggered,
regular Cartesian grid, much like the C pre-processor expands macros (see section 2.2.3, page
72). In addition, all arrays are padded and the array ranges adapted correspondingly if the

flag -padding is set.
Step 2: HPC:™ does loop tiling with halo if the user has activated it.
Step 3: HPC:™ expands the inbuilt function size.

HPC™ does not generate multiple outputs in the target translation language in order not to
overwhelm the user. The user can though easily verify what HPC™ does in each part of the
code generation as he can activate independently the automatic shared and distributed

memory parallelization and the automatic optimizations.

2.2.10 Code verification

HPC™ provides functions for file |0 and saving meta data (see section 2.2.2, page 68). These
functions’ output can be easily read in to MATLAB and be compared visually and bitwise. It is
therefore very simple to compare the results of any code that can be generated by HPC™ with

the results of the HPC™ MATLAB input script or with any other code generated by HPC™,

We have designed HPC-™ to make the MATLAB input script and the corresponding C code

produce bitwise identical results. A generated Cuda C code and a generated Fortran code may
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not produce bitwise identical results when comparing with the MATLAB input script. These
differences have though been negligible in any conducted test (see section 3.1). Moreover,
HPC™ has been programmed such that any parallelized code produces bitwise identical results

with the corresponding code without parallelization?.

HPC™ provides C-functions using the MATLAB MEX interface that can replace the built-in
MATLAB functions power, sqrt, log and exp. In some cases the MATLAB input script and the
corresponding C code produce only bitwise identical results if these MEX-functions are used.
They can be used in MATLAB simply by calling power _c, sqrt _c, log_c and exp_c instead of

power, sqrt, log and exp.

2.2.11 The programming approach

HPC™ is programmed in MATLAB. The main reason for this choice is that parts of the input
scripts can be executed during code generation. This facilitates the programming of certain
tasks and opens the possibility to generate codes that are particularly well adapted to the
parameters in the input script. Another reason for the usage of MATLAB to program HPC™ is
MATLAB’s capacity for powerful and user-friendly text processing. MATLAB includes in
particular a set of functions for regular expressions. HPC™ is as a lightweight program making

use of regular expressions and some procedural text processing.

Many of the translation tasks that are part of HPC™ can be programmed with regular
expressions. For some translation tasks the usage of regular expressions alone is though not
sufficient. This is why we chose to do procedural text processing in addition. Regular
expressions do for example not allow to find a function call’s closing parenthesis if the
function’s arguments may contain themselves an unknown number of parenthesis. The
function call’s closing parenthesis can though easily be found by going character by character
through the code following the function’s opening parenthesis, keeping track of the number
of parenthesis that remain to be closed. This is an example of the kind of procedural text

processing that HPC™ contains.

2 We assume obviously that HPC™ receives a correct MATLAB script as input for the code

verifications.
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The programming approach that we have chosen for HPC™ would probably not be the best
choice for the development of a very general translator. The construction of a formal grammar
for the supported subset of the MATLAB language and the usage of a parser that would use
that grammar would certainly be more adequate for that purpose. The usefulness of our
programming approach is therefore limited to the translation of rather small subsets of the

MATLAB language.

2.3 Performance evaluation

Today’s hardware’s’ flop-to-byte ratio is high: roughly ten to hundred floating point operations
can be performed per floating point number accessed from main memory (the exact ratio
depends on the number precision and the specific hardware). Today’s algorithms’ flop-to-byte
ratio is typically low: roughly one to ten floating point operations are required per floating
point number accessed from main memory. Nowadays applications are in consequence most
often bound by the memory access speed rather than by the speed of floating point

operations.

As a consequence, we use a simple memory throughput metric that is useful to quantify the
difference in hardware performance between a given solver and an ideal solver that
implements the same system of equations. It may be employed to evaluate and compare any
applications no matter if they are memory bound or compute bound. An important property
of the metricis its independence of the employed numerical algorithm and of implementation
decisions; the metric takes only the implemented system of equations into account. As a
result, it is directly proportional with the performance speedup that any algorithmic or

implementation improvements may bring. We present the metric here briefly.
We define the effective memory throughput, measured in Gigabytes per seconds (GB/s), as

Acry
Terr = f (16)

where t;; is the execution time per iteration in seconds and A, is the effective main memory
access per iteration, measured in Gigabytes (GB). A is given by the minimally required main
memory access per iteration: unknown DOFs (see glossary) must be updated, i.e. both read

and written, and known DOFs (see glossary) must only be read. We have therefore

Aeff = 2% Dunknown + Dknown; (17)
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where Dynknown and Dinown are the amount of Gigabytes that the unknown DOFs and the
known DOFs occupy in main memory, respectively. The effective memory throughput is bound

by the hardware’s peak memory throughput (Tpeqx ):
Terr < Tpeak- (18)

The system of equations describing heat diffusion that we have implemented contains one
unknown DOF (T) and one known DOF (c,), given that we choose A and p to be spatially
homogenous. Both DOFs contain a total amount of N nodes, i.e. N floating point numbers.
The amount of Gigabytes that the unknown DOF and the known DOF occupy in main memory

is therefore given by

Dunknown = 1N p *107° (19)
and

Dinown = 1N p %1077, (20)

where p is the precision in bytes. The effective main memory access per iteration (GB) is

therefore given by
Aeff = 2 * Dynknown + Diknown = 21+ 1) Np * 10~° (21)
and the effective memory throughput (GB/s) by

o Ay _ @+1+DNp=107
err= tie it .

(22)

Figure 9 shows how the effective memory throughput can be measured in a HPC:™ compatible

MATLAB script.
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%C...)
% Action
for it = 1:nt
if (it==3); tic(; end % start of the chronometer at iteration 3, because lazy library loading may occur before.
start_of_parallel_iteration();
%C...)
end_of_parallel_iteration();
end
time_s = toc(Q);
% Performance
A_eff = (2*1+1)*1/1e9*nx_global()*ny_global()*nz_global()*PRECIS; % Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]
t_it = time_s/(nt-2); % Execution time per iteration [s]
T_eff = A_eff/t_it; % effective memory throughput [GB/s]
if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

Figure 9. Measurement of the effective memory throughput in a HPC™ compatible MATLAB script (‘%(...)" represents omitted
code).

2.4 Our test systems and reported performance results

Our test systems are the Octopus cluster hosted by the Institute of Earth Science at the
University of Lausanne (Lausanne, Switzerland), the Piz Daint supercomputer at the Swiss
National Center for Supercomputing (CSCS, Lugano, Switzerland)® and the Lemanicus
supercomputer at the Swiss Federal Institute of Technology Lausanne (EFPL, Lausanne,
Switzerland). Octopus consists of 20 compute nodes, each containing 4 NVIDIA GeForce GTX
TITAN X GPUs (Maxwell GM200 architecture; 3072 CUDA cores), 2 Intel Xeon E5-2620v3 (6
cores) and 64 GB system memory. The nodes are interconnected with dual rail FDR InfiniBand.
Piz Daint is a Cray XC30 and consists of 5272 compute nodes, each containing 1 Nvidia Tesla
K20X (Kepler GK110 architecture; 2688 CUDA cores), 1 Intel Xeon E5-2670 (8 cores) and 32 GB
system memory. The nodes are interconnected with Cray’s proprietary interconnect Aries. Piz
Daint is currently listed as the number 8 on the TOP500 list of the world’s top supercomputers
[17]. Lemanicus is a IBM Blue Gene/Q and consists of 1024 compute nodes, each containing 1
PowerA2 CPU (16 cores) and 16 GB system memory. The nodes are interconnected with a
custom IBM 5D-torus interconnect. To sum up, Octopus cumulates 80 GPUs (245 760 CUDA
cores), Piz Daint 5272 GPUs (14 171 136 CUDA cores) and Lemanicus 1024 CPUs (16 384 CPU

cores).

All the reported performance results are the median of the obtained performance of 20

experiments, what represents in each case the typically obtained performance.

3 Both systems, Octopus and Piz Daint, will be upgraded in close future and the specifications will therefore
change.
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3 Results

3.1 Modelling

We present here results of high-resolution simulations for several of the 2D and 3D multi-GPU
solvers that we have generated with HPC™. All simulations were run on 80 GPUs of Octopus.
A detailed discussion of the results is beyond the scope of this article. We content ourselves
with the demonstration of the feasibility of these high-resolution multi-GPU simulations

thanks to HPC™,

Figure 10 to Figure 15 show an advanced simulation state of 2D glaciar flow, 2D shallow water,
2D convection, 2D shear heating, 3D reactive porosity waves and 3D visco-elasto-plastic two-
phase flow, respectively. The resolution is 20 462 x 10 354 for the 2D glaciar flow and the 2D
shallow water simulations, 32 762 x 16 378 for the 2D convection simulation, 32 768 x 32 768
for the 2D shear heating simulation, 506 x 506 x 2042 for the 3D reactive porosity waves

simulation and 511 x 511 x 994 for the 3D viscoelastoplastic two-phase flow simulation.

We have verified all the generated multi-GPU solvers against their MATLAB input script by
comparing low resolution results after 100 time steps or iterations numerically and visually.
The verifications were done in double precision as this is the native precision in MATLAB. In
any case the modulus of the maximum difference was beyond 1e-10. This negligible
differences show up because some mathematical operations are implemented differently in

CUDA than in MATLAB®.

4 This does not mean that either of them is wrong.
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Figure 10. Advanced state of 2D glaciar flow simulation on 80 GPUs (resolution 20 462 x 10 354). Glacier flow equations are
given in Table 2. Zero glacier thicknesses were set at the model sides as the boundary conditions. A glacier with constant
thickness, present only between two altitudes, was the initial condition. See the respective animation in the supplementary
material.

Figure 11. Advanced state of 2D shallow water simulation on 80 GPUs (resolution 20 462 x 10 354). Shallow water equations
are given in Table 2. No flux boundary conditions. Two initial Gaussian perturbations of the water surface (one large and one
small perturbation) were set at the left part of the model. See the respective animation in the supplementary material.
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Figure 12. Advanced state of 2D thermal convection simulation on 80 GPUs (resolution 32 762 x 16 378). TM coupling
equations for convection are given in Table 4. Free slip was used as the mechanical boundary conditions, fixed temperatures
were set at the top and bottom, no heat flux was implemented at the side boundaries. A Gaussian perturbation was used as
initial condition to trigger convective motion (not visible anymore). See the respective animation in the supplementary
material.

Figure 13. Advanced state of 2D shear heating simulation on 80 GPUs (resolution 32 768 x 32 768): thermal shear bands under
pure shear deformation. Shear heating equations are given in Table 5. Free slip was used as the mechanical boundary
conditions and no heat flux was implemented at the side boundaries. A Gaussian perturbation was used as initial condition to
trigger strain localization (visible as the small red spot slightly off the centre of the model). See the respective animation in
the supplementary material.
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Figure 14. Advanced state of 3D reactive porosity waves simulation on 80 GPUs (resolution 506 x 506 x 2042). HmC coupling
equations are given in Table 7. Zero pressure anomaly is set at the boundaries. Equilibrium solid chemical composition, X,
computed at zero fluid pressure anomaly, is set initially in the entire domain. Two Gaussian porosity anomalies were used as
initial condition, arranged similar as the temperature anomalies shown in Figure 3. More details are given in the next chapter
(article 3). See the respective animation in the supplementary material.
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Figure 15. Advanced state of 3D viscoelastoplastic two-phase flow simulation on 80 GPUs (resolution 511 x 511 x 994). HM
coupling equations are given in Table 6. The initial setup, the boundary conditions are described in the previous chapter (article
1). See the respective animation in the supplementary material.
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3.2 Performance and parallel scaling

We compute for each solver the effective memory throughput T, ¢ (see section 2.3, page 89).
Table 8 lists the known and unknown DOFs and the specific formula of T, ¢ for each solver
(the symbols’ meanings are listed in Table 1). Figure 16 gives the performance of the 3D
Diffusion solver in MATLAB, C and Cuda C with different optimisations on one CPU/GPU of
Octopus. Both T, and the speedup over the fully vectorised MATLAB solver are shown. Tz
of the GPU solver with all optimisations is very close to Tpeq, i-e. very close to the fastest

possible memory copy the GPU can do. The speedup over MATLAB is 463x.

Figure 17 gives T, and its scaling on Octopus for all multi-GPU solvers® generated with HPC™,
Tesr of all solvers is close to Tyeq, i-€. all solvers run close to peak performance. All solvers
scale linearly and close to ideally. Figure 18 shows the speedup of all solvers over the
corresponding fully vectorised MATLAB solver on Octopus; the speedup is given in function of
the number of GPUs. The measured speedup of each solver over MATLAB is approximatively

250x to 500x on one GPU and 17 000x to 35 000x on 80 GPUs.

Figure 19 shows the scaling of the nonlinear poroviscoelastic two-phase flow solver — our most
complex solver — on up to 5000 Nvidia Tesla K20X GPUs on the Piz Daint supercomputer and
on 16 384 CPU cores on the Lemanicus supercomputer. The scaling on Octopus is repeated in
the same figure as a reference. The scaling is also on the supercomputers linear and close to
the ideal scaling. On the 4913 GPUs of the Piz Daint supercomputer that we could access, the

total speedup over the corresponding fully vectorised MATLAB solver is about 552 000x.

