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A bstract
T he optin al allocation of replicas to a hom ogeneous or heterogenous set of proces—
sors is derived for parallel tem pering sin ulations on m ultiprocessor m achines. In the
general case, i is possbl w ithout substantially increasing wall clock tin e to achieve
nearly perfect utilization of CPU tin e. Random uctuations In the execution tin es of
each of the replicas do not signi cantly degrade the perform ance of the scheduler.

1 Introduction

T he parallel tem pering, or replica-exchange, M onte Carlo m ethod isan e ective m olec-
ular sin ulation technique fr the study of com plex system s at low tem peramres'l{:’ Parallel
tem pering achieves good sam pling by allow Ing system sto escape from low freeenergy m Inin a
by exchanging con gurationsw ith system s at higher tem peratures, which are free to sam ple
representative volum es of phase space. The use of parallel tam pering is now w idespread in
the scienti ¢ community.

T he idea behind the parallel tem pering technique is to sam ple n replica system s, each
In the canonical ensamble, and each at a di erent tem perature, T. Generally T; < T, <
::< T,, where T; is the low tem perature system , of which we are interested in calculating
the properties. Swaps, or exchanges, of the con gurational varables between system s iand
j are accepted w ith the probability

p=mnfl; exp[ (: 5)H5 Hily; 1)

where = 1=(kyT) isthe reciprocaltem perature, and H ; isthe H am iltonian ofthecon gura—
tion in system i. Swapsare typically attem pted between system sw ith ad acent tem peratures,
j= i+ 1. Parallel tem pering is an exact m ethod in statisticalm echanics, in that it satis es
the detailed balance or balance condition ,'i’ depending on the im plem entation.

D ue to the need to satisfy the balance condition, the n di erent system s m ust be syn—
chronized whenever a swap is attem pted. This synchronization is In M onte Carlo steps,
rather than in real, wall clock tin e. In other words, all processors must nish one M onte
Carlo step before any of the processors m ay start the next M onte Carlo step. In paralkel
tem pering, a convenient de nition ofM onte C arlo step isthe ordered st ofallofthe M onte
C arlo m oves that occur between each attem pted swap m ove. These M onte C arlo m oves are
all of the Individualm oves that equilbrate each system in the parallel tem pering ensem ble,
such asM etropolism oves, con gurationalbiasm oves, volum e change m oves, hybrid M onte
C arlo m oves, and so on. Rephrasing, the balance condition requires that at the beginning of
each M onte Carlo step, each replica m ust have com pleted the sam e num ber of M onte C arlbo
steps and m ust be availabl to swap con gurations w ith the other replicas. T his constraint
Introduces a potentially lJarge Ine ciency in the sinulation, as di erent replicas are lkely
to require di erent am ounts of com putational processing tin e In order to com plete a M onte
Carlo step. Thishe ciency isnota problam on a sihgle processor systam , as a single proces—
sorw ill sim ply step through all the replicas to com plte the M onte C arlo steps ofeach. This
Ine ciency isa signi cant problem on m ultiprocessor m achines, however, where ndividual
CPU s can spend large quantities of tim e idling as they wait for other CPU s to com plete the
M onte C arlo steps of other replicas.



T raditionally, each processor on m ultiprocessorsm achines hasbeen assigned one replica
In parallel tem pering sinulations. Tt is the experience of the authors that this type of
assignm ent is generally highly ine cient, with typical CPU idle tin es 0f40{60% . W hen one
takes into account that the lowertem perature system s should have m ore m oves per M onte
C arlo step due to the ncreased correlation tim es, the idle tin e rses to Intolerable levels that
can approach 95% . T he issue of idle tin e has not been previously addressed, and it is clear
that a schem e which could allocate replicas to processors In an optin alm anner would be
usefnl

In thispaperwe address the optin alallocation of replicas to CP U s in parallel tem pering
sim ulations. The m anuscript is organized as Hllow s. In Sec.2 we present the theory for the
allocation of replicas to a hom ogeneous set of processors. In Sec.3 we present resuls where
the theory is applied to severalm odel exam ples. In Sec. 4 we discuss our results, com pare
them with the conventional parallel tem pering schem e, and consider the e ects of including
com m unication tim es and random ness In execution time into our model. W e draw our
conclusions in Sec.'§. A n appendix presents the theory for a heterogeneous set of processors.

