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Abstract  The Lattice Boltzmann Method (LBM) is widely used in the field of computational
fluid dynamics. However, the traditional LBM computation is time-consuming. Therefore, it has
great significance to optimize LBM computation program. The existing algorithms pay little
attention to the potential large amount of data reuse benefits in time step iterations of the LBM
computation program, resulting in the loss of performance. This paper performs loop optimizations
on the core loops of LBM computation program to divide the huge iteration space into blocks or
tiles that match the cache capacity, thereby improving data reuse and developing coarse-grained
loop parallelism. The tile size has an important impact on program performance when partitioning
the iteration space. A hybrid tile size selection method, LBM_TSS, is proposed, based on the program
characteristics. LBM_TSS performs static analysis from the four aspects of LBM computation
program’s memory access behavior, locality benefits, parallel efficiency and synchronization cost

to construct constraints of tile sizes. Then, LBM_TSS performs empirical search to tune the best
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tile size in the constrained search space. The effectiveness of LBM_TSS is fully verified and analyzed

on a shared memory multi-core system. Experimental results show that our loop optimization

method with the tile size calculated by LBM_TSS improves the performance of LBM program by

16.79% at best, compared with other three LBM parallel optimization methods.

Keywords

1 5]

T

T 3% /R 2% %2 J7 & (Lattice Boltzmann Method,
LBMD ™ J&— Bl A T MR 19 43 - 80 ) 2 A7 (R0 2
T 3% S A RY 42 00 )22 T 2Z 8] i A WSS AR, 2 1 5
WA Sy 2 M EE k2 —. BT LBM 1] D) g X
SRR Y [R) L, FA R AR 1 v BE R JF AT M FEAH G
B 5 450480 A0 3SR AL DT B BAT Tz . o, A
LB S AT LA ] LBM 3 47 R HL BB 4L
T fiff DR — 6 OC B B B 2 R, 42 % LBM 72 N Y
RZBOHRGAR Ty 5 0] 8 A% O 2 58 1 8 R
B RAEAE R AR S 2% W AETR 2R 1 R B MO 2
AU g AR S B TR T U R A i
PR AR B e A 2 1 A B 7 A P A AT 530 4 .
I FEALRE 2 04 £ B2 23 B 3% S8 B 22 3 SRR 7 26 K
ZE ) CPU I [8] #6 2% 15 2 J2 i B0 H AU | ik
EAE PR AL PR 3 ol Ay 3k S ) 2% 550 1 A e 1 4R
Fo SR A IX R 2 1B N I Y 3B AT 1 B Y G B

BEX b 34 1) 8 4 2640 4k £ AR (loop optimiza-
tion) " UL T — B BRI T R BT T
BN N T [ AN AN o A U N
(loop transformations) J7 i . i i X #2 F¢ #F 17 55
7 38 R T A P AR 114 KA Sy A RO AT . — T
T A7 B A0 A B A T LA 05 5 728 S R AEA U
PG IR ACRS B 18 BT 2 AR 1 0 32 4R 23 8] 19 U5 47
WY 3873 M S 5 cache BE Y R 0T AE M 1E 2K AR
VifF B TE cache 133 5870 M TG A S5
tE 25 s DT A 28008070 e B SEE 7 A AR S 4 i B Y U A
18 JRy P« % Mt v 1k RE B o o 3l A AE 1 A i B
[} . 55 —J7 T 41 BRAG AL H AR s ] LUTT i 70 26
G WAL B T AT P L 090 B8P0 A R v 1 4 35 3 Bk
T3 i) LURF i B A0 B0 04 22 AR 1) ) 23 i 2 A o3 Bk
E 6 RO AR A 06 &R i A b, 52 BRAE B 3 B Of
A7 5 T HL 38 2 6 R0 AL AR s mT LATF A6 B AR 1Y
i LE 7, S SIMD HRE. (E15 —$2 12 . A 0T
FER W] m PERE VT A BEAE 20k B T R MUY B

LBM; locality optimization; parallel optimization; tile size selection

B o AR AL E AR W] LA 85 & cache F FHR,
WD AU A T 3 8 1) B RS Bl s DT 2 i B RS
2y 1 J A g A 1] A

LBM IR F 0T R SRS 24 inE
PEIR B HZE AT RS E A B P N R 2
ASREEER A B B )2 B 58 4 M R 0 U5 A2 TE
B S RE S PRAIE A — YR 18] 25 14 BT A 1 ) 5004 B
W B ATAE i b cache 1, B2 P 8k H 5% #E 4T — W A 4b
VifF » T A2 isf (8] 25 1) 26 AR 387 P DA i 38 cache w1 3 B
KA | 30K 23 KR 2 i B8 3 R vy A7 B2 (i
LGB AU 1) 9 B84 A A K F cache . 1 T 42
AR PR S 8L cache 25 8%, T 51 & 50 % 19 & A7
B HAT Ty e 2 18 BURE Y BRAT PR RE R R IRLUL
J0fe] 38 2o 96 AR AL B R i e LBM 3SR 7 b i)
REJL A, O 78 43 TF & 1T L B9 B8 1 68 7 DA T 42
LBM JT5FE 7 1 S0 A7 MR oA 0 o8 i X
SR Z AT 56 F LBM M58 T/ EELE T H &
RO TT AR R0 PRSI R 11 T AR i
HE LBM 4 355 001w S A 5 S A T 8
B 00 A SR 55 38 A ikt (0 A5 i 1 A A T AT
S HAT P BE. o LB 5E T AR AR D\ FHARE R
o 552 R 3 9 5 T % LBM Ry & e Fl i AR 3 7 &
BAEM ER HET 8 Z R BT & LBM i B R ¥
J P B A S A TAE.

