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Overview

What is Express and what kind of systems
can be built with it?




g1 Overview

4 B-L A major barrier to the effective use of parallel machines is the bewildering array of
hardware and software configurations. Every machine is different from all the others - often
radically so. There is an enormous proliferation of new computer languages, programming
methodologies and operating systems with no accepted standards.

One of the great difficulties for most people in making the transition from sequential to
parallel computing is the enormous initial time investment in learning the basics and getting
the first program running. It is often found that once this hurdle has been overcome parallel
processing can become easy and even, dare one say it, satisfying.

What comprises the initial barrier which makes the entry into parallel processing so hard?
While each parallel machine makes it’s own claims to be just like something else; “UNIX
like operating system”, “VAX like architecture”, “Compatible with MS-DOS”, the
cumulative effect of all the small (and sometimes not so small) variations in operating
systems, programming models, development tools, etc. makes an overwhelming
difference.

Into this chaotic, stumbling environment we introduce Express.

What can it do?
How can it help?
What makes it different or better than anything else?

The purpose of this document is to explain some of the things that make Express different Why is Express
from other approaches to parallel computing. Before going into specific details, however, different?

one might distinguish Express from other systems by saying that it is solely concerned

with parallel processing. It has nothing to say about operating systems or languages or

hardware at all. It is a system that evolved directly from the experiences of people who

wrote parallel programs and while advanced concepts of software engineers are included

in the system, no abstruse theory motivated its design; merely the desire to produce

applications which effectively harness the power of parallel processors.

Because of its concrete (some might say limited) goals Expressis very simple to learn and ~ Simple to learn
use. Getting started under Expressis very straightforward - hopefully this will enable more
people to get involved in parallel processing which, in turn, will result in the availability of
more and better software. Eventually it might even be possible to realize the goals set years
ago when parallel processing was first held up as the programming paradigm of the future.

% 2 What Express is NOT

" In order to understand how Express differs from other parallel processing “solutions” it is
probably most important to understand what Express doesn’t do. In a later section we can
then explain just what is available in a much less confusing way.

2.1  An Operating System

The most disheartening thing that can possibly happen to a newcomer to parallel processing
is to open the manual and read




“Boot the new, parallel operating system MAGIC_OS”

There you are, seated at your familiar terminal, with your nicely personalized environment
under your fingertips and you are told to throw it all away. The manual probably contains
some phrase in it which claims that MAGIC_OS is “just like UNIX” or similar but you
would be wise not to be fooled. At this point you may be faced with learning a whole new
set of commands, a new editor, new backup procedures ..... the list is endless. Furthermore
you probably have particular software that ran on your old system that you won’t be able
to use now without some time consuming switching around of operating systems. You are
probably going to end up in an environment with no “tools” in which you are expected to
generate the world’s fastest, and most parallel piece of software.

This is not to decry the efforts of many people who are developing extremely powerful and
new operating systems for both conventional and parallel processors. On the contrary, such
effort is to be encouraged since it will certainly pave the way to better solutions, one day.
On the other hand it is extremely painful for the user to have to make the transition to a new
operating system at the same time as the transition to parallel programming.

Leaves existing Express avoids this situation by making absolutely no statements about operating systems.
operanng system Al that is provided are the basic tools to access the parallel processing system at hand from
intact the native operating system that you started with.

This point may seem rather subtle at first but may be clarified by considering the evolution
of a simple PC based computer, shown schematically in Figure 1. Originally one starts with
a normal PC running, for the sake of argument, MS-DOS. Such users are notorious
“collectors” of software and tools. Each DOS system has its own little quirks designed to
make life easier for its user. Software for many different purposes is probably involved;
data-base, spreadsheet, games etc.... all the trappings that make programming pleasant.

In order to achieve greater speeds we now purchase a piece of parallel hardware such as a
transputer board. Typically, little software is supplied with such systems so we are now left
with a potentially very powerful compater but few tools to actually obtain real speedups.

To progress further one has to bring in software. One option is to acquire MAGIC_OS and
run it on both the host and the parallel processing hardware. After loading up the new
software you are thrown into a situation like that in the bottom right of Figure 1. MS-DOS,
with all its familiar commands has disappeared and been replaced by MAGIC_0OS which
also resides on the parallel machine. The mysterious parallel computer has become slightly
more usable - it can at least communicate with programs running on the host, although it
may be difficult to tell that this is so since the host is now a completely different machine
from the PC it began as.

The alternative option is Express, shown in the lower left part of Figure 1. In this case the
host environment remains just as it was. If you like to use VEDIT under MS-DOS then you
still can. You develop all Express programs within the native environment of the host
Expressaddsto machine to which a few commands are added to control, debug and analyze programs
the existing running in parallel. Only when the parallel codes run do you get involved with the parallel
f: ;"h”;‘;:’d" setof  machine. Even then the degree to which you are affected is under your control - if you wish
to have half your program run under DOS on the PC while the other half computes in
parallel, Express will do it for you. Finally the new hardware is revealed as the powerful
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Figure 1. The evolution of a personal computer into a parallel
computer

resource it was supposed to be.