5 We consider only single precision solvers.
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Unknown DOFs Known DOFs Terr
Memcopy U K (2%¥14+1) N p*x10~°
tit
3D Heat diffusion T Cp (2#1+1) N px10~°
Lit
2D Glaciar flow H B (2%1+1) N p*10~°
tit
3D Acoustic® P I (2%1+1) N p*10~°
Lit
2D Shallow water H, HV,, HV, B (2#3+1) N p*10~°
Lit
3D Scalar porosity waves Pr, @ (2%2+0) N px10~°
tit
3D Reactive porosity waves  Pr, ¢, X By (2%3+1) N px10~°
Lit
2D Convection Ve Vy, P, T (2%4+0) N px10~°
tit
2D Shear heating Ve Vy, P, T (2%4+0) N px10~°
tit
3D Incompressible Cauchy-  V, 1, V,, Tyx, Tyy, p,n, A (2+9+3) N p*10~°
Navier elasticity Tz Tays Tazs Tyz e
3D Poroviscoelastic two- Vo, V3 Ve Tus Us (2+12+1) N p+10~°

phase flow

Tyyr Tzz) Txyr Txzs

fyzr P’ Pf, Q

tit

Table 8. Known and unknown DOFs and the specific formula of T.sf for each solver generated with HPC™.

® The implemented equations use 2" derivative in time.
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Figure 16. Performance of the 3D Diffusion solver in MATLAB, C and Cuda C with different optimisations. The left vertical axis
shows the effective memory throughput, the right vertical axis the speedup over the fully vectorised MATLAB solver.
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Figure 17. Performance and parallel scaling of all multi-GPU solvers generated with HPC™. The vertical axis shows the effective
memory throughput. The pointed coloured lines give the ideal scaling of each solver. The employed resolution is given in

parenthesis in the legend.

99



HPCM: FRom MATLAB To HPC oN GPU, CPU aND MIC

Speedup over vectorized MATLAB
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Figure 18. Speedup of all multi-GPU solvers generated with HPC™ over the corresponding fully vectorised MATLAB solver. The
speedup is given in function of the number of GPUs. The employed resolution is given in parenthesis in the legend.
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Figure 19. Parallel scaling of the nonlinear poroviscoelastic two-phase flow solver on Piz Daint, Lemanicus and Octopus. The
dashed lines give the ideal scaling of each application. The employed resolution is given in parenthesis in the legend.
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4 Conclusions and outlook

HPC™ reduces the time required for transforming a prototype to a near peak performance
supercomputing application from typically months or years to a few seconds. It is the first
source-to-source translator, to the authors knowledge, that can perform in an automatic
fashion all task that are needed for the generation of a near peak performance
supercomputing application from a code developed in classical prototyping environment as
MATLAB. We have shown the versatile use and great performance of HPC'™ by deploying it to
generate 2D and 3D multi-GPU solvers for a variety of physics across multiple disciplines. We

verified all generated solvers against the MATLAB input script.

All profiled applications achieve on a single GPU a 250x to 500x better performance than the
fully vectorised MATLAB input script; on one workstation with 4 GPUs’, the speedup is about
1000x to 2000x. The generated applications’ performance is close to hardware’s peak. All
applications scale linearly on 80 GPUs of the Octopus cluster and achieve on 80 GPUs a 17 000x
to 35 000x better performance than the fully vectorised MATLAB input script. Moreover, we
have shown linear weak scaling for our nonlinear poroviscoelastic two-phase flow solver on
the full Piz Daint supercomputer® at the Swiss National Supercomputing Centre (CSCS, Lugano,
Switzerland), i.e. on nearly 5000 GPUs and on the full Lemanicus supercomputer at the Swiss
Federal Institute of Technology Lausanne (EFPL, Lausanne, Switzerland), i.e. on up to 1024
CPUs (16 384 CPU cores). On the 4913 GPUs of the Piz Daint supercomputer that we could
access, the total speedup over the corresponding vectorised MATLAB solver (executed on
Octopus) is over 500 000x. We expect a similar scaling on Piz Daint for all the generated

applications.

Future work may also include the automatic instrumentation of the HPC™ output codes for
in-situ visualization with a software like Visit [18] or ParaView [19]. In-situ visualisation
software enables the user to connect directly to a running simulation and permits to visualize
intermediate or final simulation results continually, accessing the data directly in memory.
Simulation data never needs to be written to hard disk in order to pass it to the visualization

software, as it is traditionally being done.

7 The compute nodes of Octopus are usable as workstations and contain each four GPUs.
8 Piz Daint is currently listed as the number 8 on the TOP500 list of the world’s top supercomputers [17].
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6

Glossary

degree of freedom (DOF): parameter that qualifies either as unknown or known DOF
following the below definitions

unknown DOF: independent spatially heterogeneous parameter for which a time
derivative exists in the system of equations that the solver implements

known DOF: independent spatially heterogeneous parameter from the system of
equations that the solver implements, that is known previous to a simulation and this

for the entire simulation
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POROUS FLUIDS EXTRACTION BY REACTIVE SOLITARY WAVES IN 3-D

Abstract

Below the brittle/ductile transition, viscous compaction is known to produce solitary porosity
and fluid pressure waves allowing for efficient fluid transport in the lower crust. Metamorphic
reactions of (de-)volatilization can also induce porosity changes in response to the propagating
fluid pressure anomalies. Here, we performed high resolution simulations with GPU parallel
processing in three dimensions with a model including both viscous and reaction-induced
(de-)compaction. The Damkohler number (Da) quantifies the respective roles of viscous
deformation (low Da) and reaction (high Da) on wave propagation. 3-D waves were found to
abandon their source region and to propagate at constant speed. During collision the waves
were going through each other in the soliton-like fashion for all the investigated Da numbers.
Solitary wave propagation controlled by metamorphic reactions at high Da number provides
an additional mechanism for fluid extraction from the Earth's crust through the domains of
undeformed rocks due to their high viscosity and/or strength above the brittle/ductile
transition. It is estimated that this mechanism takes place at the meter-scale in the lower crust
and at the kilometer-scale in the upper crust providing explanations for both metamorphic

veins formation and fluid extraction in subduction zones.
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1 Introduction

Equations describing porous fluid flow in a viscously deforming solid skeleton admit solutions
in the form of travelling waves of fluid-filled porosity having stationary or slowly evolving
porosity profiles. Higher amplitude waves travel with greater velocity leading to wave
collisions. Viscous rheology results in soliton-like propagation of bigger waves through smaller
waves and spectacular recovering of the waves pre-collisional shapes after highly nonlinear
interaction [1-3]. In two and three dimensions, the waves have blob-like shapes and, due to
their ability to detach from their source region, provide an efficient mechanism for fluid and
melt extraction or sediments compaction [4-9]. Transition from viscous to elastic-plastic-
brittle skeleton rheology leads to wave’s coalescence after collision and makes them unable
to detach from their source region. This results in decaying amplitude of the propagating
waves due to geometric spreading [6]. Such loss of solitary solutions and efficient mechanism
of fluid extraction can be associated with viscosity rise due to temperature decrease towards

the Earth's surface [10].

Volume changes and fluid consumption/release during chemical reactions also induce
porosity and fluid pressure changes [11-15]. Reaction modelling was first developed by
assuming constant and small porosity to predict element transfer during metasomatism [16—
20]. Then, the need for predictive tools led to the development of reactive models considering
reaction kinetics and reaction-induced changes in porosity [21-23]. These models did not
consider the interplays between reaction and fluid pathways generation by deformation
whereas processes such as reaction-induced fracturing can strongly modify rock hydraulic
properties [24-27]. The couplings between reaction and deformation play a first order role in
magma ascent. Rock dissolution into magma was indeed found to favour channelization [28].
This infiltration instability mechanism led to numerous numerical and experimental studies
aimed at deciphering the influence of rock composition, melting rate and geometry on the
organization, stability and efficiency of fluid extraction [29-40]. Flow organization into
channels is not as efficient as solitary waves for fluid extraction since waves do not detach
from their source and thus need continuous fluid feeding for propagating. Fluid generation is
abundant in magmatic systems where the whole solid can turn into fluid at elevated
temperatures. In metamorphic systems, fluids are released in smaller amounts and in narrow

P-T domains [41]. Infiltration instability mechanism may thus be insufficient for explaining the
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large fluid fluxes expected during slab devolatilization in subduction zones [42,43]. Solitary
waves generated by viscous deformation have been proposed as an alternative process to
explain metamorphic fluid extraction [44-47]. However, viscous solid compaction occurs
below the brittle-ductile transition whereas metamorphic reactions are known to produce
fluids above this transition [41,48]. The process of fluid extraction in the Earth's upper crust
and the role of metamorphic reactions on deformation and fluid flow are thus still not well

understood [49].

Here, we used GPU parallel processing to efficiently calculate the 3-D time evolution of
porosity in a reactive system at high resolution. We draw a parallel between viscous
deformation and kinetically controlled fluid release by reaction. Both processes are shown to
generate 3-D solitary waves travelling through each other with stationary profiles in a soliton-
like fashion. These simulations indicate that porosity waves is a mechanism relevant for fluid

transport not only in ductile rocks but in the whole Earth's crust releasing metamorphic fluids.

2 Equations and Numerics

The system considered here is a porous and viscous rock which can undergo
volatilization/devolatilization reactions. In this system, the volatile species (e.g. water or CO;
molecules) are either chemically bound to the solid with a mass ratio of X or constitute the
fluid filling the porosity (¢). The fluid moves relative to solid in a response to fluid pressure
(P¢) gradients. In such a system, metamorphic reactions occur as a result of changes in fluid
pressure and will lead to exchange of volatile species between the fluid and the solid and thus
to modifications of the porosity and the solid density (p;). Equations describing fluid flow and
deformation in such a reactive system have been derived in details in [50]. Here, these
equations are extended by introducing the simplest first order reaction kinetics. Only viscous

solid rheology (no elasticity) is considered for simplicity reason.

The resulting equations are for effective pressure (P, = P, — P with P; the lithostatic

pressure defined as VP, = (—ps(1 — ¢) + pr)g)

ko (DY N\ P 1-¢ _ps) dXs
2 () wh+ 0= 0)e=p1)02) | = = ¢)n¢+1—Xs<1+AX pf) X
(1)
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porosity

1 do P, 1+ AX dX,

1—-¢pdt  (1-—¢my 1-X, dt’ 2

and X,

dx, Xs,, —X
= (3)
t T

where % = % + v, - V, ky is the permeability coefficient, ¢, is the background porosity, Uf is

the fluid viscosity, py is the fluid density, 14 is the bulk rock viscosity, AX is the change in solid

1-Xs dps

density during reaction (AX = — T

), Xseq is the amount of fluid bound to the solid at the

equilibrium and 7 is the kinetic parameter defining characteristic reaction time.

Field data [51] and experiments [52] indicate that the pressure controlling kinetics of

metamorphic reactions is the fluid pressure. Therefore, Xseq was taken here as a function of

the fluid pressure:

Xseq = 'BV(Pf - Pref) + Xsref’ (4)

with f3,- defining the change in Xseq with fluid pressure and P,..r and X, __ . reference pressure

ref

and X, respectively.

The reactive model presented here allows us to study the couplings between reaction,
deformation and fluid flow and, in particular, the transition from viscous to reacting porosity

waves. Non-reactive and equilibrium limits can be recovered from Equations (1) and (2) when

e . o . dx.
T tends to infinity and zero, respectively. This will lead, for the non-reactive case, to d—ts =0

S ax dap L .
and, for the equilibrium case, to X = Xseq and thus to d—ts = ﬁd—tf which is equivalent to

Equation (21) in [50].

Nondimensionalization of Equations (1), (2) and (3) is performed by choosing as scales the

viscous compaction length
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ko’lqb
Uy ’

5= (5)

the compaction pressure

p* = 68(ps, — pr)g, (6)

with p, the reference solid density, and the characteristic time for viscous compaction

tt=—. (7)

Introducing these scales leads to the following nondimensional equations:

P\ ps—pr.\\_ p 1-9¢ ps\ dX;
Vv (a) (Vp+(1—¢))—pso_pfez> —1_¢+1_XS<1+AX—E>dtC, (8)

1 dp  p 14 AXdX,
1—¢dt, 1—-¢ 1-X,dt,’

(9)

and

dX,
dt,

= Da (Xseq - Xs), (10)

where p and t. are the nondimensional effective pressure and time, respectively, and Da =
% is the Damkohler number comparing the timescale of deformation with the timescale of

reaction. For Da < 1, the system is controlled by viscous deformation whereas for Da > 1 it
is controlled by reaction. In the Earth's crust, values for t* range from 10 000 yr in the low
viscosity lower crust to over 100 Myr above the brittle/ductile transition. T also spans over a
wide range of values comprised between 0.1 yr, as shown by experiments performed in the
laboratory (e.g. [26,53]), and over 100 Myr, as documented by the preservation of non-
equilibrated metamorphic rocks up to the Earth's surface. Therefore, Da spans in the Earth's
crust over several orders of magnitude (10 to 10'¢) and processes controlled by reaction and

viscous deformation are both expected to contribute to fluid transport in the Earth's crust.