AR SRR AR RS S B AN BE O 1k 1Y B L e 3t
ENFEZEARS L8 FIF R LBM &7 .o it
SLAE AT B U8 PR IEAT P O DU i $HE R B4 o
FEAAL B bR BARTF R T R TAE. & it
LBM F 5 1) 4% .0 1 B0 AR 5 52 it 76 25 mil 5 76 25
R G PEEE A AL AR I KB 8] 25 | s
L IFRE 23 )4 3% AR 28 R4 7 40 e 92 0 —Fh s 2%
14 D8 W TR T AT Ak 1% o 425 4 A0 28 43 B ] 1 RERE B2 O
TPk, HWR R T G s kAR A )k AT o e, T
A R o B K /N $% J5 #E (Tile Size Selection,
TSS). AR T —FEE TS T AR R
R AP K/NEFE I 15 LBMLTSS J5 . %7
LBM 1§ SRS (9 U7 247 L Jmy B Ml 25 047 PRk



1088 it <A

Hl

Y,
&

i 2020 4F

UL R D TE RS 4 A5 T AT S A3 B R R A
RN NN A IS 3 £ A 3 i e 9
B A48 R o3 e KN AT SO0 0 0 S 01 40 B RN,
4 LBM_TSS J5 ik TH58 0 10 43 B /N T i B 1 I
A7 7 25 v S A BR U0 Ak 0 B L DT S A S A
RO A& LBM JHE 88 e (04 UKL B 547 1 AR Jm) &5
P HFR. S5 A SCHAT T 2 1 SE 5 Bk, 5L
SRR LR LBM_TSS 7 g8 59 90 1 23 He ok
N B A K G 43 K/ LBM 2 )7, HME fE 47
Sl AT L3R B R HY 42 Jm 38 R AR AT 1Y B A0 o B R/ )
LBM F2 5 1 BE i 83. 20 %6 F11 97. 22 %. #H kb 282 #1 1)
25 [B) ARG IR AT 40 O 2% )R BB 1 Ak 1) 2 [ 24 1 3
FEATAL 5 B A 3E T POST/WAIT 6& %5 i i ) 24 1%
AT T B A SO 4 52 8L LBM. i 26 947 16
55y B2 T 14.61%,16. 79 % F1 13.10% Y
T PERE SR T

2 LBM BB FAITRUTIE

2.1 D2Q9 t&EY

LBM J&— Rl BE O AR 4 b Al 1A 52 2 i A4 I 3 1 2
BB TT V. BRI AR EAR 2 B A R B A AT L 1a) 25
07 1) 3 Bl A GORE 5 S SIORE B I 4 20 #8 5 A L Y
THORE A= filf A TLBML DU ek 75 53 K 0 F) 00 kL 1 i
SIRBERZERNEZE IR, Al FR K LBM K
T BRI T ICHR 14 J 42 A LAl LBM A AY,
A0 22 B8 A0 A7 2 T N (] 25 P 1 GORE B 48 L R 3l 10 4
RIEACEN T — I 1] 25 A4 SWORL AL 13 U 3l 9 BE 7. AR S
PRI T )iz T B2 58 1Y br R B 22— 1 B 5t
FiAl LBGK (Lattice Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook) ™™, % #
BUR] AR S 3 A0 R K 2 8 LBM B 81 1 72 75 3 54y
F T LB X 1285 B e I 19 72 e O A F 58 AT LA v
¥R ) A LBM #2115 HI A9 LBGK B 4, 4%
D2Q9.D3Q19.D3Q27 %, 7 3 M & F un ] I+ &
LBM 5588 v o W 7 14 S 308 = 1) A 26 017
PELIEA G LBM BRI B, R T 58 47 3 4 A
ASCHE I LBM 3SR P AL U5 v . i T LBGK
B v fi JE Al ) D2QO R RL. IZ AR T 2 4
() v A A - O 198 ORL RN B R LY 8 AN ks R A7
Bll 42 G 28 5 R AN 1] 1 BT s R S0 B A R R —
AR TORE 19 32 3l 3 2 w] DL 2y A 25 BR il f
(collision) FI i 31 (streaming) ™", filf 18 35 Y & (kL
MRG58 SCUF 1977 [0] 3 B I AR 1) ) flORE & A —
Al 12 5 B30 PR 5 U Bl 98 1 = GIOKEL 4% IR R

I % 2 21 45 3T 09 A% Y R b SEBUR — 8 1R
1 B 5. AR SR FH TR AL ot P BRORE 2 A e KX
o ¢ JAE 1 5 R Y A

B 1 D2Q9 85 X 45 45 1) 7 ]

2.2 LBMitERFRBHEMRL

Kl 2(a) R T D2QY #E B+ R 7 19 % 0 1
I Oh A A 32 6 0 19 B S8 2 O B () ZE 9 2 (time
dimension) , A [F] B[] 25 3% 4 9 19 78 )5 0 AT 2% 42 4
T 1 B N T e B e B2 NP | W 5 1 B Y
SRR TIE U S BUN ¥ |/ U N TR TP R N
SEPRIX 3 A~k R A B 58 PR O A (R 4 i B (space
dimensions). B KA [6] I [A] 25 2 4K 19 25 18] 48 5 21 1Y
PHAT P& AR AH [R] (U 58 42 U A7 Bk e 0 A R o (32 2%
B8 ST Ao AR A A T[] 325 R 2 R X 2 K i
B . 78 LBM 3158 78 15 1Y B 18] 28 78 268 - B K
AR LS. H2E B 2 PR i R 56 1
SRR P A I TR] 2D 2k AN B S TR) 4R 8 2R U5 1)
P KB o k25 (7], A8 33 cache 2518 FR il , {8 175 1)
(B4 70 1% B 0 Z BT SE B cache 540 SR W& M cache
PR 2 DT TG S IR M .