2 Theory of Replica A llocation to P rocessors

In a parallel tem pering sin ulation, balance requires that each replica system be syn—
chronized at the start ofeach M onte C arlo step . C onsidering replica i, In every M onte C arlo
step we w ill attam pt N, ove (T;) random M onte Carlo con gurationalm oves, and the average
realwall clock tin e to com plte one M onte Carlo move is given by (T ;). The totalwall
clock tim e for replica ito com plete itsM onte Carlb step is

1= (T 3i)Npove (Ti): @)

A swe have already stated, the sin plk allocation of one replica to one processor for the entire
sinulation is ne cient. This is because , the tine per con gurationalm ove, depends on
the tam perature of the system . The value of can typically vary by a factor of 3 orm ore
between the fastest and the slowest system resulting in long idle tim es for the CP U s that are
assigned to the higher tem perature system s. The value of variesbecause the com position of
the con gurationalm oves and their acceptance ratio varies w ith tem perature. T ypically, but
not always, the highest tem perature m oves take less wall clock tin e on average to com plte.
A dditionally, it is offten desirable to perform m ore con gurationalM onte Carlo m oves per
M onte Carlb step at lower tam peratures because the correlation tim e is Ionger than it is at
higher tem peratures. Thism akes the Ine ciency of allocating one replica to one processor
dram atically worse. In Egn. -2, N ove I8 @ function of T; to allow for the Jarger num ber of
con gurationalm oves that m ay be perform ed at lower tem peratures. In m ost sim ulations
that are currently perform ed, N o is the sam e for all replicas because of the disastrous
Ine ciency in plications of increasing N, v fOr Jow tem perature replicas, forwhich isalso
often larger. Using an optin al allocation of replicas, the possibility of varying N ove fOr
di erent replicas exists, as discussed in Seci 3 below .

T he optin alallocation of replicas to processors is a non-trivial problem even In ram ark-—
ably sin pk situations. For exam ple, consider the case wheren = 3, 1 = 5, , = 4, and



3 = 3. Using three processors is clearly ine cient, as two processors would be idle whik
they are waiting for replica 3 to complte. The optin al allocation is to solit one of the
replicas on two processors, as shown In Fig.d). Only two processors are required, and they
willboth run at 100% e ciency ifthe replica is split correctly. N ote that the solitting must
be causally ordered In tim e. In the exam ple ofF i. 4, replica 2 is started on processor 2 and
com pleted on processor 1 two tim e units after being stopped on processor 2.

A general replica scheduler can be derived starting w ith the assum ptions that one replica
cannot be sin ultaneously run on m ore than one processor and that one processor can only
run one replica at a tim g, this second assum ption being the sin plest and, as it tums out,
them ost e cient use of the processors. T he logic of the derivation com es from scheduling
theon:y,'-5 % which is frequently used to solve problem s of this type in operations research and
Industrial engineering. G iven n replicas, where the tin e to com plkte replica i is ;, the total
processing tin e required to com plete all of the replicas is

W = i (3)

=1

We lt ngy be the CPU tine of the Iongest replica. If we have X processors, then the
shortest possbl totalwall clock tim e required to com plete execution of all of the replicas is
given by

wanl= MaxW =X ; ing): “)

The optin um integer num ber of processors to achieve 100% theoreticale ciency willbe
X "= 0 = g )

where byc is the largest Integer equal to or lss than the real number y. The number of
processors required to achieve them Ininum wall clock tin e willbe

