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Linear scaling com putation of the Fock m atrix. IX .
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W e present parallelization of a quantum -chem ical tree-code [J.Chem . Phys. 106, 5526 (1997)]
for linear scaling com putation of the Coulomb m atrix. Equal tin e partition [J.Chem . Phys. 118,
9128 (2003)] is used to load balance com putation ofthe Coulom b m atrix. E qualtim e partition is a
m easurem ent based algorithm for dom ain decom position that explois sm all variation ofthe density
between selfconsistent— eld cycles to achieve load balance. E ciency of the equal tin e partition is
Mustrated by several tests Involving both nite and periodic system s. It is found that equaltime
partition is able to deliver 91 { 98 % e ciency with 128 processors in the m ost tim e consum ing
part of the Coulomb m atrix calculation. T he current parallel quantum chem ical tree code is able
to deliver 63 { 81% overalle ciency on 128 processors w th ne grained parallelism (less than two
heavy atom s per processor) .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Selfconsistent- eld (SCF) theories such as D ensiy
Functional Theory and hybrid HartreeFock/D ensity
Functional T heory are accurate and com putationally ef-

cient. Traditional G aussian-orbital quantum chem istry
codes that use conventionalm ethods] are usually re—
stricted to an all system s since these m ethods have steep
scaling of O ™ 2 3) with respect to system size, N . Re—
cently, signi cant progress has been made In the de—
velopm ent of O (N ) m ethods that overcom e these bot—
tlenecks. These methods include com putation of the
Hartree{Fock exchange m atrix E, E, E, E, E, ﬂ], the
Coulbmb matrix [§, 4, id, (1, (4, (3, (4, [14), the
exchange-correlation m atrix (13,14, 11,14, [1d], and i
erative altematives to eigensolution of the SCF equa—
tions d, 21,22, 23,24, 23, 241.

W ih the advent ofparallelm ultiprocessor com puters,
egpecially those based on comm odity processors, there
has been a great e ort in the comm unity to paralkelize
quantum chem istry oodesE, E, E, E, |3_J|, E, E, @,
E, @, E, @, E]. Successfiil parallelization of O NV )
m ethods hold prom ise for Jarge scale com putations given
the fact that w ith parallel linear scaling m ethods, an n—
f©old increase In processors should lad to an n-old in—
crease in sin ulation capability. H owever, this holds only
for scalable algorithm s.

Two of the m ost com putationally dem anding parts in
a density functional application are calculation of the
exchange-correlation and Coulomb m atrices. The O N )
exchange-correlation m atrix calculation has been e -
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ciently parallelized through the concept of equal tine
ET) partjtjon@]. In this work, the ET partition is
extended to load balancing calculation of the Coulomb
m atrix.

Linear scaling com putation of the Coulomb m atrix
has been achieved via the quantum -chem ical tree-code
@ctc)bd, i1, [14] and the continuous Fast M uli
polk M ethod CFMM )[E,[d,[12]. Both the tree-codeldl]
and the Fast M ultipok M ethod4d, [43] were orighally
proposed to handle the astrophysical N -body prob-—
lm . Paralllization of these N -body algorithm s has
been an active area of research in the com puter science
com munity 44, [, [ad, [, [ad, a4, [5d, [51, [52). Even
though both the N body problem and the Coulomb m a—
trix calculation sharem any sin ilarities, esoecially in han—
dling the far- eld m ultipole contrbution, little work has
been done on the parallel Coulomb m atrix calculation
beyond the sin ple m asterslave approach @, @, @]. It
should be pointed out that parallelO0 (N ) com putation of
the Coulomb m atrix is highly irreqular relative to paral-
el0 (N *) com putation ofthe two-electron C oulom b inte—
grals, where the Pbs are signi cantly coarse grained, en—
abling the m asterslave approach to work well. Tt iswell-
known that the m asterslave approach faces potential
contention and load inbalance problem s or ne grained
parallelism E] (@ an all ratio of work load to num ber of
processors). T hese problem s have indeed been observed
In quantum chem jcalca]cu]au'ons,lm], so altematives
are needed. O nem ay use the idea of counting the num -
ber of Interactions in parallelN -body codes to load bal-
ance com putation as in the orthogonal recursive bisec—
tion ORB) @] or C ostzones m ethodsm,@]. H ow ever,
due to cost irreqularities associated w ith di erent G aus—
sian extents, angular sym m etries, and non-uniform access
pattems, sin ple counting is not an optin al approach to
Joad balance com putation of the Coulom b m atrix.
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In this work, our m ain em phasis is on load balanc-
Ing the most tin e consum ing part of QCTC, which is
traversal of the density tree for evaluation of Coulomb
m atrix elem ents. To load balance this highly irreqular
tree traversal, we use the equaltine (ET) partition 4d],
w hich was originally proposed to parallelize com putation
of the exchange-correlation m atrix.