AR G AL B AR 523 LBM 3 582 3 1)
[B) 416 24 1 1 0 5. 1 2 . R AE 28 il (loop
fusion) ¥ 25 [0 4E R 3 A8 20 fh G B 1 A4 i 2706 25
SR B 3 AR PR T ST AT RS S AT A
Uk 2D R IR AR 3R 36 AR TF RS 5 3 AT LA 5 — 2 1 )R
PP 8 B b Gt 2 5 2k AT LA E PR 0 Ak TAE Y
FERdr. SR o 4 34 Al 1 0 R A Bl 2o R 1 40 A 22 (R AT
TERCHE MR, an 2R 2% 3 B AT Rl G o o ik
IR 7 AR OC 2R . T0 kA9 21 IE i 45 21 9R A A8 4 1y
B VR S AR e IS G R AN BE A RO R Bl B i
MRS ) WL AE A R R RN B A 2 A
PEIRAE m) o, A7 A8 BHL 1k A 5 10 2 728 6 1 40 1)
(—1.0) .0, —DFC—1,—1). 8 i — Bl F A 178 30
1 8% (loop bump) B IR 28 3 77 1, A F 05 5 A2 400K
X2 AME B A B A ) AR R A A ) B4R (L D
HEAT A o (o A 35 A9 A0 1ok 5 46 Sy 6 1 A 4
S B AR 1) B (0. 1) L (1,0) FI (0. 0). [ 2(b) 7R



6

BEIUWISE 18 T BUR %2 I R ER T B8 LA SR BT

1089

for(int t=0; t<ST; t++){
/IThe procedure of collision
for (int i=0; i<SI; i++) {
for (int j=0; j<SJ; j++)

}F[I]D] functlonl(ﬂl]{D] rho[i][jL,uli][j]);

//The procedure of streaming
for (int i=0; i<SI; i++) {
for (int j=0; j<SJ; j++) {
fli][j] = function2(F[i+1][j+1],F[i+1][j],

ELiG+11LF[[] F[l 1],
Flil[-11,Fli+1][-11,

FLi-1]G+ILFL-10-1D);

//The procedure of updating the macro quantity
for (int i=0; i<SI; i++) {
for (int j= 0 J<SJ i+ {

rho[i][j] = function3(fi][j]);
u[i][j] = function4(f[i][j]);
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for(int t=0; t<ST; t++){

for (int i=0; i<SI+1; i++) {
for (int j=0; j<SJ+1; j++) {
1f(1<Sl&& <SJ)
Fli][j] = functlonl(ﬂl][l] rho[i][jluliliiD);
if(i>0&&;j>0){
fli-1]j- 1] function2(F[i](j],F[i][j-1],F[i-11(j],
Fi-1][j-1],F[i-2][j-11.F[i-1](j-2],
F[i][j-2] F[i- 2]D] Fli-2][j-2]);
rho[i-1][j-1] = funct10n3(f[1 115-1D);
} u[i-1][j-1] = function4(fli-1][j-11]);

}
}

(b) JEIAIIE b Ja IR ER

for(int ii=0; 1i<iT; ii++){

for(int ji=0; jj<jT: ji++){
for(int t=0; t<ST; t++){
for (int i=1i*Ti+t*2; i<(ii+1)*Ti+t*2; i++
for (int j=jj* Tj+t*2; j<(jj+1)*Tj+t*2; j++) {
if(i<SI&&j<SJ)
F[i][j] = function ({Ti][jl.rho[il[jL.uli][j]);
if(1>0&&j>0) {
f[i-1][j-1] = function2(F[i][j1,F[i][j- l]F[l 1]L]
Fli-1][j-1]Fi-2][j-1],F[i-1][}-2],
FLIG-2) 21 LEG-211-2);
rho[i-1][j-1] = funct10n3(ﬂ1 11);
11[-11= funct1on4(1‘[1 1[G-11);
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ik 20 (4 D A7 R A ¢ =0 B 20— FF U QO K R
AN AR BEAT. TR O O XS B0 7E ¢ =0 B 21
C v, B B X #4r EdE T LA cache Hr ik
. @ DX B3 I A Bk n) 2o T AT U AE O
PR A7 F cache . QR ML BT cache T AL 4R
LRU 3 i 3h 75 22 40 1 o K 1o Ji) oA e 458 1 1) 2500
2 B © XA A2 T A0 RO kS B i A
t=1 B 2B . 0] DL R e, AR I 2K ¥, A
M5 e B — e @ DX S5 4 B S AR R
bt — B[R] RE KN 1 © X8R IH £ B 30 R Y AT
2T ORIt F O XA 2 A T 0] 33 157 50 75

BN cache Hrg ey THBCHE . G I, @ X302 BB Ui
[m) £ 4 5 O DX I ) £ Wi FE =1 B 20 SOk E BT A U
5] Y — 3k, 7 @ X 8 B B i LRU 3R i f A 56
B £, T &, BF AT O X B, cache 4K
WO @ XA, B 20 R T AT 3 O KB B A
AL BB =1 B2 53 BLBRAT 45 3, cache Hg 58
AR D QLA K @ X385 1 A Bl . A — A
[ 25 t=2 B 20 B 7 U5 A7 BRI 28 4, B3 =
ST ih 2] %3 P 04T 45