X O - g = e 6)

where dye is the an allest integer equal to or greater than the realnumber y. The optim al
allocation can either be done form ininum , zero percent, idle tine, X ', orm ninum wall
clock tine X ¥ * 1 | Having m ade the choice of one of these two num bers of processors, the
optin al scheduler then proceeds by assigning the replicas sequentially to the rst processor
until that processorhas lled its allocation of .3 wallclock tim e. T ypically thisw ill result
n the last replica allocated to the rst processor being split, with the \ram aning" tim e
carried over to the second processor. The rem aining replicas are sequentially allocated to
the second processor, w ith again a possible split in the Jast replica allocated. T his procedure
is repeated until all the replicas have been allocated. In the m lninum wall cock, X @1,
case, the nalprocessorw illnotbe complktely lled unlessW =xM*Y =, , and there will
be a anall am ocunt of dle tine. In them Ininum idle tin e case, there willbe no idle tin e.
An exampl of how the scheduler assigns replicas to processors is shown in Figure 2 for a
20 replica case where 1ng= gort = 3, Where g is the wall clock tim e of the replica that
com pletes itsM onte C arlo step m ost quickly. ,

It is Inm ediately apparent that the scheduler? is extrem ely sinplk and very e ective.



The scheduler m ay easily be applied to existing parallel sim ulation codes. To apply the
theory to a practical sin ulation, one must rst perform a short prelin nary sinulation for
each replica to obtain an estinate of (T ;), and hence ; from Egn.2. W e note that the
scheduler could be run after each M onte Carlo step, since the calculation tim e associated
w ith the scheduler ism inim al. Such use of the scheduler would autom atically lad to an
adaptive or cum ulative estin ate of . Note that at all tin es, the balance properties of the
underlying M onte C arlo schem e are una ected by the replica allocations of the scheduler. Tt
isalso worthy ofcom m ent that the scheduler could be run w ith parallel tem pering inmultiple
din ensions, Hrexam ple di ering chem icalpotentiald®? orpairpotentialdt Horeach replica,
In addition to varations in tem perature. Increasing the num ber of order param eters that we
use In the paralkl tem pering not only m ay in prove sam pling but also m ay provide a better
estin ate of , since the estin ate of as a local function of phase space Increases as the
num ber of order param eters ncreases.

In this section we have derived the scheduler for a hom ogeneous cluster of processors.
In the Appendix we derive a sin ilar schem e for a heterogeneous clister.

3 Resuls

In this section we apply the optim al replica scheduler to three di erent parallel tem —
pering sinulation exam ples. D etails of the three di erent exam ples are given below, and
the perform ance of the scheduler can be seen in Tabk'l. Resulks are shown in the tablk for
them ninum idle tine, m ininum wall clock tin e, and traditional one—replica-perprocessor
cases. For each case we show the num ber of processors used, the CPU idl tin e as a per-
centage of the overall tin e for one M onte Carl step, and the ralwall clock tin e for the
sim ulation relative to that of the traditional parallel tem pering approach. To m otivate the
param eter values chosen for the exam ples, we note than In our experience w ith sim ulations
ofthe 20{50 am ino acid peptides from the Innate In m une system that are known as cystine—
knot peptides, we nd the ratio of correlation tin es between the Iow and high tem perature
replicas can vary by a factor of 10% to 10°, N ove (T1)N n ove (Tn) = 10%{10°, on the order
OfN 1 ove (Tn) = 10°{10° con gurationalM onte Carlo m oves are typically perform ed during
each M onte Carlo step at the highest tem perature, and N ove = 10° con gurationalM onte
C arlo m oves take on the order of 24 hours to com plkte.

Example 1

Forexam pk 1, the sin ulation system is chosen such thatn = 20,and (T ,)= (T,)= 3.
In paralkl tem pering sin ulations, it is usual for the tem perature to Increase exponentially
from T; to T,, since higher tem perature system s have wider energy histogram s, and so
higher tem perature replicas can be spaced m ore w idely than lower tem perature replicas?3
For speci ciy, we assum e that the wall clock tim e per con gurational step also Increases
exponentially from (T,) to (T1). W e take N, ove to be constant for each of the replicas.
The allocation of the replicas to the di erent processors is shown in Figurei2a) and b) for
the traditional and zero idk tin e cases, respectively. T his exam pl is typicalofm ost parallel
tem pering sim ulations that are currently being perform ed on m ultiprocessor system s.