Equal tin e partition works by m easuring the time
soent In com putational sub-dom ains (eg. a lne, area,
or volum e) during one SCF cyclk. At the end of the
calculation, the tin e spent in each sub-dom ain is used
to predict a new overall dom ain decom position for the
next SCF cycl, where each new sub-dom ain ideally in—
curs the sam e am ount of work In the next SCF cyclk.
T he predicted dom ain decom position w ill deliver an in —
proved load balance In the next SCF cycl when there
is a an ooth variation ofthe workload betw een successive
SCF cyclks (eg. due to an all changes in the electron
density). In this way, tem poral locality [54] of the prob—
lem is exploited to achieve a continuously im proved load
balance.

In serial, the tin e to build the density tree constitutes
about 2% or lss of the totaltine spent n QCTC .Un-
fortunately, Am dahls law dictates that the perform ance
ofa m assively parallel program is ultin ately determ ined
by its serial parts. Therefore we also need to consider
parallel construction of the density tree. Agaln, ideas
from parallelN -body codesm ay be useful. T he construc-
tion of locally essentialtrees, which are just su cient for
tree traversal on each processor,[44] avoids the problem
of replicating the total density tree on each processor.
H ashed oct—treesl4d, 58] also solve the replication prob—
Jem , where hash tables are used to allow the program to
accessdata In an e cientm anner acrossm ultiple proces—
sors. However, due to fact that these approaches entail
signi cant code restructuring, for the present case, we
have chosen a parallel replicated densiy tree approach.

T he rem ainder of this paper is organized as follow s: In
Section [ we discuss our strategy to e  ciently parallkelize
com putation of the Coulomb m atrix J. In Section
we describe a com putational In plem entation of parallel
QCTC . Section [[¥] we discuss results of speedup tests
performm ed on a few representative nite and periodic sys—
tem s. In Section [Z] we summ arize the m ain conclusions
of the paper.

II. PARALLELIZATION OF QCTC

The quantum ~chenm ical treecode QCTC) or O N )
calculation of the Coulomb m atrix has been fully de-
scribed in Refs. [14] and [19]. Here we only highlight
essential aspects of the algorithm so that discussions of
parallelization ofQCTC m ay bem ade.

The Coulomb m atrix element in a
case is given by

nite (gas phase)

Z

0 ab @) tot (rO) .

Jap = drdr - —; @)

where the charge distrbutionBf] (or sinply the dis-
tribution) ,p (¥), s a product of the (G aussian) basis
functions 4 (r) and (). The total density of the
system , which inclides both the electronic and nuclear
parts, is denoted by ot (r). In QCTC, a hierarchical
multipole representation of the electron density, called
a densiy tree, is stored In an advanced k-d tree data
structurelRd, 154, 159]. A com pact representation of the
density In termm s of Hem iteG aussian HG ) [14, [19, [60]
basis has been used. W ih the help of the density tree,
QCTC reexpresses the matrix element n Eq. [) as a
sum ofnear- eld NF) and far- eld FF) term 80]
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whereM | isthg irregular solid ham onic interaction ten—
sor, O, [f]1= dr0, (©f (r) is a moment of the reg-
ular solid ham onics, Q runs over the all nodes In the

density tree as detem ined by penetration adm issbil-
ity criterion PAC) and mulipole adm issbility criterion

M AC)[4,158]and g runson the left overnear- eld prin -
itive distrbutions in the density. For the periodic case, a

periodic far- eld tem and a tin—foil boundary condition
term [14,161] are added to the RHS ofEq. ).