R Al THT A 3 AT R UE © X TE RS )
T@ X, Bt 28 #5609 0 S RONFE#E 2 (D By
1 00 T i R B R (2) . A SR LBM AR ¥
AR R s =, =2, () Al TS, =
TS,—2 BV a]. A #F5E R W, % T stencil 3H5 11 5
TSy BBl T A cache K24 1 LBM i}
SRR Y U — b S R B AR TR R A SO R T
TS, =TS, )77 T8 5y B, B 25 6] 4 46 26 43 B K/ A
AR, (2 Z 15 200 2

i XTS; = 5; X (TS, —s;) (2

3.2 BEblEE S

MG 1504 e B 4y ik TS, =TS, . 7]
Ll (DA R ). BHAT Fm ey it B A £
i cache. X T — A 3 K cache WY@ FHHH L
M5 L1 9% cache W& RAEK/N, BIEEFKZ
AR B0 AF FL 4R 5 [ 3k R e B 5 T L3 K cache %5
K H L3 9% cache fEAJE LT cache, HUTFE 4T
Ry AT Rl 23 32 B HA 5 R 5 e O HL O TR g
F L1/L2 9% cache. 2 T ARFFEAF 19 cache Ry ik
i o A SCHT MW L I L2 9 cache S G247 73 Pk
&, B0 L2_Cache_Capacity 1E R84 e K /AN
Cache_Capacity 8 F5r. L1 2% cache 1 L3 2% cache
SR NG SUR G B4 2 3 — 20 % 3 Bk se A i) ik
R rpfdi .

TS,»—TSJ<L/ Cac/'ie_Capacit?)‘ J (3)
Iteration_Data_Size

3.3 HITRESW

YR NRGE T o BUBCR S I AT LR B R
TR0 2 1 BRI 3 e DR /Nt 4 5 i 2 R 1) O R
JIEFRR TP RA T I 945 M BB AR /N7 8 % 547 3R
175381, W Tile_Amount g5y Yeat , & ] i 20 (4)
TR R o ST R ST 43 5 3R 2s A4 76 34 F
J VR B IEAC R S T RAR s YRR R B
BRI Z M g N ik AR ATE 2
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443 P, SCHRL26 J7E SC T —Fh 28 BUEE 12 s v Ok 1 o g
ANERAR AT 19 23 BB B AT R BE (granularity) , H
W45 18 ¢ granularity (T 2R T4 T 2. Wk
RN E D E 2 A0 A BE R R T BT
S BE A SO SCHRL 26 IR BF R 45 A5 2 X (5) , Horp
num_o f_threads 3 HATER RS R,
2.3 /N BT A L LBM 8 R S0 B 1
T FFAT 1. MR I SC 20 Hr s 7E A 7 1 A R R A DL
R T I AT R B RO K B R T B B — A
T E A%, FH Max_Parallel_Tiles 3E7~. W1 5R
num_o f_threads KT Max_Parallel_Tiles, I ATE
W A (num _of _threads — Max _ Parallel _
Tiles) MRRRAL T25 RPIRZS , i TR TR IOR 2. A
Max_Parallel_Tiles I IN/NTF num_o f_threads, i
1 AT U 5 5 6).
Tile_Amount=
SI+s; % (ST—1) SJ+s; % (ST—1)
( 5 W x ( . 1(@
Tile_ Amount
num_of_threads
SJ+s; % (ST—1)
TS w

(5

Max_Parallel_Tiles= (

J

Znum_of_threads (6)
Hi 113 al R 78 B TR B 2R HE A B B
IRAFTE AT IF 47 73 BN T num _of _threads {1
D+ 3 e I W T R AT T kR S 1L R T 4R o OB B T
IATRCA S NS AT AR M ik AT O AT A RO T
num_o f_threads W By B £F 5 A~ 9% B 11 I 47 18 F vh
JIt ki B B BB /0N S T BT A 2 R AR 48080 B BE AT o Y
P k. 30 C6) al Jan, LR HUOAT BEAE 18] 3 A 3% 4%
AHE =S By Beab T A il 2R R A T R R
AR B D A W T 2 A B i O B A A HE 2
Wi B 1) T3 0 4 R RT3k 3 o R S i s
i A 3 AL AR AT B 3 I s il W T » ) A 8
TLVPET 2 T N—1 Fm N AR AR T
ARl T BB RS I FE (O AR R AT T L &
TE I 11 2k & Fullload_Ratio B num_of_threads
P A Bk il IE S 1 57, LBM_TSS
T3 SR A7) AR A DT PR TE R A 35 9 T £k

73 B AT B 1 IR AT RO

Fullload_Ratio=
1— num_o f_threads X (num_o f_threads—1)
Tile_ Amount
3.4 EFFHEIW

T3 M7 53 BB I A7 8 3 ik 5 525 R ) 2D

D

TR X — B N R, W 2P O B R AR R A iR
H— A TAR S0 Gl 3 o — > 2R sl 3 2R ) 1
1758 73 B WAL 55 )i 55 LAl IR A7 T AF oo ot 47 Ko il
[ 45 BT 77 A2 W9 T A, |1 2.3 /N A g, AR SR
MDPS J5 % 9 BLB M 11 347 - I ik 51 T Bk AL
il PR AR SR B TR 85 th W AF 32 S L B B L.
(&) XM ERN TAERE Work _Efficiency ,
F,Real_Compute_Time 38281 B IE AT H %011
IS E] » Syne_Overhead 327 [R) 2 I 4. %5 200
PP IR 8l 55— PR TT 5.