Here, we compared the impact of metamorphic reactions and viscous deformation on fluid

flow by running simulations at both high (10%) and low (102) Damkéhler numbers,
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respectively, while fixing the other parameters. One dimensional waves are unstable in three
dimensions where they evolve towards spherical blobs [2,4,54]. Therefore, simulations were
performed here in three dimensions. Porosity waves result from complex non-linear
interactions generating sharp and non-static solution gradients. Simulations were in
consequence performed at high resolution in time (time steps 10°t* and 10°t* for the low
and high Damkdéhler numbers, respectively) and space (506x506x2042 grid points) with GPU
Parallel Computing. The reactive parameters, 3, and AX are fixed for all the simulations to -
2.101- P, and 3, respectively. These parameters correspond to a metamorphic reaction for
which X, decreases as fluid pressure increases (negative Clapeyron slope). 3, depends on P
and corresponds to a sharp reaction taking place over several tenths of MPa for a pressure
scale (p*) of 0.1 GPa. X, is fixed to 5%. The background porosity, ¢y, is fixed to 1%. The
initial setup considered two vertically superposed spherical gaussian porosity anomalies with

the amplitude of the deeper perturbation equal to 2.5%.

The simulations were conducted in parallel on 80 NVIDIA GeForce GTX TITAN X GPUs (Maxwell
GM200 architecture) of the Octopus cluster at the University of Lausanne. The employed
numerical algorithm uses a regular Cartesian three-dimensional grid on which spatial
derivatives are computed with the smallest possible finite difference stencil. Pseudo-transient
iterations are utilized to formulate an explicit algorithm to find the iterative solution for
implicit schemes. These simple methods are highly data-local what permits the building of 3-
D solvers that run close to hardware peak performance [55,56] and that scale linearly on
thousands of GPUs [57]. The MATLAB HPC compiler, HPC™ [57], was deployed to generate a
high-performance massively parallel multi-GPU solver for the above presented non-
dimensional equations governing the evolution of porosity waves induced by metamorphic
reactions and viscous deformation. The generated solver includes shared and distributed
memory parallelization with CUDA and CUDA-Aware MPI and several performance
optimizations. The most important optimisations are 1) on the fly computation of variables
that are not degrees of freedom to avoid unnecessary access to the off-chip memory, 2)
minimization of required synchronization points in the shared memory parallelization to
obtain maximal concurrency and to permit further improvement of the on-chip memory usage

(the main calculations are executed in one single CUDA kernel, i.e. no device synchronization
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is performed in between) and 3) register queue (a techniqgue of explicit management of

registers) to further optimize the utilization of the hardware’s on-chip memory [56].

3 Results

3-D reactive porosity waves were successfully resolved in 3-D with the multi-GPU solver
reaching a performance close to hardware limit. The scaling on the 80 GPUs of the Octopus
cluster is linear and close to ideal (Figure S1; Supplementary material). Moreover, the solver
achieves a speedup over the vectorised MATLAB version of about 257x on one GPU and of

about 17 313x on 80 GPUs.

For the two Damkd&hler numbers used here, porosity distribution through time displays the
same features (Figure 1 and Figure 2 and Movie M1 and Movie M2 in Supplementary
materials) due to similar evolutions of fluid pressure with initial fast increase at the wave top
and decrease at the wave bottom (Figure 1C and Figure 2C). This evolution of fluid pressure
results from fluid fluxes conservation between the highly permeable porosity anomalies and
the low porous surrounding rock. According to Equation (1), fluxes conservation is performed
through an increase of the fluid pressure gradient [9,45]. As fluid pressure changes in the
viscous case, the rock compacts and decompacts at the waves' bottom and top, respectively,
leading to upward wave propagation (Figure 1 and Figure 2). In the reactive case, pressure
changes have the same effects on porosity evolution and wave propagation. However,
porosity increase is not due to rock compaction but to devolatilization (X increase; Figure 1B

and Figure 2B).

The two porosity anomalies propagate independently of their source towards the model top.
The bigger anomaly moves at higher speed (Figure 3). As a result, they meet at the middle of
the model without segregating but by going through each other for finally recovering their
initial shape (Figure 1, Figure 2 and Figure 3). This behaviour of the waves as solitons results
from direct porosity dependencies on fluid pressure in Equations (1) and (2) (Figure 1C and

Figure 2C).
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Figure 1. Evolution in time of 3-D solitary waves when fluid flow is controlled by viscous deformation (Da = 102). The variables
are plotted at 0.15t*, 0.345 t* and 0.54 t* in the blue, green and red boxes, respectively. Variables are displayed on isosurface
at ¢ = 0.012 and on two perpendicular half planes vertically cutting the isosurface in its center. A. Porosity. B. Amount of fluid
bound to the rock (X;). C. Fluid pressure (Py).
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Figure 2. Evolution in time of 3-D solitary waves when fluid flow is controlled by reaction (Da = 102). The variables are plotted
at 0.01 t*, 0.021 t* and 0.035 t* in the blue, green and red boxes, respectively. Variables are displayed on isosurface at
¢ = 0.012 and on two perpendicular half planes vertically cutting the isosurface in its center. A. Porosity. B. Amount of fluid
bound to the rock (X;). C. Fluid pressure (Py).
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Figure 3. Evolution of porosity in time along the z-axis and in the middle of the X and Y domains (X =Y = 6.25) when fluid
flow is controlled by reaction (Da = 102). The simulation for Da = 102 displays a similar evolution of fluid pressure with time.

4 Discussion and Conclusion

Couplings between reaction and deformation can lead to reaction infiltration instability with
applications to magmatic systems [28,31-37]. Flow organizes into channels allowing for
efficient fluid extraction if the system is continuously fed by fluids. We show here that
kinetically controlled fluid release during metamorphic reactions also generate travelling
waves. These waves can detach from their source in a soliton-like fashion and thus provide a
more efficient mechanism for fluid extraction than reaction infiltration instability. The formed
waves are identical to the waves developing in purely viscous materials (Figure 1 and Figure
2). However the triggering mechanism is completely different since compaction is either

related to viscous creep or to (de-)volatilization-induced porosity changes.

Soliton-like waves have been studied in details for viscous deformation [1,4] but were never
described as resulting from reactions. Metamorphic reactions have already been included in
models of porosity waves propagation [44,46,47] but the propagation was triggered by
deformation rather than by the reaction itself. These latter simulations were all performed for
lower crust conditions at high temperature where viscous deformation is expected to occur
(vp~10'8 to 10™ Pa.s; [10]). Even though viscous deformation occurs, it does not necessary

control fluid flow since mineralogical reactions are also thermally activated [53]. As a result,
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fast reaction kinetics are used in the simulations of [44,46,47] (~1< T < 10%r)
corresponding to high Damkdhler numbers (10 < Da < 10%) for which reacting porosity waves
should form (Figure 2). Nonetheless, they were not observed due to the used low resolutions
compared to the length scale of compaction induced by reaction. Indeed, simulations were
performed at the hundreds of meters-scale close from the viscous compaction length (10 <

ko(psg _Pf)gT)
Hf

6 < 10°m) whereas the reaction-induced compaction length (6, = is

approximately 100 times smaller for the parameters used in these studies. Below the
brittle/ductile transition (below approximately 15 km), reacting porosity waves with a meter-
scale wavelength are thus expected to form and can contribute to fluid flow and in particular

to metamorphic vein formation.

Above the brittle/ductile transition, lower temperatures induce higher viscosities (v4 >10%
Pa.s; [10]) and longer reaction durations (t >10%r; [53]). Therefore, high Damkéhler numbers
can still be reached leading to reacting porosity waves. In combination, permeabilities are also
expected to increase (ky~1075; [42]). These parameters imply a reaction-induced compaction
length (6,-) in the order of kilometers with possible implications for fluid transport at large

scale in low temperature and permeable environments such as subduction zones.

Reacting porosity waves is thus a new mechanism for fluid flow in the Earth's crust. Fluid-filled
porosity evolves as a result of (de-)volatilization reactions resulting from fluid pressure
changes. Generated waves are solitary waves going through each other in three dimensions
and allowing for efficient fluid transport. Reacting porosity waves are expected to form in the
whole Earth's crust at the meter to centimeter-scale in the lower crust, and at the kilometer
scale in the upper crust, providing thus an efficient mechanism for fluid extraction in the

Earth's crust.
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7 Supplementary material
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Figure S1. Performance and scaling of the multi-GPU solver allowing for the simulation of porosity waves induced by
metamorphic reactions and viscous deformation on the Octopus cluster. The effective memory throughput Tz s [GB/s] [57]
(left axis) and the speedup over the vectorized MATLAB version of the solver (right axis) are shown. Ty is computed as the
effective main memory access per iteration, i.e. the minimally required main memory access per iteration [GB], divided by
the execution time per iteration t;; [s]. For the here implemented equations, it is every iteration minimally required to update
(2 memory accesses, read and write) the 3 unknown degrees of freedom (DOFs) ¢, X; and p, and to read (1 memory access)
the known DOF (., i.e. Tesyp = (2% 3+ 1% 1) * N * 4 bytes * 107°/t;; [GB/s], where N is the total number of grid points,
being about 3843 per GPU (note that p is counted here as unknown DOF, because the solver includes elasticity, which was
deactivated for the simulations presented in this paper; note that 3, is counted here as known DOF, because it is taken as a
potentially spatially heterogeneous input parameter in the solver). To¢y can never exceed the total memory throughput (here
218 GB/s on one GPU; measured with NVIDIA nvprof [58]) nor the peak memory throughput Ty, of the GPUs (here 268 GB/s
per GPU; measured with a memory copy benchmark application).
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1 Response to the major challenges and conduction of state-of-the-art

modelling
We have successfully addressed all of the major challenges in the worldwide efforts to bridge
the current gap between hardware and software evolution: (1) we have created the MATLAB
HPC compiler HPC™, which increases the programmer’s productivity and permits non-
computer scientists to develop parallel high performance software; (2) we have developed
new parallel algorithms that are optimally suited for today’s hardware, i.e. algorithms that are

appropriate for parallelisation and have simple regular data access patterns.

These developments have allowed us to model state-of-the-art earth science problems in
three dimensions at high resolution in space and time. We were able to simulate mechanical
and reactive porosity waves in fluid-filled porous media, which are both driven by strongly
nonlinear physical processes that are very localised in space and time and for which it is a

priori unknown where and when they occur.

The simulation of mechanical porosity waves in fluid-filled viscoelastoplastic porous media
gives new insights into the dynamics of channel formation. The two key ingredients for high
porosity channel generation are: (1) an asymmetry in decompaction versus compaction bulk
rheology [1], and (2) an appropriate observation length scale in order to capture the
compaction length of the model. The modelled physical processes might be an answer to
nonlinear behaviours observed in many sedimentary basins all over the world, and explain the
formation of seismic chimneys in loosely consolidated reservoirs. The model could therefore

find many applications in the domains of energy and risk assessment [2].

Reacting porosity waves constitute a new mechanism for fluid flow in the Earth’s crust. Fluid-
filled porosity evolves as a result of (de-)volatilization reactions resulting from fluid pressure
changes. Generated waves are solitary waves that pass through each other in three
dimensions and allow for efficient fluid transport. Reacting porosity waves are expected to
form in the whole Earth's crust at the meter to centimeter-scale in the lower crust and at the
kilometer scale in the upper crust, thus, providing an efficient mechanism for fluid extraction

in the Earth's crust.

With the generation of multi-GPU solvers for the simulation of mechanical and reactive

porosity waves and for eight other applications across the disciplines of earth sciences, we
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demonstrated the great performance and versatility of HPC™. All profiled solvers achieve on
a single GPU a 250x to 500x higher performance than the fully vectorised MATLAB input script
and on one workstation with 4 GPUs, the speedup is about 1000x to 2000x. The generated
solvers’ performance is close to hardware’s peak. All solvers scale linearly on 80 GPUs of the
octopus cluster and achieve on 80 GPUs a 17 000x to 35 000x higher performance than the
fully vectorised MATLAB input script. Moreover, we have shown linear weak scaling for the
solver that enables the simulations of mechanical porosity waves on the full Piz Daint
supercomputer?! at the Swiss National Supercomputing Centre (CSCS, Lugano, Switzerland),
i.e. on nearly 5000 GPUs and on the full Lemanicus supercomputer at the Swiss Federal
Institute of Technology Lausanne (EFPL, Lausanne, Switzerland), i.e. on up to 1024 CPUs
(16 384 CPU cores). On the 4913 GPUs of the Piz Daint supercomputer that we could access,
the total speedup over the corresponding vectorised MATLAB solver (executed on Octopus) is

over 500 000x. We expect a similar scaling on Piz Daint for all the generated solvers.

HPC™ reduces the time required for transforming a prototype to a near peak performance
supercomputing application from typically months or years to a few seconds. It is the first
source-to-source translator, to the authors knowledge, that can perform in an automatic
fashion all task that are needed for the generation of a near peak performance
supercomputing application from a code developed in a classical prototyping environment

such as MATLAB.

The present thesis contributes to the spreading of HPC across the disciplines in earth sciences.
HPC™ can be a very valuable tool for any earth science modeller and the designed parallel

algorithms may be a good basis for the development of numerical solvers in many disciplines.

