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ABSTRACT

We propose a hybrid tree algorithm for reducing calculatoid communication cost of collision-less N-body simulasio
The concept of our algorithm is that we split interactionciointo two parts: hard-force from neighbor particles anfttH&oce
from distant particles, and applying different time intagwn for the forces. For hard-force calculation, we cancigfitly
reduce the calculation and communication cost of the parabe code because we only need data of neighbor partiotes f
this part. We implement the algorithm on GPU clusters to lecate force calculation for both hard and soft force. As the
result of implementing the algorithm on GPU clusters, weanale to reduce the communication cost and the total executi
time to 40% and 80% of that of a normal tree algorithm, respelgt In addition, the reduction factor relative the notrivae
algorithm is smaller for large number of processes, and vpe&xthat the execution time can be ultimately reduced dawn t
about 70% of the normal tree algorithm.

|I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational N-body simulations deal with the motions bé& tmany bodies (particles) interacting with other partidby
gravitational force and are used for solving astronomicabfems: formation of stars and galaxies. There are bagitab
types of N-body systems: collisional and collision-lesstems. In a collisional system, a number of particles istikelly
small and the orbit of the particles is significantly defodh®y force from the nearby particles. In a collision-lesstays a
number of particles is large and the effect from near padids relatively small. Also it does not necessary requighllyi
accurate force calculation.

A most simple algorithm for calculating forces (or accefiena) between these bodies is a direct algorithm that catesl
interactions of allO(N?) pair of particles. However, we can reduce the calculatiommlexity by Barnes-Hut tree algorithm
that approximates forces from many source particles a® ffsoom one source particle by tree structure for particlgs The
calculation complexity of the tree algorithm ¥ Nlog/N), but accuracy of force is worse at the expense of the appaiiom

As the tree algorithm, many techniques for reducing catmratime of N-body simulation have been developed so far.
However, it is necessary to further speed-up the calculdtivlarge-scale simulations. We usually speed-up N-bauykstions
by parallel computing using Message Passing Interface JslBhg with acceleration techniques such as GraphicaldRsieg
Units (GPU). Nowadays, GPU is used for not only graphic pssog but also general purpose processing. GPU enables us
to accelerate N-body simulations by running the tree algorion it [4].

As an approach for further reducing calculation cost of tee algorithm, we can extend Particle-Particle Particke{PPPT)
algorithm [2]. PPPT algorithm is a hybrid of direct and trdgoaithms for collisional simulation. In the method, we ispl
gravitational force into short-rage and long-range fofidge accurate direct algorithm is used for calculating shamge force
while we use the tree algorithm for calculating long-rangecé. We apply different time integration methods for the parts
of the force. Accordingly, we only adopt high accuracy methéor short-range force and can reduce the cost of unimmpiorta
(distant and weak) force calculation. In this paper, we shomew algorithm based on PPPT scheme for reducing calculatio
and communication cost of parallel N-body simulations. Walgated the performance of our algorithm on GPU clusters
where each node of the cluster is equipped with GPUs.

Il. HYBRID TREEALGORITHM
In this section, we describe basic concepts for our hybad algorithm.

A. Gravitational N-body Calculation
Motions of gravitational bodies follow the following eqi@ of motion,
N
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Here, F;; is softened gravity force expressed as
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2
(e = 7o + P72 @

wherer; is a position of a "sink” particle that is forced from otherrfiles, andr; is a position of a "source” particle that
exerts the force to other particles, is a mass of the sink particlé; is a gravitational constant, ards the softening length to
reduce non-realistic acceleration when= |r; —r;| ~ 0. Simply, we calculate all pair interactions of particles éalculating
right hand side of equationl(1). We call the simple algorittemcalculating force to a particle brute-force algorithmdirect
algorithm.