Essential to QCTC is construction of the total den—
sity tree. Once the density tree is built, calculation of
the Coulom b m atrix elem ents proceeds by transversing
the tree and checking the PAC and MAC . W hen both
PAC and M AC arem et, the far- eld contrbution is cal-
culated via the m ultipole approxin ation. T he near- eld
contribution, how ever, is calculated analytically.

From Eq. [J), it iseasy to see that O (N ) com putation
ofthe Coulomb m atrix ishighly irreqular; near-and far-

eld contributions are detem ined on the y via a PAC
and M AC that dependson both the distributions and the
density. Thisposesa challengeto e ciently load balance
parallel tree traversalin QCTC .

A . Load balancing tree traversals

Since ET partition Involvesm easuring workload using
a tiner (g. the MPI_WTime function In the m essage—
passing lbary M P I[6Z2]), i is im portant to decide what
work load Inform ation to tim e so that the tin ing pro—
cess itself does not Incur too much overhead. Thism ay
be achieved by recording the tin e to traverse the tree
for each distrbution (ie. ., () in Eq. [)). The tine
and position of each distrbution are stored in an array
on each processor to facilitate partitioning of the 3-D
bounding box (the root bounding box) that encloses all
distrbutions. Equal tim e partition [4(] is perform ed on
the root bounding box to achieve equal tin e or cost in
all sub-boxes (@lso called ET sub-boxes). ET partition
creates ET sub-boxes by recursively partitioning a box



Into 2 sub-boxes such that each sub-box carries approx—
In ately the same am ount of tine. At the end of the

procedure we obtain 2" ET sub-boxes, where n is an in-
teger greater than zero. A ssum ing that the number of
processors is 2", each processor w ill handk one of the

2" ET sub-boxes In the next SCF cycl. The restric-
tion of a power of two for the num ber of processorsm ay

be ram oved by using a general ET partitioning schem e

detailed In the Appendix of Ref.4(]. W e have used a

robust bisection m ethod[63] to nd the plane which ap—
proxin ately divides the workload into half. W e em pha—
size again the main di erence between our ET schem e
and other parallel N -body codesf44, 47] is that we use

an exact load tim Ing inform ation rather than counting

the num ber of interactions as in the orthogonal recursive

bisection (ORB)[44] and C ostzones m ethods|47].

For the periodic case, the tim e associated w ith each
distribution inclides the tim e to handlk the periodic far

eld1s,[61] contrbution. In thisway, ET partition nat—
urally uses combined tim ing inform ation to load bal-
ance com putation, extending the power of ET partition
to situations where di erent tim ing inform ation m ay be
grouped together.

A working hypothesis of the ET partition applied to
QCTC isthat the sum ofdistrbution tines foreach ET
sub-box is constant irrespective of the sectioning. How —
ever, orvery negrained parallelism , shifting a bisecting
plane m ay Induce a relatively large change in the total
predicted distrdbution timne in a subbox. This is due
to the fact that the total workload m ay not be equally
divided am ong the sub-boxes because the distribution
tin es are discrete (a distrbution is either totally or not
n a sub-box). Also, orvery negrained paralleliam ,the
totalwork In a sub-box ism ore sensitive to a change in
density thatm ay also Increase the load in balance, an ef-
fect which we have experienced In parallelization of the
exchange-correlation m atrix [40].

In the st cycl, there isno previous tin ing on which
tobasetheET .In such a case, weuse a reasonable heuris—
tic w here each processor handles an approxin ately equal
num ber of distrbutions (the total num ber of distrbu-—
tionsm ay not be exactly divisble by the num ber of pro—
Cessors) .