2 Future work

Future work may include the automatic generation of geometric multigrid with HPC'™ to
improve the convergence speed of iterative solvers (see [3] for a comprehensive book on
multigrid methods including theory and practise and [4] for a practical guide explaining how
to overcome typical barriers to achieving Textbook-Multigrid Efficiency in Computational Fluid

Dynamics). Geometric multigrid is a simple but extremely powerful method that accelerates

1 Piz Daint is currently listed as the number 8 on the TOP500 list of the world’s top supercomputers [9].
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the convergence of basic iterative solvers through reduction of the fine grid errors by their
relaxation on multiple coarser grids. Geometric multigrid can be efficiently implemented in
combination with simple variations of the classical Jacobi or Gauss-Seidel iterations, e.g.

weighted Jacobi or Red-black Gauss-Seidel iterations [3].

The algorithms developed in this thesis employ classical Piccard or Jacobi iterations. Jacobi
iterations are easily obtained by adding local time stepping to Piccard iterations and it is
sufficient to multiply the local time steps by an adequate weight to obtain weighted Jacobi
iterations. Our algorithms are therefore optimally suited for the acceleration with geometric
multigrid. Preliminary results with a developed black box multigrid solver confirm this: we
obtained Textbook-Multigrid Efficiency (TME) [3] with a Poisson solver, and near TME with
both a Stokes solver and a linear viscous two-phase solver for porous media. Adding
nonlinearity to a multigrid solver is feasible; there exist several methods [3,4]. We estimate
consequently that our iterative algorithms could converge with geometric multigrid
acceleration in one to several orders of magnitude less iterations per physical time step

(depending on the importance of material property contrasts).

The classical geometric multigrid method is well suited for shared memory parallelization, i.e.
it can be implemented rather easily on one CPU or GPU. To parallelize an application with
geometric multigrid for distributed memory is a bigger challenge, especially if the objective is
massive parallelization for supercomputers with thousands or hundreds of thousands of
processors. In fact, in an ideal multigrid implementation the coarse grid contains only few grid
points, which hardly produces an amount of work that would keep thousands of processors
busy. For massive parallelization, the classical multigrid method will probably have to be
adapted in order to achieve all of the following: near TME, near hardware peak performance
and close to ideal scaling. Implementations that scale linearly on thousands of processors have

nevertheless already been developed and are used for benchmarking supercomputers [5,6].

Future work may also include the automatic instrumentation of the HPC™ output codes for
in-situ visualization with a software like Visit [7] or ParaView [8]. In-situ visualisation software
enables the user to connect directly to a running simulation and permits to visualize
intermediate or final simulation results continually, accessing the data directly in memory.
Simulation data never needs to be written to hard disk in order to pass it to the visualization

software, as it is traditionally being done.
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GET

A MATLAB input scripts for HPC™ (optimized versions)

A.1 3D heat diffusion

clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4' }.o.. % Mandatory parameters
,'NDIMS' ,{'3"' }...
, 'nx’ ,{'384" }...
, 'ny' ,{'384" }...
,'nz' ,{'384" }...
,"OVERLAP',{'2"' }...
)5
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS' ,{'24" % % GPU parameters
, "MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK',{'1024'}...
, 'BLOCK_X' ,{'32" %
, "BLOCK_Y' '8 1
, "BLOCK_Z' {1 ...
, 'GRID_X' ,{'12"  }...
, 'GRID_Y' ,{'48" }
, "GRID_Z' ,{'12' 1}
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X' ,{'0" %}
, 'MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y" ,{'0'" %}
, 'MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z' ,{'0'" %}
)3
define_params(mandatory_params) ; % Define the mandatory parameters
define_params(gpu_params); % Define the GPU parameters
sizes = struct('Te' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}... % Declare the array sizes
,'Te2' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
it L, {'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
)5
allocate_sizes(sizes); % Allocate the arrays with the given sizes
set_up_gpuQ; % Activate the use of GPU
set_up_process_grid(4,4,4); % Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...

% ...the dimensions of the grid of Tlocal problems
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% Physics

Tam = g

rho = g

c0 = 2;

1x = g

Ty = g

1z = g

tel =1;

zcl = 0.5;

zc2 =0.3;

teAl = 100;

teA2 = teAl/3;

rv = 0.05*%1z;

rh = 0.05*1x;

% Numerics

dx = I1x/(nx_global()-1);
dy = ly/(ny_globalO-1);
dz = 1z/(nz_global()-1);
nt = 1000001;

nout = 10000;

% Initial conditions

Ci(:) = 1/c0;

for iz=1:size(Te,3)
for iy=1:size(Te,2)
for ix=1l:size(Te,1)

x_anom = x_global(ix,dx,size(Te,1)) - 0.5*1x;
y_anom = y_global(iy,dy,size(Te,2)) - 0.5*1y;
z_anoml = z_global(iz,dz,size(Te,3)) - zcl*1z;
z_anom2 = z_global(iz,dz,size(Te,3)) - zc2*1z;

Te(ix,iy,iz) = tel

R R R R R R R R R R X R X

R R R R X

R

R R R R

Thermal conductivity

Density

Heat capacity

Length of computational domain in x-dimension
Length of computational domain in y-dimension
Length of computational domain in z-dimension
Background temperature

Z-location of 1st temperature anomaly
Z-location of 2nd temperature anomaly
Amplitude of 1st temperature anomaly
Amplitude of 2nd temperature anomaly

Vertical size of the temperature anomaly
Horizontal size of the temperature anomaly

Space step in x-dimension

Space step in y-dimension

Space step in z-dimension

Number of time steps

Number of time steps between writing data to disk

1/Heat capacity

X-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomalies
Y-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomalies
z-distance from the 1st Gaussian temperature anomaly
z-distance from the 2nd Gaussian temperature anomaly

+ teAl*exp(-power(x_anom/rh,2)-power(y_anom/rh,2)-power(z_anoml/rv,2)); % 1lst anomaly

Te(ix,iy,iz) = Te(ix,iy,i1z) + teA2*exp(-power(x_anom/rh,2)-power(y_anom/rh,2)-power(z_anom2/rv,2)); % 2nd anomaly

end
end
end
Te2 = Te;
time_phys=0; isave=0;

9€T

%
%

Initialize also Te2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)
Initialize the physical time and the counter for saving data to disk
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LET

% Action
for it = l:nt
if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;
save_info();
save_coords();
save_array(Te, 'Te',isave);
end

R R R R

if (it==3); tic(); end %
%
start_of_parallel_iteration(); %
if (mod(it,100)==1) %
dt = min(min(dx*dx,dy*dy),dz*dz)*rho/1am/max_global(ci)/8.1; %
end
on_the_fly('gx = -Tam*d_xi (Te)/dx;"'); %
on_the_fly('qy = -lam*d_yi (Te)/dy;"');
on_the_fly('qz = -Tam*d_zi(Te)/dz;"); %

Save data and metadata every nout iterations
Save metadata

Save the Cartesian coordinates of the process
Save the array Te

Start the chronometer after two "warmup iterations" to avoid ...
. to include any library loading time into the measurement

Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

Update the size of the time step every 100th iteration

Time step for 3D heat diffusion

Fourier's law of heat conduction (computation on-the-fly)

R

on_the_fly('dTedt = 1/rho*inn(Ci).*(- d_xa(gx)/dx - d_ya(qy)/dy - d_za(qz)/dz);'); % Conservation of energy (computation on-the-fly)

Te2(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Te) + dt*dTedt;
[Te2, Te] = swap_pointers(Te2,Te);
update_boundaries(Te);

time_phys = time_phys + dt;
end_of_parallel_iteration();

R R R R X

end
time_s = tocQ);
% Performance

R

A_eff = (2%*1+1)*1/1e9*nx_global ) *ny_global () *nz_gTlobal() *PRECIS; %
t_it = time_s/(nt-2); %
T_eff = A_eff/t_it; %
if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end %

Update of temperature

Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dTedt
Indicate that the Tocal boundaries of Te must be updated
Update of physical time

Declare that the parallel iteration ends here

Stop the chronometer

Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]

Execution time per iteration [s]

Effective memory throughput [GB/s]

Print the execution time and the effective memory throughput
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A.2 2D glacier flow

clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4' 3. % Mandatory parameters
, '"NDIMS' ,{'2' 3.
, 'nx' ,{'2048'}..
, 'ny' ,{'1296'}..
,'nz' {1t
'"OVERLAP',{'2"' 3.
).
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS' ,{'24" }.. % GPU parameters
, '"MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK',{'1024'}...
, 'BLOCK_X' ,{'32" }...
, '"BLOCK_Y' ,{'8"' 3.,
, 'BLOCK_Z' {1 3.,
, 'GRID_X' ,{'64" }...
, '"GRID_Y' ,{'162" }...
, 'GRID_Z' {1 3.,
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X" ,{'0' 3.,
, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y' ,{'0"' 3.,
, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z' ,{'0"' 3.,
s
define_params(mandatory_params); % Define the mandatory parameters
define_params(gpu_params); % Define the GPU parameters
sizes = struct('H' ,{'nx ','ny ','1'}... % Declare the array sizes
,'H2' {'nx ','ny ','1'}...
,'B' {'nx. '",'ny ",'1'}...
s
allocate_sizes(sizes); % Allocate the arrays with the given sizes
set_up_gpu(Q); % Activate the use of GPU
set_up_process_grid(10,8,1); % Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...
% ...the dimensions of the grid of local problems
% Physics
g_mu = 1; % Gravity times shear viscosity
Tx = 28 % Length of computational domain in x-dimension
Ty =1 % Length of computational domain in y-dimension
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% Numerics

dx = I1x/(nx_global()-1);
dy = ly/(ny_global )-1);
nt = 500000001;

nout = 2500000;

% Initial conditions

R

Space step in x-dimension

Space step in y-dimension

Number of time steps

Number of time steps between writing data to disk

R R R

create_data_serially(sizes,mandatory_params,'n', '"WRITE_DATA_FOR_MATLAB_AND_CONTINUE'); % Create initialization data serially

B Toad_array(B,'B');
H = load_array(H,'H');
H2 = H;
doubTle_precision(time_phys);
time_phys=0; isave=0;
% Action
for it = l:nt
if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;
if (me==0 && isave>=2); fprintf('\nisave=%.0f time_phys=%.4f
save_info();
save_coords();
save_array(H, 'H',isave);
end
if (it==3); tic(Q; end

start_of_parallel_iteration();
if (mod(it,100)==1)
max_H = max_global(H);

dt = min(dx*dx,dy*dy)/g_mu*3.0/power_c(max_H,3)/4.1;
end
on_the_fly('gx = av_xa(H.*H.*H)/3*g_mu.*d_xa(H+B) /dx; ') ;
on_the_fly('qy = av_ya(H.*H.*H)/3*g_mu.*d_ya(H+B) /dy; ') ;
on_the_fly('dHdt = d_xi(gx)/dx + d_yi(qy)/dy;");
H2(2:end-1,2:end-1) = max( H(2:end-1,2:end-1) + dt*dHdt, 0);
[H2, H] = swap_pointers(H2,H);

update_boundaries(H) ;

time_phys = time_phys + dt;

end_of_parallel_iteration();
end

R

% Load topography

Load initial height of glacier

Initialize also H2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)

Declare time_phys as double precision as its value gets extremely big
Initialize the physical time and the counter for saving data to disk

R R R R

% Save key values, data and metadata every nout iterations

dt=%.3e it=%d max_H=%.4f\n',isave,time_phys,dt,it,max_H); end % Save key values
% Save metadata

% Save the cartesian coordinates of the process

% Save the array H

R

Start the chronometer after two "warmup iterations" to avoid ...
. to include any library loading time into the measurement

Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

Update the size of the time step every 100th iteration

Find global maximum of H

Time step for 2D glacier flow

32 3 X R R

R

Flux (height times velocity; computation on-the-fly)

R

Change of height in time (computation on-the-fly)

Update of height (values <0 are set to 0)

Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dHdt
Indicate that the Tocal boundaries of H must be updated
Update of physical time

Declare that the parallel iteration ends here

R R R R R X
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time_s = toc();
% Performance

A_eff = (2*1+1)*1/1e9*nx_global ) *ny_global () *nz_gTlobal() *PRECIS;
t_it = time_s/(nt-2);
T_eff = A_eff/t_it;

if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

xR

R R

Stop the chronometer

Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]

Execution time per iteration [s]

Effective memory throughput [GB/s]

Print the execution time and the effective memory throughput
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A.3 3D acoustic wave propagation

clear all

mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4'
, '"NDIMS' ,{'3"'
, 'nx' ,{'384"'
,'ny’ ,{'384"
, 'nz' ,{'384"'

, "OVERLAP',{'2'
s
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS'

, "MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK ', {'1024"'

, 'BLOCK_X'

, '"BLOCK_Y'

, 'BLOCK_Z'

, 'GRID_X'

, '"GRID_Y'

, 'GRID_Z'

, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X"

, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y'

, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z'

s
define_params(mandatory_params) ;
define_params(gpu_params);

sizes = struct('P' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'P2' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'vp' L{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
)N

allocate_sizes(sizes);
set_up_gpuQ;
set_up_process_grid(4,4,4);

L P SV R S o

,{'24"

,{'32"
{'8'
'L
{12
,{'48"
{12
,{'0°
,{'0°
,{'0°

L O B o e R = B

%

%

R R R R

Mandatory parameters

GPU parameters

Define the mandatory parameters
Define the GPU parameters
Declare the array sizes

Allocate the arrays with the given sizes
Activate the use of GPU

Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...