Note that this discussion is not specific to MS-DOS. Users of UNIX, VMS and Macintosh
are just as loth to leave their customized environments.
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2.2 A Language

One of the other areas which has undergone much study in recent years is the search for the
“perfect” language which will make parallel programming totally transparent to everybody.
This search rivals that for the Golden Fleece or the Holy Grail in terms of its immense value
to the world at large; were such a language found life would indeed be easy. Unfortunately,
however, similar comments apply in this case as in the last. Since no perfect parallel
programming language seems to be available yet why not continue to use old-fashioned
languages. After all, vast amounts of code have been written in C and Fortran - why not use
it as the basis for development?

It is surely unreasonable to expect someone with 350,000 lines of code written in Fortran
66 to convert it into some extremely clever parallel language which must be debugged
afresh.

Again it becomes a question of how much transition one wants to go through in order to get
involved in parallel programming. Just as it is much easier to work in a familiar operating
system/environment it is most often best to start from an existing sequential program. In
this way the changes necessary to achieve parallelism can be monitored more easily and
comparisons are much simpler.

In response to the question of languages Express again replies with a stubborn “No
comment”; language compilers are indeed provided with Express and some of them do in
fact have “parallel” extensions but the extent to which these are used is entirely up to the
user. If you have a program in Fortran 66 then Express will quite happily allow you to
parallelize and execute it. If you like OCCAM or concurrent Prolog (and a compiler is
available) Express will let you use that too!

2.3 The Ultimate Solution

As has already been hinted several times, Express is not going to make parallel
programming completely automatic. It will not take an existing piece of code and run it N
times faster on N processors. On the other hand it DOES provide the tools which allow you
a good shot at this sort of performance. By allowing users the freedom to work within their
own personal environments with whatever languages are appropriate, the number of “new”
features which must be understood before parallel processing can begin is minimized. As
a consequence, results are much easier to attain and understand.

On the other hand, Express is happy to “incorporate” features from advanced operating
systems and languages wherever possible. This allows advanced users more scope in
achieving better performance and also provides a solid basis for future research. Express
also evolves as hardware changes. The system runs on a wide variety of architectures and
will continue to expand. It’s goal, however, is always to allow maximum performance with
the minimum of interference.

| 3 What is Express?

" The previous section explained at some length some of the things which Express does not

do. In this section we will discuss some of the basic concepts underlying what Express
actually does.




3.1 An*“Operating System”

Earlier it was pointed out that Express was not an operating system in the conventional
sense since the user was able to pursue the quest for performance with all the tools of their
native environment be that MS-DOS, UNIX, VMS, Macintosh or any other. In a stricter
sense, however, Express must be called an operating system since it provides the basic
operational functionality for the creation of parallel programs. In an early chapter of the
Express manuals you will indeed find an instruction to

“Load the Express operating system”

The important point to note, however, is that this has absolutely no impact on your familiar
working environment. Consistent with Express’ philosophy it concerns only the parallel
processor itself. The Express kernel merely provides the basic functionality needed by
parallel programs - the ability to communicate, share data, read files, do graphics, get
debugged, analyze performance etc. Furthermore, it does so in a totally transparent manner.

Many other systems use the word ‘transparent’ in their documentation and this has come to
mean something quite specific - in parallel processing it generally means that no special
precautions need to be taken by the parallel program other than those implicit in the system
in use. In the Express context, however, we mean something more - the facilities offered
to the parallel program look just like they would to a program running on the host. You
don’t have to be concerned with a “new operating” system on the parallel machine just as
it was of no concern on the host machine. Indeed a programmer familiar with, say, the VMS
way of doing things can use the mind-set that the parallel program is running in a VMS
environment. It can then access files and use the operating system just as a VMS program
might.

This, therefore, is the reason for the quotes in the statement that Express is an “operating
system”. In the strictest sense of the phrase it is indeed a distributed operating system for a
parallel computer. However it is extremely unobtrusive and has the ability to adapt itself to
the requirements of the users of whatever target operating system seems best.

Notice in all of the above that we keep talking about parallel programs using the services
of the operating system. This is another area in which confusion has arisen. The phrase
“operating system” has connotations quite outside the original scope of the phrase. Often
included in the concept of what an operating system does is the ability to handle terminals,
list directories, print files etc. In the Express world these things are all dealt with by
whatever operating system is already available. If you are in a UNIX environment then
typing ‘1s’ at your terminal lists files and ‘print’ will print them out in both VMS and
MS-DOS. Express provides none of these facilities - it merely lets you use whatever was
originally there.

Express provides services that are needed to run applications on the parallel computer and
as a result can often quite happily co-exist with other “operating systems”. Obvious cases
are such distributed operating systems as Mach or Helios. Both are complete in the sense
that they allow the user to log in directly to a node of a parallel machine, list and print files
etc. In such an environment a user of Express would see the basic utilities of the
underlying Mach or Helios while simultaneously being able to take advantage of the
parallel processing features and tools provided by Express.