We solve the motion of particles by numerical integratioragfosition of each particle with the calculated force. Atijla
the integration is performed by updating velocities fol&mhby updating positions of particles. This integrationesob is called
the leap-frog method. The leap-frog scheme is a second-syteplectic integrator. A velocity and a position of a peldiare
updated as follow,

Fij = ij

V172 = V12 + Ata(ry) 3
Tip1 =T+ Atvgg o (4)

wherewv, is velocity of a particles at time, r; is position of a particle at time, At is a time-step for integration. In the
following, we call the velocity update as "kick” and the pisn update as "drift”.

B. Tree Algorithm

The tree algorithm is a technique for reducing the cost ofdaralculation for large-scale simulations [1]. The conadp
tree algorithm is that we approximate force from many distamurce particles into force from one source particle ac#ger
of mass of the particles. Force calculation by tree algorite performed as follow: constructing tree; calculatingitee of
mass of tree nodes and criterion for depth of tree traveesal;traversing tree and calculating force.

For constructing tree structure, we divide three dimeraigpace into eight equal size cells recursively from rodittbat
contains all particle in the system. The division is reatetsi continued while the cell has many particles than acaithumber
of particlesn,;;. As the result, the particles are placed on leaves of the tree

Next, to approximate distant particles, we calculate aeotenass of cell for each cell.

Then, we calculate multi-pole acceptance criterion (MAfRach tree node as the criterion for tree traversal. MACrdatees
whether we further traverse leaf cells of the cell or calufarce from the cell. We use Absolute MAC! [3],

bmax b2 o 3B,
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whereb,,.. is the maximum distance between the center of mass and Ipariit the cell,rcy; is a position of a center of
mass of source cell, anl..;; is the humber of particles in the cell,, is a numerical parameter specified by user to control
the accuracy of force calculation.

Finally, we traverse the tree for calculating force. Wetstiam root cell. Ifr, > r;;, wherer;; is a distance between sink
particle and center of mass of source cell, we further vesietf cells to traverse in more detail, else we add the forom f
the cell and go to next node. After tree traversal, we get ¢ineef of a sink particle by summing forces from source cell$ an
particles.

C. Hybrid Tree Algorithm

Here, we explain an algorithm we proposed based on PPPTithigofor collision-less systems. Our algorithm is the
similar to PPPT algorithm: splitting force into hard-forftem near particles and soft-force from distant particlaswe adopt
a different numerical method for the hard-force part. In thiginal PPPT algorithm, the direct algorithm is used foghhi
accuracy calculation of hard-force. The high accuracy isnmexessary for collision-less simulation, thus we cangiesiur
algorithm for hard-force having lower accuracy than or&iRPPT algorithm. Another difference of our algorithm iattive
try to speed-up the calculation by reducing communicatiost in parallel computing.

The force is divided by using a kernel functidf(r;;) as follow.

Fij = Fij Hara + Fij soft )
Fijnara = Fij K (ri5) (8)
Fijsote = Fij(1 — K(rij)) 9)



whereF;; warq is the hard-force, andl’; so; is the soft-force. For a kernel function, we use the DLL fimetiadopted in[[2])
written as follows,

1 (Y >1),
K(rij) =14 10Y°5—15Y®+6Y'" (0<Y <1), (10)
0 (Y <0),
whereY = gz:;z, R, and R, are constants specified by user determining the size ofiti@ngone between hard and soft
forces.

We use the tree algorithm and the leap-frog for both of sodk lagrd forces but the time-step for soft4;) and hard {\¢},)
are different. We make the relation betwekty, andAt;, asAts = nAty, wheren € N. lllustration of our integration is shown
in Figure[1. We call the step calculating both of soft and hamde "soft-step” and the step of calculating only hardefor
"hard-step”; we need one soft-step and- 1 hard-steps to calculate time evolution fAt. Since the soft-step theoretically
require the position of all particles but the hard-step aelies on the position of near particles, we expect thatutaton and
communication cost of the proposed hybrid tree algorithoiger than the normal tree algorithm. The time integratiomie
of our algorithm expected to be slightly larger than the rartree algorithm with time-stefy, due to reduction of long-range
force calculation. However, we can control the error by ciiog appropriate parameters fait,, Aty, n, Ry, and Rs.
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Fig. 1. lllustration of our integration scheme with= 2.