Exam ple 2

Forexamplk 2,weusen and (T;) from exampl 1. W e, furthem ore, consider that the
correlation tin es of the lower tem perature replicas are longer, and so there should be m ore
con gurationalm oves per M onte C arlo step at the lower tam peratures. W e consider Ny ove
to Increase exponentially from N gve (Tr) tO Ny ove (T1) such that N gve (T1) N 5 ove (Tn) = 100.
W ith the values for (T) from example 1l,we nd ;ng= gor = 300.

Exam ple 3

Forexampl 3, weusen = 50, modeling (T ;) In the ssmeway as In examplks 1 and 2,
(T1)= (T,)= 3.WemodelN, e In the sam eway as In exam pk B, but in this exam ple st
N1 ove T1)™N 1 ove (Tn) = 1000, since the reason forthe increased num ber of replicaswould have
been the poorand slow equilbbration at the lowest tem peratures. W e nd ng= g = 3000.

4 D iscussion

From Tablkd, it is clear that the scheduler substantially in proves the CPU utilization
In parallel tem pering sim ulations. This allow s the m ultiprocessor cluster to be used w ith
con dence, for exam ple, for other pbs or sin ulations at other param eter values of Interest.
Exam ple 1 dem onstrates that the number of processors used can be reduced by 40% wih
an Increase of only 1.66% In wall clock tim e. A fematively, the num ber of processors can
be reduced by 35% and result in no increase in wall clock tim e relative to the traditional
parallel tem pering m ethod. As Exampl 1 is conservative in is characterization of m ost
m ultiprocessor parallel tem pering sin ulations currently being perform ed, we anticipate that
utilization of the optin al scheduler presented here will result In a lJarge Increase In the
com putationale ciency of paralkel tam pering sim ulations.

It is Interesting to note that, or all exam ples, as we increase the num ber of proces-
sors used In the simulations, X , from 1, the wall clock tin e decreases until the num ber of
processors that resul n m ninum wallclock tine isused, X ®*Y = di = 4. hareasing
the num ber of processors still further, to say the num ber of replicas, results In no reduction
In overall sin ulation tim e and only increases the CPU idle tine. This behavior is dem on—
strated in Figure 3, where the idle tin e is shown as a function of X for exampl 2. This

gure highlights the in portance of proper b scheduling on large, m ultiprocessor clusters.
T he use of the optim al scheduler derived here is needed in order for the sim ulation to m ake
the best use of a Jarge number of CPU cycles. It is theoretically possible to achieve 100%
e ciency on multiprocessor systam s, m aking them ideal for parallel tem pering sin ulations.
This is egpecially In portant in cases where it is desirable to vary N e between di erent
replicas (exam pls 2 and 3). Taking into acoount the dependence of the correlation tin e
on tem perature is com putationally disastrous for the traditional one-replica-perprocessor
m ethod of perform ing parallel tem pering sin ulations, as CPU idle tin es easily becom e >
90% . However, the optin al schedulerm akes the sim ulation ofthis case feasble, opening the
door to perfom Ing parallel tem pering sim ulations that sam ple con gurational space m ore
e ectively and e ciently.



In the results presented :n Sec.3, we have not explicitly taken into account com m unica—
tion tim es or the tin e taken to conduct swap m oves. Swap m oves that exchange con gura—
tionsbetween replicas occur at thebeginning ofeach M onte C arl step and replica allocations
occur at the beginning and possibly once within each M onte Carl step. These operations
are extram ely rapid com pared to the N, ove CON  guration m oves perfom ed for each replica,
asone can show . Recalling from the Resuls section that one con gurationalm ove takes ap—
proxin ately 0.1 seconds and know Ing that a typical com m unication tin e for interprocessor
m essage passing is on the order of 10 * seconds, we nd that exam ple 3 contains the m ost
com m unication tim e. In exam pk 3, the ncrease in idle tin e due to com m unication from the
zero idle tin e case is kess than 0.00001% . T his dem onstrates that com m unication tin e isnot
a signi cant e ect in these types of sin ulations. Comm unication e ects can, thus, safely be
Ignored.