...the dimensions of the grid of local problems
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% Physics

vp0 = 2;

rad =0.1;

p_in = 100.0;

p_out = 1.0;

1x = g

ly =1

1z =1;

% Numerics

dx = I1x/(nx_global()-1);
dy = ly/(ny_globalO-1);
dz = 1z/(nz_global()-1);
dt = power(min(min(dx,dy),dz),2.0)/vp0/8.1;
nt = 1000001;

nout = 10000;

% Initial conditions

vp(:) = vpO;

P(:) = p_out;
for iz = 1l:size(P,3)
for iy = 1l:size(P,2)
for ix = 1l:size(P,1)

R R X R R R RN

R R R R R X

R R

%
%
%

Propagation velocity value

Radius of pressure anomaly

Pressure inside of sphere (anomaly)

Pressure outside of sphere (background)
Length of computational domain in x-dimension
Length of computational domain in y-dimension
Length of computational domain in z-dimension

Space step in x-dimension

Space step in y-dimension

Space step in z-dimension

Time step

Number of time steps

Number of time steps between writing data to disk

Propagation velocity
Pressure (intialized to background value)

X-distance from the spherical pressure anomaly center
Y-distance from the spherical pressure anomaly center
z-distance from the spherical pressure anomaly center

if (x_sph*x_sph + y_sph*y_sph + z_sph*z_sph < rad*rad); P(ix,iy,iz) = p_in; end % Spherical pressure anomaly

x_sph = x_global(ix,dx,size(P,1)) - 0.5*1x;
y_sph = y_global(iy,dy,size(P,2)) - 0.5*Ty;
z_sph = z_global(iz,dz,size(P,3)) - 0.5%1z;
end
end
end
P2 = P;

time_phys=0; isave=0;

%
%

Initialize also P2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)

Initialize the physical time and the counter for saving data to disk
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% Action
for it = l:nt
if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;
save_info(Q);
save_coords();
save_array(P,'P',isave);
end
if (it==3); tic(Q; end

R R R R

R R R

start_of_parallel_iteration();
on_the_fly('dgxdt = - d_xi(P)/dx;");
on_the_fly('dqydt = - d_yi(P)/dy;");
on_the_fly('dqzdt - d_zi(P)/dz;");
on_the_fly('dpdt
P2(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = 2.0*inn(P) - inn(P2) + dt*dt*dPdt; %
[P2, P] = swap_pointers(P2,P); 9
update_boundaries(P);
time_phys = time_phys + dt;
end_of_parallel_iteration();

R

I n
R

R R R R

end
time_s = tocQ);
% Performance

R

A_eff = (2*1+1)*1/1e9*nx_global ) *ny_global () *nz_gTlobal() *PRECIS; %
t_it = time_s/(nt-2); %
T_eff = A_eff/t_it; %

if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

R

vt

inn(vp).*(- d_xa(dgxdt)/dx - d_ya(dqydt)/dy - d_

Save data and metadata every nout iterations

Save metadata

Save the Cartesian coordinates of the process

Save the array P

Start the chronometer after two '
. to include any library loading time into the measurement

Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

Change of flux int time (computation on-the-fly)

R

Update of pressure

Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of drdt
Indicate that the Tocal boundaries of P must be updated
Update of physical time

Declare that the parallel iteration ends here

Stop the chronometer

Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]

Execution time per iteration [s]

Effective memory throughput [GB/s]

Print the execution time and the effective memory throughput

'warmup iterations" to avoid ...

za(dqzdt)/dz);'); % Change of pressure in time (computation on-the-fly)
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A.4 2D shallow water

clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4'
, '"NDIMS' ,{'2'
, 'nx' ,{'2048"
,'ny’ ,{'1296"
,'nz' {1
'"OVERLAP',{'2"'

),
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS'

3.
3.
3.
3.
3.
3.

,{'24"

, "MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK ', {'1024"'

, 'BLOCK_X'

, '"BLOCK_Y'

, 'BLOCK_Z'

, 'GRID_X'

, '"GRID_Y'

, 'GRID_Z'

, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X"

, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y'

, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z'

s
define_params(mandatory_params) ;
define_params(gpu_params);

sizes = struct('H' ,{'nx ','ny ",'1'}...
,'H2' {'nx ','ny ','1'}...
,'B' {'nx. '",'ny ",'1'}...
,"HVX' ,{'nx ','ny ",'1'}...
,JHVX2' , {'nx  ','ny ",'1'}...
,HYY!' ,{'nx ','ny ",'1'}...
,HYY2' ', {'nx ','ny ",'1'}...
s

allocate_sizes(sizes);
set_up_gpuQ;
set_up_process_grid(10,8,1);

144!

{132
,{'8"
{11

,{'162"
{11
,{'0"
,{'0"
,{'0"

}

}

}

}

...
,{'64" }...

}

}

}

}

}

% Mandatory parameters

% GPU parameters

% Define the mandatory parameters
% Define the GPU parameters
% Declare the array sizes

% Allocate the arrays with the given sizes
% Activate the use of GPU

% Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...

% ...the dimensions of the grid of local problems
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% Physics

g =1;
1x = 2§
ly =1
% Numerics
1f =1;
dx = I1x/(nx_global()-1);

dy = ly/(ny_global(0-1);
nt = 4000001;
nout = 20000;

% Initial conditions

R

Gravity
Length of computational domain in x-dimension
Length of computational domain in y-dimension

R R

R

switch for Lax-Friedrich (LF) stabilisation (1 - on, 0 - off)
Space step in x-dimension

Space step in y-dimension

Number of time steps

Number of time steps between writing data to disk

R R R R

create_data_serially(sizes,mandatory_params,'n', '"WRITE_DATA_FOR_MATLAB_AND_CONTINUE'); % Create initialization data serially

B = load_array(B,'B');
H = load_array(H,'H');
H2 = H;

time_phys=0; isave=0;
% Action
for it = 1:nt

if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;

if (me==0 && isave>=2); fprintf('\nisave=%.0f time_phys=%.4f

save_info(Q);
save_coords();

save_array(H, 'H',isave);

end
if (it==3); tic(); end

start_of_parallel_iteration();

if (mod(it,100)==1)

max_H = max_global(H);
dt = min(dx,dy)/sqrt_c(g*max_H)/2.1;

end
on_the_fly('vx
on_the_fly('vy
on_the_fly('gxx
on_the_fly('qyy
on_the_fly('gxy
on_the_fly('qyx

1./H.*HvVX;");

1./H.*Hvy;");

HVX.*VX + 0.5%g*H.*H;"');
HVY.*Vy + 0.5%g*H.*H;"');
HVY.*Vx;');

HVX.*Vy; ') ;

R

% Load topography

Load initial height of water

Initialize also H2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)
Initialize the physical time and the counter for saving data to disk

R R R

% Save key values, data and metadata every nout iterations

dt=%.3e it=%d max_H=%.4f\n',isave,time_phys,dt,it,max_H); end % Save key values
% Save metadata

% Save the cartesian coordinates of the process

% Save the array H

R

Start the chronometer after two "warmup iterations" to avoid ...
. to include any library loading time into the measurement

Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

% Update the size of the time step every 100th iteration

R R R

% Find global maximum of H
% Time step for 2D shallow water equations

% Velocity (computation on-the-fly)
% ..
Flux of the flux (computation on-the-fly)

R R R R
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on_the_fly('sx = -inn(H)*g.*d_xa(av_xi(B))/dx;"'); Source (computation on-the-fly)

on_the_fly('sy = —inn(H)*g.*d_ya(av_yi(B))/dy;"); % ...
on_the_fly('gxx_av = av_xa(gxx) - 1f*dx/4/dt*d_xa(Hvx);'); % Average of flux of the flux with LF stabilization (computation on-the-fly)
on_the_fly('qyy_av = av_ya(qyy) - 1f*dy/4/dt*d_ya(Hvy);"'); % .
on_the_fly('gxy_av = av_ya(gxy) - 1f*dy/4/dt*d_ya(Hvx);"'); % .
on_the_fly('qyx_av = av_xa(qyx) - 1f*dx/4/dt*d_xa(Hvy);"'); % ...
on_the_fly('Hvx_av = (av_xa(Hvx) - 1f*dx/4/dt*d_xa(B+H)) % Average of the flux (height times velocity) with LF stabilization and ...
*(x_global (ix,dx, nx)>dx || x_global(ix,dx,nx)<Ix-dx % ... applying zero-flux boundary conditions (the Tlast expression that is ...
|| y_global(iy,dy,ny)>dy/2 || y_global(iy,dy,ny)<ly-dy/2);'); % ... multiplied evaluates to 0 at the the global boundaries and to 1 ...
on_the_fly('Hvy_av = (av_ya(Hvy) - 1f*dy/4/dt*d_ya(B+H)) % ... everywhere else) (computation on-the-fly)
.*(x_global (ix,dx,nx)>dx/2 || x_global(ix,dx,nx)<Ix-dx/2 % .
Il y_global(iy,dy,ny)>dy || y_global(iy,dy,ny)<ly-dy J);'); %
on_the_fly('dHvxdt = -d_xi(gxx_av)/dx - d_yi(gxy_av)/dy + Sx;'); % Change of the flux (height times velocity) 1in time ...
on_the_fly('dHvydt = -d_yi(qyy_av)/dy - d_xi(gyx_av)/dx + Sy;'); % ... (computation on-the-fly)
on_the_fly('dHdt = -d_xi(Hvx_av)/dx - d_yi(Hvy_av)/dy;"'); % Change of the height in time (computation on-the-fly)
HVx2(2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Hvx) + dt*dHvxdt; % Update of the flux (height times velocity)
Hvy2(2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Hvy) + dt*dHvydt; % ...
H2( 2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(H) + dt*dHdt; % Update of the height
[Hvx2, Hvx] = swap_pointers(HVx2,HVX) ; % Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dHvxdt
[Hvy2, Hvy] = swap_pointers(HvVy2,HVy); % Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dHvydt
[H2, H] = swap_pointers(H2,H); % Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dHdt
H(1,:)=H(2,:); H(end,:)=H(end-1,:); H(:,1)=H(:,2); H(:,end)=H(:,end-1); % Boundary conditions on height
update_boundaries(H,HVX,HVY) ; % Indicate that the local boundaries of H, Hvx and HVy must be updated
time_phys = time_phys + dt; % Update of physical time
end_of_parallel_iteration(); % Declare that the parallel iteration ends here
end
time_s = toc(Q); % Stop the chronometer

% Performance

A_eff = (2*3+1)*1/1e9*nx_global () *ny_global () *nz_global()*PRECIS;
t_it = time_s/(nt-2);

T_eff = A_eff/t_it;

if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

xR

Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]

Execution time per iteration [s]

Effective memory throughput [GB/s]

Print the execution time and the effective memory throughput

R R R

XIAN3ddY



LYT

A.5 2D thermal convection

clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4' } % Mandatory parameters
, '"NDIMS' ,{'2' }
, 'nx' ,{'4094'}...
, 'y’ ,{'2046"'}. ..
,'nz' {1 }.o..
, "OVERLAP',{'2' }...
s
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS' ,{'24" }.. % GPU parameters
, '"MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK',{'1024'}...
, 'BLOCK_X' ,{'32" }...
, '"BLOCK_Y' ,{'8"' 3.,
, 'BLOCK_Z' {1 3.,
, 'GRID_X' ,{'128" }...
, '"GRID_Y' ,{'256" }...
, 'GRID_Z' {1 3.,
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X" ,{'1' 3.,
, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y' {1 3.,
, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z' ,{'0"' 3.,
s
define_params(mandatory_params); % Define the mandatory parameters
define_params(gpu_params); % Define the GPU parameters
sizes = struct('pP' ,{'nx ','ny ','1'}... % Declare the array sizes
, P2 {'nx ','ny ','1'}...
T {'nx. '",'ny ",'1'}...
T2 ,{'nx ','ny ','1'}...
vk {'nx+1",'ny ",'1'}...
,'vx2' L, {'nx+1",'ny ",'1'}...
vyt L, {'nx ', 'ny+1", "1
,'vy2' ,{'nx  ','ny+1','1'}...
,'Rho" ,{'nx ','ny ','1'}...
D
allocate_sizes(sizes); % Allocate the arrays with the given sizes
set_up_gpu(Q); % Activate the use of GPU
set_up_process_grid(8,8,1); % Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...
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% Physics

Tam =1;

mu = 1;

g = 1el0;

Ty =1;

1x = ly*2;

rho0 = 1;

alf = le-2;

rh = 0.1*1y;

t0 = 0;

ta =1;

% Numerics

dx = I1x/(nx_global()-1);
dy = ly/(ny_global )-1);
dt = dx*dx/4/2;

beta = 5e-9*dt/dx/dx;

nt = 20000001;

nout = 100000;