[1l. PARALLEL IMPLEMENTATION
In this section, we present how we use make our parallel BpgnMP and MPI along with explanation for GPU computing.

A. Parallel Tree Algorithm with GPU

In this section, we show the procedure and data structureuotree algorithm. Our method is based bh [4] as constrgctin
tree by CPU and traversing tree by GPUs.

1) Tree construction on CPU: First, we construct tree structure of particles. We makéreaies above the particle-nodes
and connect the nodes with pointers. In the method, each hasiémore” pointer to the first leaf cell and "next” pointer to
the next cell/particle to traverse skipping over leafs.

For tree construction, we first calculate the region and sfzée root cell that include all particles. Then, we caltalkeys
of the particles. We use the Morton key as the key that isatig order of Morton curve (or Z-curve), a space filling curve
The advantage of Moron key is that it encodes hierarchidahination of position of particles. The key calculation deato
be executed individually for particles, thus we use OpenbliPparallelizing the calculation. Second, we sort the k¥ys.use



the extension of C++ standard library std::sort for sortimgparallel with OpenMP. We also sort the data of the pos#ioh
the particles to preserve locality of the particles. Thika, divide the array into eight sub-arrays by the three magtificant
bits of the keys, then we set a cell node with "more” pointed amext” pointer and make child cells with next pointers. fhe
we recursively repeat the procedure for every three bitseyf hile the array has.,i; or more particles. If the array has
particles fewer tham.,;;, we treat each particle as leaf node. Finally, we need tautatte center of mass and MAC of each
cell. Both of them are calculated from position and mass ofiglas contained in the cell. Thus, we calculate center aésn
and MAC by traversal of the part of tree, and the calculatomdividual for each cell, and we parallelize the calcwlias by
OpenMP.

2) Tree Traversal on GPUs. We use GPUs for tree traversal and force calculation. Thitipamplemented in OpenCL,
the framework for parallel computing. First, CPU sends th&af tree to GPU. Then, we run the kernel code for traversing
tree. The kernel code traverse the tree by indexing “more’ ‘@ext” pointers. The tree traversal is individually exssulifor
each sink particle. Thus, all threads are run by GPUs in lghréth addition, for reducing a number of tree traversal Jtiple
sink particles traverse in same thread. The number of pesticaversing in same threadsis... We typically setn,.. = 4 as
efficient number of particles for GPU. As a distance for deiaing whether traverse the children or not, we use minimum
distance between a source cglandn... Sink particlesi; we traverse the leaf if

rp > min(r;;) (11)

for 0 < i < nye. If particles are unsorted, and,.. particles are distant each other, we need to traverse ussegenodes
becausenin(r;;) may be small for distant cell. Thus, for reducing unnecgstaversal, we should sort the particle data so
that we retain data locality of positions of particles.

B. MPI Parall€elization

Our method of parallelization is that we assign each MPI @sscown region that contains subset of particles, and each
MPI process calculates force by own particles and partidegived from other processes. We have already preserged th
parallelization on each process attached GPU. Here, we #fmwmplementation of parallel computation and commuincat
of our algorithm on GPU clusters. Our procedure for pardilédody simulations is as follow,

1) Domain decomposition

2) Constructing local tree

3) Calculating force from local tree

4) Communicating tree from remote processes

5) Calculating force from remote tree

6) Updating positions and velocities of local particles

1) Domain Decomposition: First, we need to distribute particle data to each processimplify communication for hard-
force calculation, a shape of a region of a process shoulddubaid. As the method of cuboid domain decomposition, we use
the method introduced in[5]. With the method, we decompolelevregion intoP = P, x P, x P, regions, whereP,, P,
andP, are the number of division i, y, and z direction. The decomposition is implemented as exchanginparticles
between neighbor processes given pre-determined boesdagtween regions.