B . Paralleldensity tree build

In principle, an e cient paralklization of the densiy
tree build should m ake use ofthe fact that each processor
is handling only part of the total distrbbutions in an ET
sub-box. D epending on the collection of distributions on
each processor, a locally essentialtree4(,l44]m ay be con—
structed which is just su cient for the tree traversals of
allthe distributions on a processor, thus avoiding replica—
tion ofthe entire density tree and enablinge cientuseof
the m em ory space. However, w ithout an extensive pro—
gramm Ing task, tmay bedi cul topredetem inewhich
part of the entire density tree is needed for construction

of the Iocally essential tree. Asa st attem pt, we have
chosen a sin ple approach to parallelize the entire density
tree build.

For sin plicity of program m ing we assum e the num ber
of processors to be 2%, where k is an integer greater than
zero. Observing that there are 2¥ subtrees at the kth
tier in the entire density tree, our current in plem entation
adopts a sin ple schem e w here each processor builds one
of the kth-tier subtrees in the total density tree. W hen
all processors have built a kth-tier subtree, an alk-toall
exchange is carried out where all processors get the rest
of the kth-tier subtrees so that a nal \m erging" up of
the subtrees([14,119] can be perfom ed to cbtain the entire
density tree.

Ine ciency ofthe current im plem entation ofthe paral-
Eldensity treebuild in the 1im it ofa Jarge num ber ofpro—
cessors is expected. The altto-all exchange of data be-
tw een processors is expensive and does not scale w ith the
num ber of processors. A 1so, after collecting the subtrees
from all other processors, a processor has to \m erge"
m ore subtrees upw ard as the num ber of processors is In—
creased. This will nevitably introduce m ore overhead
as we use m ore processors. Even if one can overcom e
the alktoallexchange problem , one still faces a problem
where it m ay be wastefiil in the use ofm em ory to store
the entire density tree on each processor. H ow ever, w hilke
the present paralleldensity tree build m ay be replaced by
m ore sophisticated schem es, where locally essential trees
are builtf44] or hashed trees are used [46,155], the current
In plem entation delivers very good speedups up to the
128-processor level.

A sa sidenote, our rst Inplem entation ofan ET par-
allelQCTC tried to avoid the problem m entioned above
by partitioning the entire density into dispint localden—
sities. Each processor then built a local tree based on
the local density. However, since a distrdbution on one
processor does not \see" other local density trees, every
processor had to loop through all distrbutions and the
resulting partial C oulom b m atrices had to be resumm ed
using an alkto-all com m unication at the end of the cal-
culation. T his tumed out to be practicalonly below the
64-processor level. The goeedup did not increase w ith
m ore processors because the total intrinsic cost (ie. the
am ount ofusefilwork) ofQ C T C increases rather rapidly
w ith the num ber of processors. T he rapid Increase of in—
trinsic cost has at its root a break down ofthe hierarchi-
calmulipole approxin ation, as physically close charges
can no longer be grouped when they reside on di erent
processors. A sym ptotically, as the num ber of processors
approach the num ber of charges, one reverts to the ex—
pensive O (N ?) algorithm . For periodic system s, where
one has to visit the density tree m any m ore tin es (loop—
Ing through periodic in ages) relative to the nite case,
the speedup stagnates once we pass a certain num ber of
processors. Since this version ofthe parallelQ CTC does
not scale w ith the num ber of processors, we do not con—
sider it fiirther in this work.



III. M PLEM ENTATION

W e have In plem ented a paralel QCTC algorithm in
M ondoSCF [64], a suite of program s for linear scaling
electronic structure theory and ab initio m olecular dy-—
nam ics. M ondoSCF hasbeen w ritten in Fortran 90/95
w ith the m essagepassing lbrary M P I [64]. T in ings are
perfom ed using the MPT_WTIME function.