Work_E fficiency =~

Real_Compute_Time

Real_Compute_Time + Sync_QOverhead 8
Real_Compute_Time =
TS, XTS; X Iteration_CPU_Time 9)
Work_E fficiency =~
TS? X Iteration._ CPU_Time
(10)

TS? X Iteration_CPU_Time~+ Sync_Overhead

XFF A W5 ) LBM 1 35, Real _Com pute _
Time WEL AT LA 2 (D 1FE, Teration_CPU_Time
FORBWIEARAE SR CPU B ).y F A SCR I
B B TS, =TS, X O RAK AT LIS 2]
. (10). Sync_Owverhead F Iteration _CPU_Time
e S ARG S BRI OO A AR N B ) BRAL b AT I
T ELXE AN [ 39 2 R 501 47 85 0 AT B (AR A
— K. X T Iteration_CPU_Time W38, 7] L3 1o
Xof R L P A B A B 3 AT I R) A BE . B2k R GE AT
F8 Sl P 1) B A 3R AR B, O 22 Wk AR i R O
S .53 Tteration_CPU_Time W AUE. R
FEAT N 22 72 5 3 cache Ay R [H , T 52
my Iteration_ CPU_ Time, J 1158 3] E W {H. X T
Sync_Owverhead W)+ 50 ., W RS (52 A% % 181 &
JrBUAL I A AT O 5 5L B B AT I R G L T
H Y & Uy ) B XA, Fofh 4R R HORE S5 1F, T
DA TR S5 A5 (9 ] 8] 2 1 3% 12 A Syne_Owverhead s 3X
HUE NI R T Sync_Overhead WA E M. T 4.
J¥ X U5 [0 /9 B BL 1 16 45 JL P AS A7 72 80 28 5 i a)
PGB Sync_Overhead WE. £ 3¢ 33X Fiv i O 45 0%
FHHE T HE 209 J7 vE X 5 X D5 0] #E A7 J#AEL I
Sync_Overhead WYE W BAE Jy in U H. A< SOR A
T EAE AR I L4 U 0] B % DX B 5 VT 55 08 U
Mutex_Overhead , ¥ 16 5. DXHI 5 15 (19 A i 5 14 IF
4 5E X h Wait _Overhead , 33+ = (1D iR X 3 Ff
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FE8S Z [0 19 % R Mutex_Overhead WJ D) A I 25 {1
T8 Iteration _CPU_Time B J7 50 H 2K, M
Wait_Ouverhead W35 T T30 7 55 18
WAL ) 7 KRRy Mutex_Probability,
H AL VI 0] 5 R X I 18] 53 JC AR 5GP 3+ A LA
HESHRA2). R —8 28 num_of_threads 4
LR RR W PAT - e AT U7 ) B XA ME R # J2 Muzer_
Probability, [t LLTE B> I 20 75 18] B e XA 26 R %0
FIECFE I N num_o f_threads X Mutex_ Probability.
At S A (3D R A2 A AH A AD
APPSR A iz XA TR T
P A4S nt /8 num _of _threads, MO 3 /R
Mutex _Overhead s ICT FEn Iteration_CPU_Time,
3% 3 A8 B n) AN A5 i 5 6. 5 e # 20 (14)
AR 10), 0] LL1§ 3] Work _E fficiency T TS,
i) —JC R AL 2 (15) BT 7.

Sync_QOwverhead = Mutex_Overhead+Wait_Overhead

(1)
Mutex_Probability=

Mutex_Owverhead
Mutex_Overhead+ Iteration_CPU_Time X TS
Wait_Overhead =num_o f_threads X
Mutex_Probability X Mutex_Overhead (13)
nt X MO?

12)

Sync_Overhead = -+MO (14)

MO-+ICTXTS:
Work _Ef ficiency =~
TS XICT
(15)
, . nt X MO?*
TS ><ch+< 7 MO)

MO+ ICTXTS;

3.5 BEOMEZRERNES

PLE 4 /N 43 SN LBM G 3R 1 U5 4247 R )
FRPEUC RS IEATRCR DL R A RS A Ay kAT T
TSN BT LR B

(1) X T LBM PR 1 V5 AF 53 B 22 W] . 2 B i
SRR (D RGBS A5 1 vk it ] 3% £ i 43 He m] LSS
LA cache, JIB 4 cache iy 3 35 B fie KAE ; 5
Hb A8 58 20 B mT PAl 2 (D).

(2) X Jry AR A A B4 0 A 6 W . 5 JE 3] cache 1Y
Z5a R DA SOl o PR AR SO P R L2 9K cache
GEAE oy BegcHE L1 A L3 9% cache fE 5 2 & 5 48
R R A

(3) X IEAT RN 43 M1 22 B L 43 Pk B i/ )
FEATRE B R . Bk B Yk B T L 2R (1) ~
(6D, A BE AR AP 1 A7 8005 5 TR I, 28 A 0 £ 2%

AL SZ 3 43 B /N B 5 W) 8 73 B OR/IN I L i
% B AR TR

(4) XF [7) 26 TF 85 1 43 i R WL AR 0% %2 31 43
R /NFA ) 25 T 55 1 52 W) 78 JC ¥ 46 /08 5] 28 T 55 1
LT HA Ry B I N A R AR,

454 LBM ER B UIAAAT R R i 4 L IR AT
RORLL R FEIE 8 4 G750 A s 2 0 18 R
SO EE G B A A S O A R ) 2R SR A
KA /NG IAY R i — 20 B A RN
AE. AR SCRT U0 170 28 0 18 2% 2 i i o A 4 ) 4 1 0
[N Y A L Ty RN L FITE L a6 A N 57 v =X
SCE A ZR LA /D 5[] A 1) — 8 R Oy = xF
TR KNG I R /T LA 2 B REAE A P Kt
AT R ORI 4P 0y 25 8] Ry ) A & RL 1 2B
KA E 0 T4 48 i KT cache 25 & 19 i 2k 43 Bk
KNSR =] 0] DL AR R,

B 1 RN T SRR A A RN SRR T
LBM_TSS () B AR SE AL ) P A0RS. b, 28 1 &2
TAT WAL B B 28 8 & 14 1702 £ X (] 11 55 iy
B A 502 BT ST IR 0 S 0 M R B A R
5515 2 17 4 A0 T AN IR A A X [H) 58 5 Ol A I RE TR
T 00 BLHER E — o KON 5 18 & 26 7 IHEAT
T AR A K.