W e have characterized the execution tin e ofeach replica in a detem Inistic fashion, but
In reality the execution tim e is a stochastic quantiy due to noise In variables not am ong
the degrees of freedom chosen for the paralkel tem pering. In order to m odel the sin ulation
tin es m ore realistically, we have also ncluded random ness into our analysis. That is, the
valueof isassumed to uctuateduringeach con gurationalstep. A spreviously m entioned,
the accuracy of the estin ation of is dependent on the num ber of order param eters used
to param eterize it. Thus, uctuations in willbe an aller for system s that use parallel
tem pering In muliple din ensions. W e note that for the case where the tam perature is the
only param eter used to characterize , uctuationsin can be as high as 10-50% . This
results n a uctuation in the tin e required to com plete replica i, which can be represented
m athem atically as

( )

i= iNmove i 1+ _ 7
T = Nmove (Ti): (Tj_)]l_z ™

where isaG aussian random number, and isa value that isproportionalto the correlation
tine. Aswe generally choose N, ove tO be proportional to the correlation tin e, we expect
N, ove= = constant. Thus, we use

1= ([T i)Npowe T I+ ] 8)

to model the uctuations. W e exam ine the caseswhere = 0:1;0:5, and 1:0. To analyze
the perform ance of the schedulr In the presence of the random ness, we take Into account
that a processor m ay be idle whik it is waiting for another processor to com plte is share
of calculations on a replica system that is shared between the two processors.

Tablk 1, show s the results of ncluding random ness into ourm odel forexam ples 1{3. The
averages and standard errors are calculated from the average results from 10 blocks, each
containing 1000 runs of the sim ulation system . The CPU idle tin e increases m onotonically
and non—-lnearly with . Forthem ore com plx system swhereN ,, o isvaried, the ine ciency
Introduced by the random ness is am aller, since the random ness of several replicas is typically
averaged over on m ost of the processors. The resuls are encouraging and show that the
e ciency of the parallel tem pering sin ulations organized by the scheduler ram ains w ithin
an acosptable lim i, even when relatively lJarge uctuations are considered. Increasing Ny, ove



w ill lead to lower uctuations, with the cbserved e ciency converging tothe ! 0 Im it as
O (1= 12 ).

m ove

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have introduced a theory for the optin al allocation of replicas to
processors In parallel tem pering sin ulations. T he scheduler leaves intact the balance or de-
tailed balance properties of the underlying parallel tem pering schem e. T he optin alscheduler
derived from the theory allow s m ultiprocessor m achines to be e ciently used for paraliel
tem pering sin ulations. T he allocation of replicas to CP U sproduced by the scheduler resuls
In a signi cant enhancem ent 0f CPU usage In com parison to the traditional one—xeplica-per-
processor approach to muliprocessor paralkl tem pering. The optin al scheduling vastly
reduces the num ber of required processors to com plete the sin ulation, allow Ing an increased
num ber of pbs to be run on the cluster. The com putationale ciency of the scheduler also
m akes it feasble to vary the number of con gurationalm oves per M onte Carlo step, which
was not practicabl using the one-replica-perprocessor schem e, due to the associated large
Ine ciencies. This exibility to vary numberofocon gurationalsteps isdesirabl because the
correlation tim e at low er tem peratures is often m uch longerthan that at higher tem peratures.

Our results show that random ness does not have a signi cant e ect or < 0i, and
the perform ance is still quite tokrablk even for the extreme case of = 1. Degpite the
random execution tin es, the replica allocation produced by the optin al scheduler is always
signi cantly m oree cient than the traditional one—replica-perprocessor approach. T he idle
tin e caused by random execution tim es is reduced asthenum berofcon gurationalm ovesper
M onte C arlo step is increased. Furthem ore, parallel tem pering n m ore than one din ension,
w ith order param eters other than tem perature, allow s for a m ore accurate determ ination of
the CPU tine per replica. For the sam e reason, these extra din ensions w ill also aid the
sam pling e ciency of the underlying paralkel tem pering algorithm .
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A ppendix

A llocation Schem e for a H eterogeneous C luster

U sing scheduling theoryé:@ it is possble to derive an allocation scheme for a muli-
processor m achine w ith heterogeneous processors. It is assum ed that the number of CPU
cycles required for each replica to com plete one M onte Carlo step and the soeed of each of
the processors In the m achine are known. In this general schem e, the num ber of processors
used by the scheduler, m , is adjusted dow nward until an acosptably low idle tin e and total
wall clock tin e are achieved.