% Initial conditions
for iy=1:size(T,2)
for ix=1l:size(T,1)

% ...the dimensions of the grid of local problems

R

Thermal conductivity

Shear viscosity

Gravity

Length of computational domain in y-dimension
Length of computational domain in x-dimension
Density, background value

Thermal expansion coefficient

Size of the temperature anomaly

Temperature, background value

Temperature, value at anomaly

R R R X R R R R RN

R

Space step in x-dimension

Space step in y-dimension

Time step

Numerical compressibility

Number of time steps

Number of time steps between writing data to disk

R R R R X

x_anom = x_global(ix,dx,size(T,1))-0.51*1x; % X-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomaly
y_anom = y_global(iy,dy,size(T,2))-0.51*Ty; % Y-distance from the Gaussian temperature anomaly
T(ix,iy) = t0 + ta*exp_c(-power_c(x_anom/rh,2) - power_c(y_anom/rh,2)); % Gaussian temperature anomaly

if (y_global(iy,dy,size(T,2))
if (y_global(iy,dy,size(T,2))

end
end
for iy=1:size(P,2)
for ix=1l:size(P,1)

t0; end % Boundary condition on temperature (tO on top)
ta; end % Boundary condition on temperature (ta on bottom)

== ly); T(Cix,iy)
=0 ); TGx,iy)

P(ix,iy) = (rho0O-rho0*alf*(t0 + ta/2))*g*(ly-y_global(iy,dy,size(P,2))); % Initial pressure (lithostatic)

end
end
T2 =T;
P2 = P;
Rho = rho0O-rho0O*alf*T;

% Initialize also T2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)
% Initialize also P2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)
% Density
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time_phys=0; isave=0;
% Action
for it = 1:nt

if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;

save_info(Q);
save_coords();
save_array(p, 'P',
save_array(T, 'T',

isave);
isave);

save_array(Rho, 'Rho',isave);
save_array(vx, 'vx', isave);
save_array(Vy, 'vy', isave);

end
if (it==3); tic(Q; end

start_of_parallel_iteration();

on_the_fly('divv
on_the_fly('gxx
on_the_fly('qyy
on_the_fly('gxy
on_the_fly('dvxdt
on_the_fly('dvydt
on_the_fly('Rho
on_the_fly('dpdt
on_the_fly('gxT
on_the_fly('qyT
on_the_fly('dT_diff
on_the_fly('dT_advx_neg
on_the_fly('dT_advx_pos
on_the_fly('dT_advy_neg
on_the_fly('dT_advy_pos
on_the_fly('dTdt
T2(2:end-1,2:end-1)

P2

vx2(2:end-1,2:end-1)
Vvy2(2:end-1,2:end-1)
[T2, T]

[P2, P]

d_xa(vx)/dx + d_ya(vy)/dy;"');
P - 2*mu*(d_xa(vx)/dx - diw/2);"');
P - 2*mu*(d_ya(vy)/dy - divw/2);");

% Initialize the physical time and the counter for saving data to disk

R

Save data and metadata every nout iterations
Save metadata

Save the Cartesian coordinates of the process
Save the array P

Save the array T

Save the array Rho

Save the array Vvx

Save the array vy

R R X R R R R

R

Start the chronometer after two "warmup iterations" to avoid ...
. to include any library loading time into the measurement

Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

Divergence of velocity

Flux (equal normal stress with opposite sign)

R R R R

%

- mu*(d_yi(vx)/dy + d_xi(vy)/dx);'); % Flux (equal shear stress with opposite sign)
-1./av_xi (Rho) . *(d_xi(gxx)/dx + d_ya(gxy)/dy);'); % Change of velocity in time
-1./av_yi(Rho).*(d_yi(qyy)/dy + d_xa(gxy)/dx + av_yi(Rho)*g);'); % ...

rho0-rhoO*alf*T;"', "'mod(it,nout)==0");
-divv/beta;"');

-lam*d_xi (T)/dx; ') ;
-lam*d_yi(T)/dy;');

- (d_xa(gxm)/dx + d_ya(qyT)/dy);');

% Density (with indication to write it every nout iterations to memory)
% Change of pressure in time
% Heat flux

%
%

Diffusion of temperature

(vx(3:end-1,2:end-1)<0).*vx(3:end-1,2:end-1).*d_xa(T(2:end ,2:end-1))/dx;'); % Advection of temperature
(vx(2:end-2,2:end-1)>0).*vx(2:end-2,2:end-1) .*d_xa(T(l:end-1,2:end-1))/dx;"'); % ...
(vy(2:end-1,3:end-1)<0).*vy(2:end-1,3:end-1).*d_ya(T(2:end-1,2:end ))/dy;"'); % ...
(vy(2:end-1,2:end-2)>0).*vy(2:end-1,2:end-2).*d_ya(T(2:end-1,1:end-1))/dy;"); % .

dT_diff + dT_advx_neg + dT_advx_pos + dT_advy_neg + dT_advy_pos;'); % Change of temperature in time

T(2:end-1,2:end-1) + dt*dTdt;
P + dt*dpdt;
vx(2:end-1,2:end-1) + dt*dvxdt;

= Vvy(2:end-1,2:end-1) + dt*dvydt;

swap_pointers(T2,T);
swap_pointers(P2,P);

% Update of temperature
Update of pressure
Update of velocity

R R R

Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dTedt
Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dpdt

R R
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[vx2, vx] = swap_pointers(Vx2,Vx);
[vy2, vy] = swap_pointers(Vvy2,Vvy);
TAQ L) =T(2 , i)
T(end,:) = T(end-1,:);

update_boundaries(T,Vx,Vy);
time_phys = time_phys + dt;
end_of_parallel_iteration();

end

time_s = toc();

% Performance

A_eff = (2%4+0)*1/1e9*nx_global ) *ny_global () *nz_global() *PRECIS;
t_it = time_s/(nt-2);
T_eff = A_eff/t_it;

if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

R R X R R R RN

R

R

R R

Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dvxdt
Swap pointers to permit the on-the-fly computation of dvydt
Boundary conditions for the temperature in the x-dimension

Indicate that the Tocal boundaries of T, vx and Vy must be updated
Update of physical time
Declare that the parallel iteration ends here

Stop the chronometer

Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]

Execution time per iteration [s]

Effective memory throughput [GB/s]

Print the execution time and the effective memory throughput
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A.6 3D reactive porosity waves

clear all

mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4'
, '"NDIMS' ,{'3"'
, 'nx' ,{'128"
,'ny’ ,{'128"
, 'nz' ,{'408"'

, 'OVERLAP',{'2'

s
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS'

, "MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK ', {'1024"'

, 'BLOCK_X'

, '"BLOCK_Y'

, 'BLOCK_Z'

, 'GRID_X'

, '"GRID_Y'

, 'GRID_Z'

, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X"

, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y'

, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z'

s
define_params(mandatory_params) ;
define_params(gpu_params);

sizes = struct('xs' {'nx '
, 'Xs2' ,{'nx '
, 'Xs_old' ,{'nx '
, 'Pf! ,{'nx '
,'Pf2" ,{'nx '
,'Pf_old' ,{'nx '
, "Phi’ ,{'nx '
,"Phi2"' ,{'nx '
, "Phi_old"' ,{'nx '
, 'Rhofg’ ,{'nx '
, 'Rhosg' ,{'nx '
, 'Beta_X' ,{'nx '
, 'Xseq' ,{'nx '

ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny

L S R S )

,{'24'
,{'32'
,{'8'
,{'1'
{4
,{'16’
,{'51"
,{'0'
,{'0'
,{'0'
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...
'nz '}...

L O B o R P B2

% Mandatory parameters

% GPU parameters

% Define the mandatory parameters
% Define the GPU parameters
% Declare the array sizes
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, '"K_muf_Beta_ef"', {'nx

, "Ei’

, "Ef'

, 'Es'

, '"E_max'
, "dXsdt'
, "dpfdt’
, "dpfdt2’
s

allocate_sizes(sizes);
set_up_gpu(;
set_up_process_grid(4,4,4);

% Physics

eta =1;

k_muf0 = 1;

drho = 1;

phi0 = 0.01;

g =1

% Dependent scales

1s = sqrt(k_mufO*eta);
ps = drho*1s;

ts = eta/ps;

% Nondimensionalization
Da = 100;

tau = 1/Da*ts;

De = 0.001;
beta_d = De/ps;

rhos = drho+drho/2;
rhof = drho/2;

1z = 1s*50;

Tx = 1z/4;

Ty = 1z/4;

zcl =0.1;

zc2 = 0.23;

phial = 1.5*phi0;
phia2 = 0.75*phi0;

,{'nx
,{'nx
»{"nx
,{'nx
,{'nx
»{"nx
,{'nx

ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny
ny

"Poaa
"Poaa
"Poaa
"Poaa
"Poaa
"Poaa
"Poaa
"Poaa

R R R R

R R R R X

R R R

R R X X R R R R R X X R X

Allocate the arrays with the given sizes

Activate the use of GPU

Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...
...the dimensions of the grid of local problems

Bulk viscosity

Permeability over fluid shear viscosity, reference value
Density

Initial porosity

Gravity

Length scale
Pressure scale
Time scale

Damkohler number (viscous time over reaction time);

Introduction of the Damkéhler number (viscous time over chemical time)
Deborah number (viscous over elastic time scale); small to study viscous case
Introduction of the Deborah number for viscous vs. elastic deformation
Solid density

Fluid density

Length of computational domain in z-dimension

Length of computational domain in x-dimension

Length of computational domain in y-dimension

Z-location of 1st porosity anomaly

Z-location of 2nd porosity anomaly

Amplitude of 1st porosity anomaly

Amplitude of 2nd porosity anomaly
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rh
beta_s
beta_f
cs
beta_xx
delta_x
maxxs

% Numerics

dx

dy

dz

eps
dt_phys
nt

nout
nup
iterMin
iterMax

0.03*1z;
0.12*1x;

beta_d*11/12;

6*beta_d;
_1;
2e-1%*cs;
3e0;
0.05;

1x/(nx_global()-1);
ly/(ny_global()-1);
1z/(nz_global()-1);

2e-8;
le-6;
61001;
1000;
10;

1;
10000;

% Initial conditions

Xs(:) =

max

Xs/2;

for iz=1:size(Phi,3)
for iy=1:size(Phi,2)

end
end

for ix=1:size(Phi,1)

end

Xx_anom
y_anom

z_anoml
z_anom2

Phi(ix,iy,iz)
Phi(ix,iy,iz)

x_global(ix,dx,size(Phi,1)) -
y_global(iy,dy,size(Phi,2)) -
z_global(iz,dz,size(Phi,3)) -
z_global(iz,dz,size(Phi,3)) -
phi0 + phial*exp_c(-power_c(x_anom/rh,2) - power_c(y_anom/rh,2) - power_c(z_anoml/rv,2)); % 1lst anomaly
Phi(ix,iy,iz) + phia2*exp_c(-power_c(x_anom/rh,2) - power_c(y_anom/rh,2) - power_c(z_anom2/rv,2)); % 2nd anomaly

time_phys=0; isave=0; niter=0; dtPf=0;

€at

0.5*%1x;
0.5*Ty;
zcl*lz;
zc2*lz;

R R X R R R R RN

R R X R R R R R R R

R

R R R

%

Vertical size of the porosity anomaly

Horizontal size of the porosity anomaly

Solid compressibility without reaction

Fluid compressibility

Clapeyron slope of the reaction

Xseq variation with pressure (sign determines the Clapeyron slope)
Solid density variation with Xs

Maximum mass fraction of volatile species in solid

Space step in x-dimension

Space step in y-dimension

Space step in z-dimension

Convergence Timit

Physical time step

Number of time steps

Number of time steps between writing data to disk

Number of iterations between updates of time step and errors
Minimum number of iterations

Maximum number of iterations

Mass fraction of volatile species in solid

X-distance from the Gaussian porosity anomalies
Y-distance from the Gaussian porosity anomalies
z-distance from the 1st Gaussian porosity anomaly
z-distance from the 2nd Gaussian porosity anomaly

% Initialize different variables for the time loop / iterations
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% Action
for it =

if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;

end

1:nt

save_info(Q);
save_coords();
save_array(Xs, 'Xs',
save_array(pf, 'pf',
save_array(Phi, 'Phi',
save_array(Xseq, 'Xseq',

isave);
isave);
isave);
isave);

if (it==3); tic(); niter=0; end

start_of_parallel_iteration();

Xs_old = Xs;
Pf_old = Pf;
Phi_old = Phi;
maxabs_err = 2*eps;
iter = 0;

% Pseudo transient iterations

whil

e ( maxabs_err>eps &&
iter = iter + 1;

% Useful parameters
on_the_fly('Pe
on_the_fly('Xseq
on_the_fly('Beta_P
on_the_fly('Beta_Phi
on_the_fly('K_muf

% Darcy flux
on_the_f1y('qgDx
on_the_f1y('qgDy
on_the_fly('qDz

if (mod(iter,nup)==1);
if (mod(iter,nup)==0);

iter<itermMax ) ||

K_muf_Beta_P=K_muf./Beta_P;

Ei=Phi;

R

Save data and metadata every nout iterations
Save metadata

Save the Cartesian coordinates of the process
Save the array Xs

Save the array Pf

Save the array Phi

Save the array Xseq

R R R R R X

Start the chronometer after two
. to include any library loading time into the measurement

Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

Store Xs from the previous time step

Store Pf from the previous time step

Store Phi from the previous time step

Initialize the maximum absolute error

Initialize the iteration counter

R R X R R R R RN

(iter<iterMin)

=5 D8

min(max(beta_xx*Pf + maxXs/2,0),maxXs);"', 'mod(it,nout)==0");
Phi.*beta_f + beta_d - (1 + Phi).*beta_s;"');

beta_d - 1./(1-Phi)*beta_s;"');

k_muf0.*1/(phi0*phi0*phi0).*Phi.*Phi.*Phi;"');
—av_xa(K_muf).*(d_xa(Pf)/dx )5 ")
-av_ya(K_muf).*(d_ya(Pf)/dy )8"D3

-av_za(K_muf).*(d_za(Pf)/dz - rhof*g);"');
dtPf = min(min(dx*dx,dy*dy),dz*dz) /max_global(K_muf_Beta_P)/16.1; end

Ef=Pf/10; Es=Xs; end % Store all unkown DOFs before their update

'warmup iterations" to avoid ...