To determine the boundaries, we use the sampling domaimgsasition method used ihl[6]. In the method, we gather sample
particles to a main process, then the main process trieslamd®mthe boundaries such that each process has approlyimate
same number of sample patrticles.

lllustration of sampling domain decomposition is shown igufe[2. Here, the number of sample particég,.,,, is defined
for balancing the sum of the number of local particles thatassigned to each proce¥%,.;; and the number of particles
received from other processes for hard-force calculai@g.q ;. Nsamp fOr processi is determined as follow;

Nsamp,i = NRsampfsamp,ia (12)

where N is the total number of particles?s.mp iS Sampling rate constant, an.mp,; iS a correction factor for balancing.
We typically setRsamp = 278 in the present workfsamp,; iS the measure for load balancing defined as

fsamp,i _ Nlocal,i j\} Nhard,i ) (13)
Our intention is that we make the calculation cost for hamd:¢ equal on all processes because the calculation is tjogitya
of running time in our case. After the main process determthe boundaries, it broadcasts the result to all other pease

and each process exchanges necessary particle data bettheeprocesses. To reduce the cost of domain decompgqsiten
execute it only for every soft-step; at hard-steps, a p®bas the same particles as the previous soft-step.
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Fig. 2. lllustration of our domain decomposition Whe¥gy, ; = Niocal,i + Nhard,i-

2) Communication of Particles: After construction of tree structure of local particles, meed to communicate the particles
of other processes to calculate the force from the partittesur method, we need different set of particles for hard swit
force, respectively.

For communicating the soft particles, we need data of afligdas, but distant particles are able to be approximatetthas
center of mass of the cells. Locally Essential Tree (LEThis inethod for communicating only necessary part of treetfer t
processes [7]. For determining the cells to send, we tragettse local tree with MAC,

Tib] < Tp, (14)

wherer;,, is the distance between center of mass of cathd boundary of procegs andry, is the MAC calculated by method
in Section1I-B. We only send the position and the mass ofaeot mass for a cell.

Both the calculation cost for determining cells to send ama ¢ost for communicating cells ar@(PlogNioca1). As the
result of communication, a process get the cells that we neezhiculate the force in the process as shown in Figlire 3.
Here, we show the cells that upper-left process needs taveefrem other processes. We use MPI asynchronous send and
receive functions to exchange data. After the communinatlee process concatenates the arrays of own particleshantells
received by neighbor processes and constructs a LET. Thetsawerse the tree and calculate force from the remotecfesti
to local particles.

For hard-force, we also use LET scheme, but a process onty ¢adks around the boundary that is at the distance less than
R, as showing in the red cells in Figuré 3. To determine the ¢elisend, we traverse the local tree. In addition to MAC in
Equation [[T#), the condition to determine whether travéngeleaf for searching the cells or not is applied as follow

Tib] < R2 + bmax- (15)

After the tree traversal, we obtain the cells in the prochas the distance to boundary of procgss smaller thanR,. The
communication cost for hard-force is smaller than for dofte. Especially, the cost is significantly reduced in éargimber
of processes because of reduction of volume that a procesis e consider.

3) Overlap of Force Calculation and Other Calculations. We execute the force calculation on GPUs and other caloulgti
on host CPU. Thus, we overlap both calculation with commationis. While traversing the tree in GPUs, CPU communicate
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Fig. 3. lllustration of communication of cells with LET. Wenly need red cells for hard-force and additionally use blash&d cells for soft-force.

particles and construct a LET using received particles.|&/8BiPUs run kernels, we need to retain a thread for management
of the GPU. The thread is generated by using pthread API, agr@mming interface the interface for thread programming.
As the result of the overlap, the total calculation time of thiverlapped processes is constrained by the maximum atdoul
time of the CPU threads and the GPU. However, we need a CPddlioe organizing queuing jobs to OpenCL device such
as GPU. Thus, performance of calculations that use OpenMPhmalecreased.