Forn replicas, where ; isthe number of CPU cycles required to com plete replica i, the
totalnumber of CPU cycles required, W , isgiven in Eqn.3. W enow de ne

X3
W= w1l J n: @-1)

=1

Form processors, where k; is the speed of each processor in CPU cycles per unit tin e, w ith

ki k; 2t ky, thetotalnumber of CPU cycles available per unit tin e is
X
K = ky A-2)
=1
Wede ne '
X3
Ky= ki;l J m: ®&-3)

i=1
T he shortest possible wall clock tim e to execute the M onte C arlo step for all the replicas is
then
wall = maxW =K ; long); A-4)

where 1,5 isthemaxinum valie ofW =K 5;1 j m.

T he general scheduler works w ith a tin e Interval granularity of dt. At the start of the
sim ulation and at the end of each tin e Interval, we assign a level of priority to the replicas.
T he highest priority is given to the replica w ith the lJargest numberof CPU cycles required for
com pletion, and the low est priority isgiven to the replica w ith the least numberofCPU cycles
rem aining. A loop is perform ed through the priority levels, starting at the highest priority.
If there are r replicas In the priority level under consideration and s ram aining unassigned
processors and if r s, then the r replicas are assigned to be executed on the fastest r
num ber of processors. If the processors have di erent speeds, each replica must soend an
equalam ount of wall clodk tin e on each of the processors during the tim e interval, dt. The
totalwall clock tim e for the step is com puted from the proocessor soeeds and the required
number of CPU cyclkes. The number of con gurationalm oves that equals 1=r of the wall
clock tim e on each processor is com puted, and this num ber is the number of con gurational
m oves that each replica will perform on each processor. For the st 1=r of the wall clock
tin e, the replicas are assigned sequentially to the r processors. For the next 1=r of the wall
clock tin e, the assignm ent ofthe replicas to the processors is cyclically pem uted, ie. replica
1 to processor 2, replica 2 to processor 3, ..., replica r to processor 1. The assignm ent of
replicas to processors is cycled at the end ofeach 1=r ofwallclock tin e until the entire tin e
step is com plkted. O n the other hand ifr > s, the replicas are assigned to the processors by
solitting the tin e Interval In each processor r tin es, and assigning the replicas to spend one
short tim e Intervalbeing processed In each processor. T his is accom plished by assigning the

rst processor to execute sequentially replicas 1;2;:::;r. The seoond processor is assigned
a cyclic pemm utation ofthe replicas to execute sequentially: replicas 2;3;:::;1r;1. In general
processor 1 executes a cyclic pem utation of the replica sequence of processor i 1. This
allocation leads to each replica being executed for an equal am ount of wall clock tin e on
each processor. A singe replica, m oreover, is never allocated to m ore than one processor at



a single point in tin e.

If there are still processors ram aining to be allocated, the replicas at the next lower pri-
ority level are allocated by this sam e process. T he procedure is repeated until all processors
have been allocated or all replicas have been allocated.

T he replica assignm ent for wall clock tinm e dt is now com plete. Replica are reassigned
for the next period ofwall clock tin e using the sam e rules. If the tin e interval, dt, is chosen
to be an allenough, then the totalwall clock tin e of the sin ulation tendstoward ,an. A fler
the wall clock tin e of the entire M onte C arlo step has been assigned, the sim ulation can be
perform ed.

There issome exdbility in the use of this general optin al scheduler for a heterogeneous
muliprocessor m achine. In general, the best value of m is not known in closed form . &
is found by choosing the an allest value ofm that gives an acceptably low value wall clock
tin e, Eqn.A =4, and an acceptably Iow idle tim e in the derived allocation. T he tim e step for
the scheduler, dt, m ust also be chosen. It should be chosen to be an all, but not so an allthat
com m unication e ects becom e signi cant. M oreover, there must be m any con gurational
M onte C arlo steps per tin e step, dt, otherw ise the solitting of replicas am ong r processors
required by the algorithm w illnot be possible. T he com putational tin e associated w ith the
scheduler w ill generally be very m uch sn aller than that associated w ith the sin ulation. The
schedulerm ay, therefore, be run affereach M onte C arlo step. Such use ofthe schedulerwould
autom atically lead to an adaptive or cum ulative estin ate of the execution tim es required by
each replica.