% Pf time step
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% Updates of the unkown DOFs (Xs, Pf, Phi)

on_the_fly('drfdt_phys = (pf - Pf_old)/dt_phys;');
on_the_fly('dXsdt_phys = (Xs - Xs_old)/dt_phys;');
on_the_fly('dPhidt_phys = (Phi - Phi_old)/dt_phys;');

Xs2 = Xs_old + dt_phys*dXxsdt;

Pf2 = Pf + dtpf*dpfdt - dtPf*dpfdt_phys;
Phi2 = min(max(Phi_old + dt_phys*dPhidt,le-4),1);

% Time derivatives
dpfdt2(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1)

1.0./inn(Beta_P).*( -d_xi(gbx)/dx - d_yi(gDy)/dy - d_zi(gDz)/dz + inn(Pe)./(eta*(1 - inn(Phi)))
+ (1-rhos./(rhof*(1+delta_Xx))).*(1-inn(Phi)).*(1+deTta_X)./(1-inn(Xs)).*inn(dxsdt) );
(Xseqg-Xs)/tau;');

on_the_fly('dXsdt

on_the_fly('dpPhidt = (1 - phi).*(Beta_phi.*dPfdt - Pe./(eta.*(1 - Phi)) - (1 + delta_Xx)./(1-Xs).*dXsdt);"');
% Swap all pointers (permits to do all computations within an iterations without synchronization in between)

[Xs2, Xs] = swap_pointers(Xs2, Xs);

[pf2, Pf] = swap_pointers(Pf2, Pf);

[Phi2, Phi] = swap_pointers(Phi2, Phi);

[dpfdt2, dpfdt] swap_pointers (dpfdt2, dpfdt);

% Boundary conditions, followed by local boundary update.

dpfdt (1, :, :)=drPfdt(2,:,:); dpfdt(end,:,:)=dPfdt(end-1,:,:);

dpfdt(:,1, :)=drPfdt(:,2,:); drfdt(:,end, :)=dPfdt(:,end-1,:);
dpfdt(:,:,1)=drPfdt(:,:,2); drpfdt(:,:,end)=dPfdt(:,:,end-1);

update_boundaries (drPfdt);

% Compute the errors (errors = variables before update - variables after update)
if (mod(iter,nup)==0)

Ei = abs(Phi - Ei); % Errors for Phi
Ef = abs(Pf/10 - Ef); % Errors for Pf
Es = abs(Xs - ES); % Errors for Xs
E_max = max(max(Ei,Ef),Es); % Maximum error (locally)
maxabs_err = max_global(E_max); % Global maximum of error
end
end
niter = niter + iter;
time_phys = time_phys + dt_phys; % Update of physical time
end_of_parallel_iteration(); % Declare that the parallel iteration ends here
end
time_s = toc(); % Stop the chronometer
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% Performance

A_eff = (2%*3+1)*1/1e9*nx_global ) *ny_global () *nz_gTlobal() *PRECIS;
t_it = time_s/(nt-2);
T_eff = A_eff/t_it;

if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

R R R

Effective
Execution
Effective
Print the

main memory access per iteration [GB]

time per iteration [s]

memory throughput [GB/s]

execution time and the effective memory throughput
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A.7 3D poroviscoelastic two-phase flow

clear all
mandatory_params = struct('PRECIS' ,{'4' }...
, '"NDIMS' ,{'3"' }...
, 'nx' ,{'254" }...
, 'y’ ,{'254" }...
,'nz' ,{'406" }...
, "OVERLAP',{'2' }...
s
gpu_params = struct('NB_PROCESSORS' ,{'24"'
, 'MAX_NB_THREADS_PER_BLOCK",{'1024"'
, 'BLOCK_X' ,{'32"'
, '"BLOCK_Y' ,{'8"'
, 'BLOCK_Z' ,{'1'
, 'GRID_X' ,{'8"'
, '"GRID_Y' ,{'32"'
, 'GRID_Z' ,{'408"'
, "MAX_OVERLENGTH_X" ,{'1'
, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Y" ,{'1
, '"MAX_OVERLENGTH_Z' {1
s
define_params(mandatory_params) ;
define_params(gpu_params);
sizes = struct('pPhi’ ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'"Phi2"' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'Pt’ ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'Pt2' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
, 'Pto' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
, 'Pte' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'Pf’ ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'Pf2' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'Pfo' ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
,'Pfe! ,{'nx ','ny ','nz '}...
, 'vx! ,{'nx+1','ny ','nz '}...
, 'vy! ,{'nx  ','ny+1','nz '}...
, 'vz'! ,{'nx  ','ny ','nz+1'}...

L O B o R P B2

% Mandatory parameters

% GPU parameters

% Define the mandatory parameters
% Define the GPU parameters
% Declare the array sizes
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'yinz+1'}. ..
,'nz-2"}...
,'nz-2"}...
,'nz-2"}...
,'nz-2"}...

, 'Vze ,{'nx ,'ny
, "Sxx' ,{'nx ',"'ny-2"
, 'Sxxo0' ,{'nx ',"'ny-2"
,'Syy' ,{'nx-2","ny
, 'Syyo' ,{'nx-2","ny
,'Szz' ,{'nx-2","'ny-2"
, 'Szzo' ,{'nx-2","'ny-2"
, "Sxy' ,{'nx-1", "ny-1'
, 'Sxyo' ,{'nx-1", "ny-1'
, 'Sxz' ,{'nx-1", "'ny-2"
, 'Sxzo' ,{'nx-1", "ny-2"
,'syz' ,{'nx-2", "ny-1"
,'Syzo' ,{'nx-2", "ny-1"
, 'Mn’ ,{'nx ','ny
, 'Etas' ,{'nx ','ny
, 'divgD' ,{'nx ','ny
, 'divvn' ,{'nx ','ny
, 'LPhiso’ ,{'nx-2", "ny-2"
, 'LPhise’ ,{'nx-2", "ny-2"
, 'Rx' ,{'nx-1", "'ny-2"
, 'Ry ,{'nx-2", "'ny-1'
, 'Rz ,{'nx-2","'ny-2"
, fdivv! ,{'nx ','ny
, '"VX_BG' ,{"'nx+1", "ny
, "E_max' ,{'nx-2", "ny-2"
, "Kemuf! ,{'nx ','ny
,'qpz' ,{'nx-2", "ny-2"
, '"Mus' ,{'nx ','ny
, 'Rog' ,{'nx ','ny
,'Tau2' ,{'nx-2", "ny-2"

)N
allocate_sizes(sizes);
set_up_gpuQ;
set_up_process_grid(4,4,5);

nz

nz

nz

nz

5 'MZ=R " Foac
5 'MZ=R " Foac
5 'MZ=R " Foac
5 'MZ=R " Foac
5 M=l Boac
'}.o..
'}.o..
5 'MZ=R " Foac
'}.o..
5 M=l Boac
'}.o..
'}.o..
5 'MZ=R " Foac

% Allocate the arrays with the given sizes

% Activate the use of GPU

% Activate distributed memory parallelization indicating...
% ...the dimensions of the grid of local problems
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% Physics

mu0 =1.0; % Solid shear viscosity, background value

rhofg =1.0; % Fluid density times gravity

k_muf0 = 1.0; % Permeability divided by fluid viscosity, reference value
etasO =1.0; % Bulk viscosity, reference value

XSi_w =1.0; % wanted xsi (coefficient in the updates of the stresses)
% Nondimensionalization

Xy_BG =1.0; % Background shear stress

rhosg = 2.0*rhofg; % solid density times gravity

ra = 3.0; % Height - width ratio

1z = ra*10.0; % Length of computational domain in z-dimension

Tx = (1z*nx_global())/nz_global(Q; % Length of computational domain in x-dimension

Ty = (1z*ny_global())/nz_global(Q); % Length of computational domain in y-dimension

cMu = le-1; % Geometry Coefficient in viscosity - porosity relation

R

bet_phi = 5e-3;
bet_dry = 1.3*bet_phi;

Effective bulk compressibility
Drained compressibility

R

b = 0.89; % Skempton's coefficient

alpha =0.9; % Biot-wWillis coefficient

r = le3; % Decompaction weakening factor for Pf>Pt

mod_G = 0.5/bet_phi; % Shear modulus

np = 3.0; % Exponent in nonlinear solid shear viscosity relation

tau_b = 0.05; % Characteristic stress at the transition between linear ...
% ... and power law viscous behaviour

phi0 = le-2; % Porosity, background value

rogBG = rhofg.*phi0 + (1.0-phi0).*rhosg; % Density, background value

phial = 1.5*phi0; % Porosity, value at 1st anomaly

phia2 = 2.0*phi0; % Porosity, value at 2nd anomaly

zcl = 0.25; % Z position of 1st porosity anomaly

zc2 =0.1; % Z position of 2nd porosity anomaly

rh = 1.0; % Horizontal size of the porosity anomaly

rv =1.0; % Vertical size of the porosity anomaly

% Numerics

dampXx = 1.0-1.0/nx_globalQ; % Damping coefficient

dampy = 1.0-1.0/ny_globalQ); % .

dampz = 1.0-1.0/nz_globalQ; % ...

rel = le-1; % Relaxation coefficient for shear viscosity
rels = Se-1; % Relaxation coefficient for bulk viscosity
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eps = 5e-4; % Convergence limit

roi =1.0; % Inertial density

dx = Ix/(nx_global()-1.0); % Space step in x-dimension

dy = ly/(ny_global()-1.0); % Space step in y-dimension

dz = 1z/(nz_global()-1.0); % Space step in z-dimension

bet_n = 10.0; % Numerical compressibility

dtPt_sc = (1.0+bet_n)/nz_global(Q); % Scale for iterative total pressure time step
dtv_sc = 1.0/(1.0+bet_n); % Scale for iterative velocity time step

dt = 3.5e-06; % Physical time step

nt = 40000; % Number of time steps

nout = 2000; % Number of time steps between writing data to disk
nup = 15; % Number of iterations between updates of time step and errors
iterMin = 1; % Minimum number of iterations

iterMax = 10000;
% Initial conditions
Mn(:) = mu0;
Phi(:) phi0;
for iz=1:size(Phi,3)
for iy=1:size(Phi,2)
for ix=1l:size(Phi,1)
x_anom = x_global(ix,dx,size(Phi,1)) - 0.5%1x;

R

Maximum number of iterations

R

Initialize the shear viscosity with the background value
Initialize the porosity with the background value

R

R

X-distance from the Gaussian porosity anomalies

y_anom = y_global(iy,dy,size(Phi,2)) - 0.5*%1y; % Y-distance from the Gaussian porosity anomalies
z_anoml = z_global(iz,dz,size(Phi,3)) - zcl*lz; % Z-distance from the 1st Gaussian porosity anomaly
z_anom2 = z_global(iz,dz,size(Phi,3)) - zc2*1z; % Z-distance from the 2nd Gaussian porosity anomaly
Phi(ix,iy,iz) = phi0 + phial*exp_c(-power_c(x_anom/rh,2) - power_c(y_anom/rh,2) - power_c(z_anoml/rv,2)); % 1lst anomaly
Phi(ix,iy,iz) = Phi(ix,iy,iz) + phia2*exp_c(-power_c(x_anom/rh,2) - power_c(y_anom/rh,2) - power_c(z_anom2/rv,2)); % 2nd anomaly
end
end
end
Phi2 = Phi; % Initialize also Phi2 (to have the correct boundary conditions)

for iz=1:size(VX_BG,3)
for iy=1:size(Vx_BG,2)
for ix=1:size(Vx_BG,1)
VX_BG(ix,iy,iz) = xy_BG*(y_global(iy,dy,size(Vx_BG,2)) - 0.5*Ty); % Initialize background velocity
end
end
end
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LPhiso = inn(log_c(1.0-Phi)); % Initialize the solid porosity in the log scale

time_phys=0; isave=0; niter=0; iter=0; maxabs_err=2.0%eps; % Initialize different variables for the time loop / iterations
dtS=dt; dt_cum=dt; % ...
% Action

for it = l:nt
if (mod(it,nout)==1); isave=isave+l;
save_info(Q);
save_coords();