IV. RESULTS
In this section, we present the performance evaluation bbby simulations with our hybrid tree method.

A. Settings of Smulation

For the test of our algorithm, we use Plummer modél [8]. ThenfPher model is a typical spherical model of N-body
simulations. We set = 0.1N7926, and At;, = =, whereo, is mean velocity of the system in the case of our simulation
o, ~ 0.65, as being in range of optimal paraméters for the model showja]i

We have the following numerical parameters that control théance between the execution time and accuracy of the
simulations:a.,, n, R1, and R,. In the present work, we typically set,, = 278. n, R;, and R, should be adjusted for
maintaining sufficient accuracy of error in total energy bé tsystem that is the sum of kinetic and potential energy afte
simulation. By the result of test simulations for our modet choose an optimal parametersras: 4, Ry = 1.03N "3, and
we sentR; = 2R, in the present work.



Development and computations for the present work have teried out under the “Interdisciplinary Computationalebce
Program” in Center for Computational Sciences, Universftffsukuba. A node of HA-PACS has two Intel E5-2670 (8 cores)
CPUs with four NVIDIA Tesla M2090 GPUs. Actually, we assigouf MPI processes per node of HA-PACS such that one
MPI process is exclusively assigned one GPU board.

B. Reduction of Calculation and Communication

Here, we compare the calculation cost of kernel for caloudahard-force by our algorithm and communication cost with
the normal tree algorithm with LET.

In hard-force calculation, we can cut-off the tree travefsadistant cells. Thus, the cost for hard calculation idueed if
we set smallR; and R,. As the result of our test simulations, fof between 256k and 4096k, the time for calculating hard
force at optimalR; = 1.03N "3 is about 40% of the time for calculating force with normalketr@gorithm.

Next, we analyze the cost for communicating of our algorithith the normal tree algorithm. For the test, we 3et= 8192k
(k = 2'9). In Figure[4, the solid red line shows the ratio between thezae number of hard particlég,..q and soft particles
Nsorr @s a function ofP, the number of processes. This ratio is an indicator of tdeigton of cost for GPU computing and
is roughly constant at 40%. The dotted green line shows ttie b&tween the average number of local plus hard particles
Niocal+nard @nd local and soft particled | c.11soft- Since the communication cost for our algorithm and the rabrmee are
proportional toNocal +hara @Nd Niocaltsots, Fespectively, we see that our algorithm works better igdd? due to the reduction
of communication. For largeP, we have smaller the ratio as 70 % atP = 128.
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Fig- 4. Nhard/Nsoft and Nlocal+hard /NlocalJrsoft as a function ofP.

C. Scalability of Hybrid Tree Smulation

We evaluate the scalability of our simulation with GPU cuist It is not easy to reduce the execution time by number of
processes linearly, e.g. good strong scaling, even if obritiyree algorithm can reduce the communication cost bycied
the volume of interest for communication. For the test, we aseries of simulations with/ = 1M (M = 22°) to 64M on up
to P = 128 using 32 nodes of HA-PACS.

Figure[® shows the strong scaling result of our simulati@pability of the speed-up with many processes for fixed total
number of particles. Here, we plot the average executioa fion simulatingAt, time evolution as a function of. The time
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Fig. 5. Strong scaling of our hybrid tree algorithm on HA-F&\C

evolution of At is completed with one soft-step and three hard-steps inrisept work (we set = 4). We omit some cases
of the simulations that were not able to run due to the linatabf GPU memory in the figure. The execution time is reduced
in O(1/P) for small P, but the time hardly reduces at largeand smallN. For N = 1M, the reduction of the execution
time stops atP = 64. For N = 64M, the execution time is reduced approximately linearly, treltime atP = 128 is 59%
of the time atP = 64. As the result, the execution time is sufficiently reducedcewV/P > 1M; the calculation time with
2P processes is typically less than 60% of that withprocesses.

In Figure[®, we present the detailed breakdown of the exacutme for hard-step, soft-step, and domain decomposition
for the simulation withNV = 32M. Here, Tiota1, Thard: Tsoft, andTpp are the execution times of total for simulatin¥ys,
one hard-step, one soft-step, and domain decompositiepectively. The relation between those timing is expressed
Tiotal = 3Thard + Tsott + Top- Thara 1S reduced to about 60% df;,¢, for any P. Tyhaq andTy.s are reduced as increasing
of P. In Ty,,q for P = 128, time for force calculation, tree construction, and comioating cells are 26%, 37%, and 54%,
respectively. The sum of percentages of time is larger tt@0%d because kernel execution on GPU and other processes on
CPU are overlappedpp is not reduced and be around 0.1 seconds for this case. Thenrés that communication and
calculation cost for domain decomposition depends onfhdiut N as shown in Section 1II-B1.