In practical application of the results of this general scheduler, the processor allocation
w il typically be reordered to an equivalent one. For exam ple, In the case of two replicas
of equal length to be assigned to a singlk processor, the algorithm given above w ill sw itch
between execution of each replica at each tim e step, dt, rather than com plkte execution of
each replica sequentially. A reordering of the output of the general scheduler, therefore, w ill
generally lead to a sin pler processor allocation . C onsistent w ith the constraints of causality,
replica execution In tin e on a sihglke processor m ay be reordered. A llocation of replicas to
processors at each tim e step, dt, m ay also be pem uted am ong the processors as along as the
idle tin e so introduced is tolerable.

A tematively, the schedule optim ization for heterogeneous processors can be cast as a
linear program m Ing problm . W ih a penalty for each swich between replicas on a proces—
sor, an optin ized schedule m ay be derived at the onset by solving the linear program m ing
problem with a tin e resolution of dt.
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AN

X | I®G)|C &) I®) C &) I®) C &) I (%) C &)
=01 =01 =05 =05 =120 =10
Exampl 1
M axinum e cincy | 12 0.0 101.66 | 10555 002 | 113:81 005 | 36:96 006 | 16326 023 | 5455 040 | 22759 046
M inimum mn tine | 13| 6.16 1000 | 16d6 0:02 | 11210 005 | 4110 006 | 16147 023 | 5765 0:10 | 225:71 048
Tradiional 20| 390 1000 | 4112 003 | 104:12 006 | 5735 006 | 14718 029 | 6965 007 | 20872 0:60
Example 2
M axinum e cincy | 3 0.0 12820 | 465 002 | 13462 007 | 1929 009 | 16033 033 | 3450 073 | 193576 0:66
M inimum mun tine 393 1000 981 002 | 10675 006 | 2749 009 | 13482 028 | 4334 045| 17160 055
Traditional 20| 80.77 | 100.0 | 8062 0:01 | 10000 0:10 | 8255 0:02 | 116:60 031 | 8641 0:03 | 149:97 048
Exampl 3
M axinum e ciency 0.0 11053 | 725 002 | 11928 005 | 27:70 007 | 15455 022 | 4420 043 | 20060 0:44
M inimum run tine 526 1000 | 12:93 0:03 | 108:95 005 | 33:70 0:10 | 144:92 023 | 4959 0145 | 19120 0:444
Traditional 50| 86.74 | 1000 | 86:75 0:01 | 100:78 011 | 89:07 003 | 12669 038 | 9776 003 | 16956 0:66

Tabl 1: Resuls for the paralkl tem pering b allocation optin ized by the scheduler for run tin e or num ber of CPU s and
for the traditional allocation. Resuls are shown for the three exam ple systam s described in Sec. 3. Shown are the number
of processors (X ), the percentage CPU idle time (I), and the wall clock tin e of the sin ulation relative to the resuls for the
traditional allocation w ithout random ness (€ ). Idle tin e and wall clock tin e are also shown for the case where the CPU time
required for each replica is a stochastic quantity, Egqn.8,wih = 01;05,and 10.



Figure 1: Sinpl exam plk of the allocation of three replicas to two processors. In this
exam ple, an e cient allocation requires that replica 2 be split between processors 1 and 2.
T he replica num bers are m arked on the gure.

Figure 2: a) Replica allocation In the traditional one replica per processor parallel tem per-
Ing simulation using 20 replicas. b) The assignm ent of the sam e replicas to processors as
optim ized by the scheduler derived in Sec.Z. T he replica num bers arem arked on the gqure.

Figure 3: CPU idl tin e as a function of num ber of processors used to solve the 20-replica
example 2 from Sec.3.
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