R

Save data and metadata every nout iterations
Save metadata
Save the Cartesian coordinates of the process

R R

save_array(Phi, 'Phi',isave); % Save the array Phi
save_array(K_muf, 'K_muf', isave); % Save the array K_muf
save_array(qbz, 'gDz',isave); % Save the array gDz
save_array(divgb, 'divgD',isave); % Save the array divgD
save_array(Mn, 'Mn',isave); % Save the array Mn
save_array(Etas, 'Etas',isave); % Save the array Etas
save_array(Mus, 'Mus',isave); % Save the array Mus

R

Save the array Sxx
Save the array Syy
Save the array Szz
Save the array Sxy
Save the array Sxz
Save the array Syz

Sxx',isave);
Syy',isave);
Szz',isave);
Sxy',isave);
Sxz',isave);
Syz',isave);

save_array(Sxx,
save_array(Syy,
save_array(Szz,
save_array(Sxy,
save_array(Sxz,
save_array(Syz,

R

R

R

R

R

save_array(Tau2, 'Tau2',isave); % Save the array Tau2
save_array(Rog, 'ROg',isave); % Save the array Rog
save_array(vx, 'vx',isave); % Save the array Vx
save_array(Vy, 'vy',isave); % Save the array Vy
save_array(vz, 'vz',isave); % Save the array Vz
save_array(Pt, 'Pt',isave); % Save the array Pt
save_array(Pf, 'pPf',isave); % Save the array Pf
save_array(RXx, 'Rx',isave); % Save the array Rx
save_array(Ry, 'Ry',isave); % Save the array Ry
save_array(Rz, 'Rz',isave); % Save the array Rz
save_array(divv, 'divv',isave); % Save the array divv

end
if (it==3); tic(); niter=0; end

R

Start the chronometer after two "warmup iterations" to avoid...
to include any library loading time into the measurement
Declare that the parallel iteration starts here

R R

start_of_parallel_iteration();
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if (it>1); LPhiSso = LPhiS; end

IS

Store the solid porosity (log) from the previous time step

Pto = Pt; % Store the total pressure from the previous time step
Pfo = Pf; % Store the fluid pressure from the previous time step
dts = 1.0/mod_G/xsi_w*max_global(Mn)*phi0*cMu; % Physical time step for stresses

if (dt_cum >= dts || it==1)

SXX0 = SXX; Syyo =
SXyo = SXy; SXzo =
dt_cum = 0;

end

iter = 0;

maxabs_err = 2.0%eps;

IS

when the cumulated time steps (dt_cum) have reached the ...

. value of dtsS, store all the stresses from the previous ...
. time step ...

. and reinitialize dt_cum.

R

Syy; Szzo = Szz;
Sxz; Syzo = Syz;

R R

R

Initialize the iteration counter
Initialize the maximum absolute error

R

% Pseudo transient iterations
while (maxabs_err > eps && iter < itermMax) || (iter<iterMmin)

iter = iter + 1;

if (mod(iter,nup)==0); LPhiSe=LPhiS; Pte=Pt; Pfe=Pf; vze=vz; end % Store all variables at iteration start.
% NonTlinear parameters

on_the_fly('Rog
on_the_fly('K_muf
on_the_fly('Mus
on_the_fly('Rfact
on_the_fly('Etasi
if (mod(iter,nup)=
Etas
end
if (it==1); Etas
% Timesteps
on_the_fly('dtv
on_the_fly('dtPt
on_the_fly('dtpf

rhofg.*Phi + (1.0-Phi).*rhosg - rogBG;', 'mod(it,nout)==0'); % Density times gravity
k_muf0*1.0/(phi0*phi0*phi0)*Phi.*Phi.*Phi;"', 'mod(it,nout)==0"'); % Permeability over fluid shear viscosity

Mn.*phi0*cMu; ', "'mod(it,nout)==0"); % Solid shear viscosity
(Pp>Pt)*(1.0/r-1.0) + 1.0;'); % Decompaction weakening factor
etas0.*Mn.*(1.0./(Phi./phi0)).*Rfact;'); % Bulk viscosity
D;

exp_c(rels*log_c(Etasi) + (1.0-rels)*log_c(Etas)); % Apply relaxation on bulk viscosity

Etasi.*1.0./Rfact; end % Initialization of bulk viscosity at first time step
dz*dz*(1.0./Mus) .*roi./6.1*dtv_sc;"'); % Iterative velocity time step
Mus.*dtPt_sc;"'); % Iterative total pressure time step

dz*dz*(1.0./(K_muf./(1.0 + bet_dry*b/alpha)))./6.1;'); % Iterative fluid pressure time step

% Divergence of velocities

divv

d_xa(vx)/dx + d_ya(vy)/dy + d_za(vz)/dz; % Divergence of velocity

% Pressures (implicit update) and numerical divv

divvn
Pt2

Pf2

( divv + bet_dry.*((Pt-Pto) - alpha*(Pf-pPfo))/dt + (Pt-Pf).*1.0./Etas.*(1.0./(1.0-Phi)) );

( Pt -dtPt.*(divv + bet_dry.*( -Pto - alpha.*(Pf-pPfo))/dt - Pf.*(1.0./(Etas.*(1.0-Phi)))))
./(1.0 + dtPt.*(bet_dry/dt + (1.0./(Etas.*(1.0-Phi)))));

( Pf -dtpf.*(divgD + bet_dry.*(-alpha/b.*Pfo - alpha.*(Pt-Pto))/dt - Pt.*(1.0./(Etas.*(1.0-Phi)))))
./(1.0 + dtpf.*(bet_dry*alpha/b/dt + (1.0./(Etas.*(1.0-Phi)))));
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[Pt2,Pt] swap_pointers(Pt2,Pt); % Swap pointers to prevent synch. between the pressure updates
[pf2,Pf] swap_pointers(Pf2,pPf); % ...

% Strain rates deviators

on_the_f1y('Exx ( dxi(vx)/dx - in_yz(divv)/3.0 );")
on_the_fly('Eyy C d_yi(vy)/dy - in_xz(div)/3.0 );');
on_the_fly('Ezz ( d_zi(vz)/dz - in_xy(divw)/3.0 );")
on_the_fly('Exy ((d_yi(vx + VX_BG)/dy + d_xi(vy)/dx).*0.5);"');

on_the_fly('Exz = ((d_zi(vx )/dz + d_xi(vz)/dx).*0.5);");

on_the_fly('Eyz = ((d_yi(vz )/dy + d_zi(vy)/dz).*0.5);"');

% Stresses deviators Visco-Elastic and 2nd Stress invariant

on_the_fly('Xsi = (1.0./(mod_G*dtS)).*Mus;"'); % Coefficient for updates of stresses

SXX = Sxx0.% in_yz(Xsi).*(1.0./(1.0+ in_yz(Xsi))) + 2.0%(Exx + bet_n*in_yz(divvn)).* in_yz(Mus).*(1.0./(1.0+ in_yz(Xsi)));
Syy = Syyo.* in_xz(Xsi).*(1.0./(1.0+ in_xz(Xsi))) + 2.0*(Eyy + bet_n*in_xz(divvn)).* in_xz(Mus).*(1.0./(1.0+ in_xz(Xsi)));
Szz = Szzo.* in_xy(Xsi).*(1.0./(1.0+ in_xy(Xsi))) + 2.0%(Ezz + bet_n*in_xy(divvn)).* in_xy(Mus).*(1.0./(1.0+ in_xy(Xsi)));
Sxy = Sxyo.*av_xyi(Xsi).*(1.0./(1.0+av_xyi(Xsi))) + 2.0%Exy.*av_xyi(Mus).*(1.0./(1.0+av_xyi(Xsi)));

Sxz = Sxzo.*av_xzi(Xsi).*(1.0./(1.0+av_xzi(Xsi))) + 2.0*Exz.*av_xzi(Mus).*(1.0./(1.0+av_xzi(Xsi)));

Syz = Syzo.*av_yzi(Xsi).*(1.0./(1.0+av_yzi(Xsi))) + 2.0%Eyz.*av_yzi(Mus).*(1.0./(1.0+av_yzi(Xsi)));

on_the_fly('Tau2 = sqrt_c(0.5*(in_x(Sxx).*in_x(Sxx) + in_y(Syy).*in_y(Syy) + in_z(Szz).*in_z(Szz) + av_xya(Sxy).*av_xya(Sxy)*2.0 +

av_xza(Sxz).*av_xza(sxz)*2.0 + av_yza(Syz).*av_yza(Syz)*2.0 ) );', 'mod(it,nout)==0");
% Residuals

RX = 1.0/roi*(d_xa(sSxx)/dx + d_ya(sxy)/dy + d_za(Sxz)/dz - d_xi(Pt)/dx ) + Rx*dampX;
Ry = 1.0/roi*(d_xa(sSxy)/dx + d_ya(Syy)/dy + d_za(Syz)/dz - d_yi(Pt)/dy ) + Ry*dampy;
Rz = 1.0/roi*(d_xa(Sxz)/dx + d_ya(Syz)/dy + d_za(Szz)/dz - d_zi(Pt)/dz - av_zi(Rog)) + Rz*dampz;

% Darcy flux and its divergence

on_the_fly('gbx = -av_xi(Kumuf).* d_xi(Pf)/dx;"');
on_the_fly('gby = -av_yi(Kumuf).* d_yi(Pf)/dy;"');
on_the_fly('gqbz = -av_zi(Kumuf).*(d_zi(Pf)/dz + (rhofg-rogBG));"', 'mod(it,nout)==0");

divgd(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = d_xa(gbdx)/dx + d_ya(gDy)/dy + d_za(gDz)/dz;

% Porosity update - including advection

on_the_fly('drPhidt = inn(bet_phi.*((Pf-Pfo)/dt-(Pt-Pto)/dt) + 1.0./Etas.*(Pf-Pt)) + av_xa(inn(vx).*d_xi(1.0-Phi)/dx) +
av_ya(inn(vy).*d_yi(1.0-Phi)/dy) + av_za(inn(vz).*d_zi(1.0-pPhi)/dz);");

on_the_fly('LPhis = LPhiSo + dt*(-dPhidt);"');

Phi2(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = 1.0-exp_c(LPhiS);

[Phi2,Phi] = swap_pointers(Phi2,Phi); % Swap pointers to permit Phi update including its spatial derivatives

% Velocity updates and boundary conditions

Vvx(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(vx) + av_xi(dtV).*Rx;

Vy(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(Vy) + av_yi(dtV).*Ry;
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vz(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = inn(vz) + av_zi(dtV).*Rz;
vx(:,1,:) = vx(:,2,:); vx(:,end,:) = vx(:,end-1,:); vx(:,:,1) = vx(:,:,2); vx(:,:,end)
vy(@,:,:) = vy(2,:,:); Vvy(end,:,:) = vy(end-1,:,:); vy(:,:,1) = vy(:,:,2); vy(:,:,end)
vz(:,1,:) vz(:,2,:); vz(:,end,:) = vz(:,end-1,:); vz(1,:,:) = vz(@2,:,:); vz(end,:,:)
% Shear viscosity update (with relaxation) and boundary conditions
if (mod(iter,nup)==1);
on_the_fly('Mni = mu0*(1.0./(1.0 + power_c((Tau2./tau_b),(np - 1.0))));");
Mn(2:end-1,2:end-1,2:end-1) = exp_c(rel*log_c(Mni) + (1.0-rel)*log_c(inn(Mn)));
Mn(l,:,:) = Mn(2,:,:); Mn(end,:,:) = Mn(end-1,:,:);

vx(:,:,end-1);
vy(:,:,end-1);
vz(end-1,:,:);

Mn(:,1,:) = Mn(:,2,:); Mn(:,end,:) = Mn(:,end-1,:);

Mn(:,:,1) = Mn(:,:,2); Mn(:,:,end) = Mn(:,:,end-1);

update_boundaries(Mn); % Indicate to update local boundaries of Mn
end

% Local boundary updates
update_boundaries(vx,Vy,Vz,divqD,Phi);
% Error check
if (mod(iter,nup)==0)

LPhiSe = abs(LPhiSe-LPhiS);

Pte = abs(Pte-Pt);
pfe = abs(pPfe-Pf);
Vze = abs(vze-vz);
E_max = max(max(max(LPhiSe,inn(Pte)),inn(Pfe)),inn(vze(:,:,1l:end-1))); % Maximum error (locally)
maxabs_err = max_global(E_max); % Global maximum of error
end
end %(while Toop)
niter = niter + iter;
dt_cum = dt_cum + dt;

time_phys = time_phys + dt;
end_of_parallel_iteration();
end %(time loop)
time_s = toc();
% Performance
A_eff = (2*%12+1)*1/1e9*nx_global () *ny_global () *nz_global () *PRECIS;
t_it time_s/(niter);
T_eff = A_eff/t_it;
if (me==0); fprintf('\ntime_s=%.4f T_eff=%.4f\n',time_s,T_eff); end

R

Stop the chronometer

R

Effective main memory access per iteration [GB]
Execution time per iteration [s]
Effective memory throughput [GB/s]

o
ENR=N

R

Print the execution time and the effective memory throughput
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