Bk 1. LBM_TSS &k,

BN 08 IR AL TS W R A A B A A6 3R LBM

Loop_M i 35 W35 HLEE 04 2 51

Bt s 43 PR

/x WAL AR < /

1. ST.SI.SJ=LBM_Loop_M [ t.i.j 4E16 ¥ & 1t

2. sivsj=LBM_Loop_M i) i .j 4E4E MR AHE T 5

3. IDS=LBM_Loop_M 3R A7 8] 1 5040 4 5

4. ICT=LBM_Loop_M 4 K %A #E A i [7] 5

5. MO=LBM_Loop_M i P 1] 3147 33 72 vh £ #2175 [1)

HF DX A TR

6. L1CC.L2CC.L3CC=L1.L2.L3 % cache %% ;

7. num_of_threads =HAREL;

[ TS ST R YR AL > /

8. TS,==TS;;

9. MR, i Cache_Capacity = L1CC, L2CC,

L3CC B 43 B35 1 & L1,.12.L3 4% cache %5 it
9 TS, 43538k TS, _L1.TS;,_L2.TS;_L3;

10. RO GOIFFHE TS BMERELL. Upperl];

11, =6 T TS MIBEEELL . Upper2];

12. 48R (DB W Fullload_Ratio =90 % i TS, i1y

BEIEE 1. Uppers];
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13, A4 A0 TR Work _Ef ficiency=95% i TS,
) BB TS 1 [ Lower0, min(SI,SJ)) ];

/o B 13k A5 B SR AR AT R G B R 8 R 1 2 )
Fth </

14. [ Lower, Upper ] = [ TS, _L1, TS, _L3] N [1,
Upper1JNL1.Upper2]N[L1,Upper3] N[ Lower0,
min(SI,SJ)];

[ x FETRE BLAL BE » /

15. if ([Lower .Upper]== )

16.  return (ST,TS,_L2,TS;_L2);

17. end if

[ * IR AR « /

/s W die /N ERAT IR (8] A2 5 R G 23 B OR /N A2 8 ) bR
b DN

Min_Time=co, Best_TS,=0;

[ x FESEARGKIFNLL 4 W RIATIHE « /

18.

19. for TS;.TS; = Lower: Upper by 4 do

20. R HKR/NCST, TS, , TS;) 47 LBM_Loop;
21.  current_time= 11T} [A] ;

22.  if Ccurrent_time<<Min_Time)

23. Best_ TS, =TS;; /*&wiadk/N=/

24.  end if

25. end for

26. return (ST,TS;,TS;);

PSRN RN I8 2 B A R T AR L (] T 4
EEBLEREN O, % BA R RIT8 5
BN Y RFAMC WK B4 T8 K= ),
HIJ5 T8 73 Bt 18 2R 10 52 7% B RS 7E — U I . %
JE 2 B0 R R A I [R] T 8 AR /N, D 1 R R A S ]
Ftitt AR R — R BEE N 2 B IEFL R L
4 A KR AT R LBM_TSS J5 ik A B3 A R IRT
LBM 9§35, H 2226 o) LBM 1 3 5345 5, 48 l LAAR
i LBM_TSS J5 1% #4738 P,

3.6 LBM_OPTIMIZATION 7%

FT TSS 24 R T #8500ty Jr s 02
TR W L T LS A 2 i gy e
DA B A 9 7 120200 1 25 43 T O 3
G R R s (R A S R R AR R 2 L M LA 6 B P
A Xt TSS A AR, T 5O 0 0 B/ fE
IR AR TEREAF1E — & 22 0. & T 22 5018 R oy 1
AT AARAT 2 30T 5 0 1R B 199 73 B K /0N o i L7 3k
B fELR X8 2R A [ T DL 55 2 s ) T R B
FEH A I (8] T AL 4 25 ~J 19 07 15 R4 19 70 B R/l
P RE A T2 77 A0 A 1 5 AL 9 42 BO 75 ME A L i HL
ity B AN SRR B B AR ON Tl 2 e 2% B
[ U3 o0 45 1) S S i T 3 R O /1 114 3 R R R L {HL

S TSR 3 AN 25 0 4% 1 T B LR L 2 7R i A7 3R
858 S A 7S A I A A i B TR I R P % 0 IR R
PR T 4R . IR A 5 A R Bk 2 R =
3BT L BEAT 4 G AN B R 2B R TSS U5
T AR SO R 25 00 B A2 36 1 R AR 4 5 3R
BT B TRA T > AR AE VA7 AT D R Ak
W gt IFAT R AN R A5 I 5 7 B Al b AR A R0 24
WA IR )5 TE LY BR ] A998 R =5 18] P S48 A
111 3R A o A0 1 RE 19 23 HL R /).