Since the core of our tree code is written in OpenCL API, we ga@ not only GPUs but CPU threads to compute the
tree travarsal kernels for hard and soft force. Boe= 32M runs, the total execution time witl® = 4,16, 128 is 113, 30.6,
and 5.51 seconds, respectively while the runs with GPUs ficdbg, 3.55, and 0.688 seconds. The speed-up factor due using
GPUs withP = 4,16, 128 is 8.3, 8.6, and 8.0, respectively where we compare the tonalf computation and comunication.
To be more specific only on computation, we found the speethcipr of the execution of OpenCL kernels is 11 - 16 times
faster than the runs with CPU threads. Our hybrid tree algaorican take huge advantage of the acclearation with the GPU
technology.

D. Comparison to Normal Tree Algorithm

Here, we compare the result of the execution time of our &lgorto the normal tree algorithm with LET that does not
split force into two parts. To achieve approximately samaltenergy error between two algorithms, we Agt, = At,, where
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At, is the time-step of the normal tree. In addition, domain degosition in the normal tree is executed every four steps to
fairly compare the execution time.

Figure[T shows the reduction of the execution time of the iaytvee algorithm versus the normal tree algoritfn,briq =
Thybrid/Thormal, WhereThynyia and Thormal IS the execution time of the hybrid tree and the normal treeséone simulation
time At = 4At,. We can reduce the time to about 80% - 90% of that of the norreal Especially, fo” > 8, Ruybria iS
even smaller ag is larger. This means that our hybrid tree algorithm has thaatage for large-scale simulations.

The theoretical reduction of the hybrid tré& ny1iq IS €Stimated as

(n - 1)T'hard + Tsoft
nTtree
whereT;,.. is the execution time of the normal tree algorithm. Accogdio the results in sectidn IVAB and TVC, it is expected
that the hybrid tree algorithm can reduce the cost for hardefto about 60 % of soft-force for large. Thus, assuming that

Tsott = Threes Thard = 0.6Ttree, @andn = 4, then Ry nynria = 0.7; we can ultimately speed-up the calculation with hybricetre
to 70% of the normal tree for large except for time for the domain decompaosition.

Rt hybria = ) (16)

E. Comparison to Other Work

Ogiya et al. implemented parallel tree N-body code on HA-BACO]. Their GPU code use the same algorithm [4] also
used in the present work. However, the detailed implemiemtatetails of their tree traversal kernels and domain deusition
are different. In[[10], they presented a model of CDM (ColdlDilatter), and they claimed it was hard to keep load balance
when P > 8. For N = 32M and P = 8, the execution time for four time-steps in [10} = 8.2 seconds and the execution
time for three hard steps and one soft step in our vilagk,iq = 6.8 seconds an@“yT‘z—“c‘=0.83. ForP = 64, T, = 3.0 seconds

and Thybria = 1.1 seconds ang%w.?,?. Although the implementation and a simulation model different to [10], our
algorithm can efficiently reduce execution time for scadabbmputation.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we developed a new algorithm for N-body simidlas named hybrid tree algorithm, the algorithm for
accelerating collision-less N-body simulation by spligtithe force from other particles into short-range and loangge forces.
The proposed hybrid tree algorithm is effective to redueedaiculation cost and communication cost for simulatidis.have

implemented the algorithm on GPU clusters up to 128 prosess®l we showed that the hybrid tree algorithm can reduce

the execution time up to 80% of the normal tree algorithm. étsiie work, we should investigate the scalability and spged
of our algorithm with more scalable computing systems. Iditiah, we will investigate whether our algorithm is effiotefor
other systems and other parameters because we have sintllatalgorithm with only limited combinations of paramster
and only on Plummer model.
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