IV.. RESULTS

W e have perform ed scaling testson both nite and pe-
riodic system s. For the nite system s, we have chosen
taxol (C47H51NO14) and 2 water clusters as test cases.
For the periodic systam s, we have chosen pentaerythritol
tetranitrate PETN)[BA] and the -phase of octahydro—
1,3,5,7-tetraniro-1,3,5,7-tetrazocine ( -HM X )lbé]as rep—
resentative test cases. T hese system s are chosen because
they are highly inhom ogeneous, three-din ensional (@nd
tw o are perdodic) system s posing a challenge to parallel
QCTC.A1l runs were perform ed on a cluster of 256 4
CPU HP /Com pag A phaserver E S45sw ith the Q uadrics
Q N et H igh Speed Interconnect.

For the purpose of perform ing the scaling tests, we
start the calculation w ith the STO 3G basis set and a low
accuracy, and sw ich to the nalbasis set and accuracy
using a m ixed integral approach, and run for three SCF
cycles. The density m atrix P is saved to disk and scaling
tests of parallel QCTC are perfom ed. This procedure
m ay not be necessary. However, we are con dent that
the tin ings are representatives of a routine calculation.

The result of the taxol scaling test is shown in Fig.[.
The calculations are perform ed w ith the 631G and 6—
31G ** basis sets, and a GOOD accuracy [18]. T he resultsof
two di erent speedups are presented. The rst speedup,
called the ET speedup, measures the e ciency of the
ET partition forthe C oulom b m atrix elem ent calculation
by traversihg the density tree (see Section [[IAl and is
de ned by

2)

2
Set = ‘1 €))

)
tr

w here t}nT) isthe tim e to evaluate the m atrix elem ents by

traversing the density tree w ith n processors. N otice that
the speedups are relative to a 2-processor calculation.
The second speedup, called the QCTC speedup, m ea—
sures the overalle ciency ofparallelQCTC .From Fig.0l
it is observed that the ET speedup is excellent up to 64
processors. E ciency at the 64-processor level (where
the num ber of heavy atom s per processor is less than 1)
is at least 94% . The overallparallelQCTC goeedup is
very good up to 32 processorsbut degrades slightly at the
64-processor level. T he overallparallelQ CTC e ciencies
at 64 processors are 77.6% and 83.0% forthe 631G and
631G ** basis sets, respectively.
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FIG.1l: Scaling of parallel QCTC on taxol (C47Hs51NO14)

RBLYP /631G and RBLYP /631G **. Speedups are relative
to a 2-processor calculation. The labelsET and Q CTC denote
equaltin e and overallparallelQ CTC speedups, respectively.

The lossofe ciency isdue to the fact that the tim e for
parallel density tree build does not decrease at the sam e
rate (le. divided by the num ber ofprocessors) asthe tree
traversalpart. In Fig.[dwe present the t; 5 =ty 1 ratio as
a function of the num ber of processors for calculations
on taxol (@long with other system s for com parisons to
be m ade later). W e note that if the tin e for paraliel
tree build ttg were to decrease at the same rate (ie.
divided by the num ber of processors) as the tin e for tree
traversal trr as we Increase the number of processors,
then the typ =trr ratio would ram ain nearly constant.
However, Fig.[d shows that the ty 5 =ty ¢ ratio increases
steadily as the num ber of processors is Increased in all
cases, a fact that hasbeen anticipated from the discussion
in Section [[IEl. Since the slope or the 6-31G ** case is
an aller than that for the 631G case, this explains the
slight increase In the overallparallelQ CTC perform ance
of the 631G ** case over the 631G case, as shown in
Fig.[.

W e note that our results of a paralelQ CTC speedup
0of 780 W ith the 631G and 631G ** basis sets) wih 8
processors com pares favorably w ith the speedup ofabout
6.0 of Sosa et al.38], which is for an entire singlepoint
energy calculation w ith RHF /321G .