AR MDPS J7 3k S BB U AL JE LBM 3t
AR Y I AT EE MDPS J7 i3 9F R 4R I A 200
TSS 773k« i A B Y 73 B R/ 52 B i &% MDPS J7
WL B L AR SCHR ) T LBMLUTSS J5 ik .
Bt i e A 73 B/ T MDPS T ik 1 52 B
i AT R 25 S B LBM L fb B2 RE 9% B A
B G B0 B30 JRy T RO RE B2 I A7 . A S BLAS S
FEH) LBM 3155 12 7 06 26 0 AL i P e — > A L
F R A, AS SO IX — S B A9 T 1) LBM 357 ¥ /9
TEAAL T R LBM_OPTIMIZATION J k.

4 TWHEHF

AR LRBIE — G 4 kb Intel Xeon
E7-4820 v2 R 45 4% Lk 47, A AL PR BAT 8 ANt
BB EA 32KB Y L1 % FA cache Al
256 KBy L2 K FAH cache, 8 Mt HEZILE — A
16 MB fit) 1.3 %% cache. 4 DAL F 2§ 4L 128 GB 1
DDR3 F£f. iZ Rk 5 s B #:AE R 584 CentOS Linux
release7. 1. 1503, f#f FH N #% R Z&< ¥ Linux kernel
3. 10. 0, f57 F 4 3 4% MUAS hy geed. 8. 5. T F2 7 1
£:F LBGK )7 D2Q9 BRI/ C 15 7 S 8L

AT BRI Ry BB P9 A 2 T S ik LBM_TSS 5
R R 4.1 /N5 X LBM_TSS J7 2 1) %% 4 1
REVEAT 7O A3E, 4. 2 /N I 4IF 2 ) 48 49 B A /)N 1k %
(AT R 4. 3 /N B IE B () 4 43 B RN BE BRI A
Rk 4.4 N LBM_OPTIMIZATION J5 3 5
HoAth LBM JAT LA I ik B 4T TS5 50l A S0 H
I LBM 315588 1y 0 A% 0 0 28 1 $AT B (] i
1) 48 FR A 0 6 I 6] (Real _Time).

4.1 LBM_TSS 77iER B IE

N T I R LBM_TSS Jy vk 0 i 8001 - A8 3¢
FE t i = YEE ARG B 1% A0 25 (R BEAT 4 R R ok
IR A e KN optimum _ts . FLW} [A) 52 2% B Ry
O(STXSIXS]). H T Joik K 52 1Y I (8] I 44 42 Jm)
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8RN RE S ] B UE 4T 55 2158 A T ST =
200.SI=SJ =1000 £ /N 1] B2 RLASE T 35 5 A3 42 Jey
R M PigE s ) BB IRAT — R R 2 30 s,
N —FEFFE 1000 X 1000 X 30 s, 4 347 KA e th AT
S WR R ¢ AEdL E A7 95 2%, W 2224 190 4F. SR
NN 8 NN S VG =S N R S N D A O C 7
A7 I T8 {8 52 Wi AR /0. DR ORGSR SCAR /N T 4 J 18 % % i)
oK ARG I 18] 52 % B HLZAS SC 1Y 4 Jg 48 2% 25 ) K AR it
RTZKAE R 2 ), TS AT RE M 8L o5 B 2 PEREI
S 7> BRI/

MRS 120 AIE B9 73 PRI original
Lbm_ts & 5638 & B X (7], L M S0 )5 89 43 3 K/
searched_Llbm_ts. 5 8RN T original _lbm_ts.
searched_lbm _ts W)V 68 (AT B 18] AH XF F 5 FH
optimum_ts (ITEREMY 73 Fo. o AR AR PE E
o3 EC L R Ao 25 A 23 30l 78 SR T original _Lbm _ts
Ml searched _lbm_ts 43 3R 5 19 LBM B2 #1047 I [H]
BRLLR L optimum _ts 53 Be)a 19 LBM 2 J5 P47 i
] 1) 0 B I (B2 I 100 24 7R 3% 4 B RN
P BE B R T A 0 2 FR /N PR RE L o 5 B3 20 B R
AN BT SRR R 32 iR

120 Dorginal_lbm_ts
L O searched_lbm_ts 97.22

100 X —
= 83.20
S sof
&R 60+
jant
2 401
Eul

20F
0

500 1000 2000 3000 4000
i LA

5 LBM_TSS 8k M o B /N R

SEIE R R, original _lbm_ts W VEBE 5T i
PEor IR RE BT A o) AR N 19~F- 12 original_
lbm_ts YERE W] LAk 3] optimum _ts PEBENY 83. 20%.
A [0) SRR AR 2 /INEsF CBP 500 11 1000) yoriginal_Lbm_ts
PERE R B FRAR X A A 22 (] AR A/ i H )
kP L2 B cache K EITE B original_lbm_ts
Ir RN R FBOFAT 0 BB b TR W T I
JRBE S REAR T IFATPERE. TEIX WA () R T 52 B Y
optimum_ts WAL/ T 4ERE 1 84F 1 IF 47 1 BE.
searched_lbm_ts ¥t original _lbm_ts &P H T W
R PERE B AERTA ) AR T - M RE A B T
optimum_ts PERE ) 97. 22% . %t F original_lbm_ts
R A AE /Y B/ 0] AL searched _1bm _ts
RILRYF, 3 5 7 500/1000 [a) ALK R ik 3] 1
optimum_ts VERE) 93. 74 % F1 98. 07 % . 526 4%

5000 average

Ve soriginal_lbm_ts W T30 FI P EEE L2 2% cache
VERNIT R AT 75 5 TE SRR GRS 00 T R B8
PRAR . HGE o 2 5048 & L 0T ARG X L1 A L3 4%
cache [ #h 785 &, AT K #h 5 18 L2 9% cache 1Y
AN LI original_lbm_ts BTEBEVR L.
4.2 ZTEEZFRK/NEIE

SPGB TS R B E TR,
JIT LA — A>3 B /N B 3% H 43 R /IN Y 45 4 (Size of
Tile Size, STS) F1 4y ¥t K /NAY K Rk (Shape of Tile
Size, ShTS) M — 7 5. [i] — 4~ STS ] A Xf B £ 4
ATFIEAR (4 53 e, 4, %35 3 B TR ShTS figE J7
A8 (TS, , TS,)=1(4,16).(8,8) f1(16,4), E1]
XY STS #2464, 40 Fij 3C iR ik — Ui [E] 25 2%
I A s 7T DL 98 @i A cache WL 3R R O
T o3 B, 3% AR 2 2 BR ) T ORIV STS,
J5 2 WIBR 1 43 B K/ By ShTS. A /N 158
SIS MU IR Y A R BT A SE g A SR T 32
LA

6 25 T M EUALEL Sy ST =200,SI=SJ =
2000 I}, STS Fi 43 He i AT I [B] Z 6] (9 OC & ARy
[i]— STS X% i Z 4 A[E ShTS 1y 50 e/ BT
PAT I (8] 25 A AR TR S B Lz e B il s 1 [a]— STS 43
P AT B 8] 7 S5 KB B b s 200 L e /IME (B o 5
20 RSP ME (B R R 20 . BT e R % B 3 4k il 46
HEA W A B g, AT LR L R STS B/ #)
G B 3 AR 2 A R R AR ALY 25 11 T B h. T
BEE STS #E— 1 K, 3 F il 2 # &2 B % Wi 3 K iy
KRR Ry STS 36 R 3 A i A o 6 2
SEATRA cache, [} H B cache %%, i STS 4%
34K, cache KRR ALK FFLL I K, BT R A7
F14) A0 23 R A i DR DG A K T R T I R T B ) S5
Z5REUE T LBM_TSS Jr ik iz o B Z —, Bk
— YR ] A5 25 AN U5 18] 9 B4 58 42 A cache H AT
FIF LBM 11587 i P17 M Re.

180

—
w
=]

M
B
1

L1 | I | -
0D D AL oL W D (o0 1B a0 (D, D oD
N R A N T A e\
R AR R A SRR PAS RIS

AT 1) /s

oo
(=)

Bl 6 STS X AT I i) B 52 1

Pl 6 r 2%l 42 4 D sl vy e AR /N STS
AR 22 5| Ak AT I 8] 4 B A 90 3. A SO d KAE
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it 1 B A I B I (B AT TR A R LXK BB AT R
18 19 53 PR/ TS BUEHARZ 128, [[lE) TS, FI{E /D
T TS RYEHTSC LBM 38R P 19 U5 4247 8 434 i
TR AR B BK s X TS, =5, X (TS, —
SOTE s = s, IEH T MR TS, > TS, —s;, i
TS, <<TS W cache K& FK2x BT i &K AE 15 X
X —Z5 e HEAT T B E. X 5L 4R RN R 4R 1 43 BT L
FAH R S DU AL AN B . 1 B, W] — STS i K AT

IR ] C 25 B R ML i /N BROAT I T (52 2R D 1Y
2 Af. SEER R T 23 BRI I A A X AT
AE 14 52 T 1 A ] 22005 1

S

i

5‘/6

ATANR @

A L 116 o DA TR (] 45 3t S e T AH ] 25 Y
SyHER N o1 T4 BB RO [ e 25 5 0 U5 474728
LBM_TSS J5 5% JH T 77 1 73 Ve 75 3% - 1] A7 250
W T (2O M2y, B 7 %05 T8 4y HOR AR 1 g ik
F1 7 ik — 2L Bk,

100 O square, /ﬂoest

;\\J 300 O square/average
il
#1100

O&HBH"JQ‘Q ’beL u&x»% "ﬂ’lﬂ

AR AR SN SR q(\ %\050 ASIY ‘\67%\\313

ﬁﬂlj(/J\EI’J/erg
7 T oy B A R IR IR

TEIE 7 w5 A AR D 0 BRI 4 AR R
PERE 20 e Rom SR I JT B 23 By LBM i R 7
PATVERE 5 2R T B O 1 BB 57 X PR R 3 By LBM
TR P PATIERE 9 LU FEvb A 21 %0 BE S 56 ) Y
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Background

The Lattice Boltzmann Method (LLBM) is a mesoscopic
model between the molecular dynamics model of the fluid
(microscopic level) and the continuous model (macro level).
It is one of important methods of computational fluid dynamics
(CFD). Because LBM can solve the linear problem explicitly,
it is naturally suitable for high parallelism and is widely used
in computer simulation of related research fields. Most of the
computational fluid dynamics problems, including the lattice
Boltzmann method, the mathematical representation of the
core logic is large linear algebraic equations with complex
intrinsic connections, and the computational program of its
programming implementation is a large number of basic linear
algebra subroutines with nested loops and template calculations.
From the perspective of computer science, most of the scientific
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loops. Nested loops have become a hotspot for these scientific
computing applications, which consumes the main time of
running the program. This paper transforms the core loop of
the LBM computation program to divide its huge iterative
space, thereby improving the data reuse benefit. At the same
time, when spatially dividing the LBM computation program,
a tile size selection method, LBM_TSS, is proposed. LBM_TSS
performs static analysis from the four aspects of the LBM
computation program’s memory access behavior, locality
benefit, parallelism and synchronization overhead, and
combines the empirical search method to select the tile size.
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