Sin ilar scaling tests have been performed on a
110-m okecule and 200-molcul water clusters wih
RBLYP /631G ** at a GOOD accuracy kvel. The result
of the scaling tests is shown in Fig.[d. It is ound that
the ET speedups are rather good for both cases. The
overall parallel QCTC speedups are 803 and 855 for
the 128-processor calculations for 110-m olecule and 200—
m olecule water clusters, respectively. The decrease In
parallelQ CTC e clency isagain duetothehigh tyg =ty 1
ratio at the 128-processor level. T hese ratios are 28 .8%
and 26.6% for the 110-m olecul and 200-m okcule water
clusters, respectively (see Fig.[D).
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FIG .2: The ratio ofthe tin e to build the density tree (trs )
to the tin e to traverse the density tree (-t ), as a function
of the num ber of processors.
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FIG. 3: Scaling of paralel QCTC on 2 cluster of water

molecules with RBLY P /631G **.
a 2-processor calculation.

Speedups are relative to

To investigate the performm ance of paralel QCTC at
a higher accuracy kevel, we have perform ed the scaling
tests on a 110-m olecule water clister but wih TIGHT
accuracy [L8]. T he results forboth GOOD and TIGHT accu—
racies are presented in Fig.[ fr com parison. It is seen
that the ET speedup isbetter for the TIGHT case than for
the GOOD case, which is anticipated since increasing the
accuracy level increases the e ective granularity, which
Jeads to a better perform ance In ET partition [40]. O ver—
allparallel QCTC iIncreases its e ciency from GOOD to
TIGHT,which isduemainly to a decrease n the trg =tr
ratio, as shown in Fig.[3.

Finally, for the periodic system s Fig.[d shows that
the overallparalkelQCTC with RPBE /631G ** on GOOD
accuracy is excellent. At the 128-processor level, the
1 1 1 -HMX (168 atom sper sin ulation cell) delivers

O
120+ =
06 (H,0),,, (ET, Good) 9
= & (H,0),,, (ET, Tight) P
100 H.0).. (QCTC, Good) v
o0 (H,0), n -
" aa (H,0),,, (QCTC, Tight)

Ideal Speedup g

\ \ \ \
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
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FIG.4: Scaling of parallel QCTC on 110-m olcule water

cluster with RBLY P /631G ** on GOOD and TIGHT accuracies.
Speedups are relative to a 2-processor calculation.
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FIG .5: The ratio ofthe tim e to build the density tree (trs )
to the the tin e to traverse the density tree (trr ), asa function
of the num ber of processors, for 110-m olecule water clister
RBLYP /631G **) calculations on GOOD and TIGHT accura—
cies.

1040 old speedup,whilethe2 1 2PETN (232 atom s
per sin ulation cell) delivers 100.0 fold soeedup. These

performm ances are better com pared to the 110-m olecule
(@ speedup 0f80.3) or 200-m olecule (a speedup 0f£85.5)

water clister calculations. This is due to the sm aller
trg =trr ratio (see Fig.[) for the periodic cases com —
pared to the nite cases, which mainly results from the
Increase In the tin e spent in the tree traversalpart (€g.
87.7and 64.0 secsforthe2 1 2PETN and 200-m okcule
w ater cluster, respectively).
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FIG. 6: Scalng of parallelQCTC on -HM X and PETN

wih RPBE /6-31G **. Speedups are relative to a 2-processor
calculation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have proposed an e cient m ethod of parallelizing
calculation ofthe Coulomb m atrix. T he concept ofequal
tine ET) hasproven fruitfiil for load balancing them ost
tin e consum ing part ofQCTC, which is traversalof the

density tree for the m atrix elem ent calculation. Equal
tin e exploits the tem poral locality between SCF itera—
tions to overcom e strong spatial irreqularities. Tt is ex—
pected that ET should retain this property between ge-
om etry steps In an optim ization or m olecular dynam ics
run. The e ciency of the ET partiion ranges from 91
{ 98 & for all test cases presented in this work at the
128processor kvel. The overall QCTC speedup, how —
ever, ranges from 63 { 81 % overall e ciency at the
128-processor kevel wih ne grained parallelisn . The
decrease in e ciency ismainly due to the paralkl tree
build process. W hile the current sin ple In plem entation
ofthe paralleltree build should eventually be replaced by
am ore sophisticated version, the current in plem entation
has enabled us to run routine calculations to address a
w ide range of interesting problem si6i,67].
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