Express uses
conventional
compilers from
other companies

The Express
kernel and its
Sunctions

Making the
parallel computer
behave as though it
were its host

Co-existence with
“paralleloperating
systems”
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3.2

A Parallel Processing Toolkit

In the previous section we explained how Express must, strictly speaking be classed as an
“Operating System” albeit a highly non-obtrusive one. At the level seen by the user
Express is best classified as a set of tools and utilities designed for parallel processing.
Basically the tools that make up the system are

1.

Low level communication primitives for sending messages between
processors, peripherals and other system components. This level provides
for simple node addressed message passing with a sophisticated “typing”
mechanism to differentiate between incoming messages.

High level message passing routine which perform a wide variety of
common parallel processing tasks including broadcasts, global averaging,
global min/max, data redistribution, etc.

An automatic “domain decomposition” library which can map problems
from the physical domain in which they are naturally expressed to the
underlying topology of the parallel computer hardware. This software
allows programs to be completely independent of the hardware on which
they run and also allows trivial scaling from one to many hundreds of
processors by the modification of a run-time parameter.

A transparent I/O system. This allows any node in the machine access to the
operating system facilities which would normally be available to the host
processor. Several “modes” of operation tailored to the particular problem
at hand.

A parallel graphics system. Device independent, run-time configurable
graphics is available to all processors. Both low level vector graphics
primitives and higher level packages (contouring, 3-D) are available for a
variety of output devices.

A totally integrated multitasking system which allows both local and remote
task generation through the message system.

NDB - a source level debugger for parallel programs. Similar syntax to the
popular SUN utility, dbx. Allows direct interactive access to program
execution on the parallel machine. Breakpoints, stack tracing, printing
variables etc. Powerful additions to standard utilities explicitly for parallel
processing.

PM - A graphical system for evaluating and enhancing the performance of
parallel programs. Three styles of profiling are possible covering the entire
range of potential bottlenecks. This system allows you to analyze such
things as subroutine usage, communication overheads, load balancing,
interprocessor timing differences etc., etc.

While this list serves to enumerate the various utilities included in the Express package it
gives little insight into the functionality and simplicity of the system. The tools have
evolved over five years of research into parallel applications and represent the wishes/
requirements of a large user community. One particular example might serve to illustrate




the point.

Consider a fairly simple problem: calculating the average intensity of the pixels which A simple problem
make up a large X-ray image, in parallel. An obvious approach to this problem is to divide = and its Express
up the image into lots of small areas and allot one to each processor in the system. Each o/tion
processor then adds up the pixels in its region, combines its results with the other nodes and

prints out the result.

Although this seems to be quite a simple problem, getting it right can be quite tricky. You
have to figure out how much of the picture is to be given to each node, get the data there
and then collect and sum up the results. Furthermore, it would be nice if the code could be
structured in such a way that it evolved with the hardware - if you buy four times as many
nodes it would be good if the code could run immediately on the larger number of
Processors.
Express provides facilities for performing all these tasks. Automatic
0" do y "
1. A utility that generates runtime parameters allowing programs to adapt, at deczna;Zsidon
runtime to their environment; number of nodes etc.

2. A tool that automatically maps the large image into smaller pieces suitable
for distributing to the individual processors. Automatically calculates the
size of each piece and its position in the “bigger” picture.

3. An interface to the I/O system that lets the parallel program read the image
data directly from a disk file anywhere in the system, with each node getting
the correct piece of the input data.

4. A “combine” function that makes the global accumulation of data such as
the average intensity quite trivial.

Each of these tools is built upon lower level utilities that are also available to the
programmer. Where Express differs from other systems, however, is that it does not stop
at providing only the low level tools with the disclaimer that “All higher utilities can be
generated by the user”. While this may be technically correct, Express goes all the way by
actually providing the extra functionality.

While we typically find that significant applications can be parallelized with only a few  Only afew routines
subroutine calls the Express library is itself quite large. In order to help users find good required for real
starting places from which they can build Express is supplied with a library of example PPlications
codes which demonstrate various parallel processing techniques and the utilities needed to

make them run efficiently on a distributed machine.

4 How to Run Parallel Programs

" The fundamental goal of parallel processing is to achieve computing performance greater
than that currently available. The procedure by which this is to be accomplished, however,
is not well specified. Express, however, allows you maximum flexibility in designing and
implementing parallel applications. Before even addressing the problems of “parallel
computing” itself we should illustrate the means by which one can attack the problem. In
order to demonstrate a couple of the possibilities consider a simple application sketched out
in Figure 2.




Sample Application

I/O and User Interface Main “number-crunch-

: »

ng

10-20% of total time
80-90% of total time

Figure 2. Schematic of typical application code.
Programming
models
There are two major components of the program. On the left is the “user interface”
consisting of the I/O and graphics-bound pieces of the system. In a data base system this
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might be the parser that deals with user inquiries and the terminal control system for data
entry while in a mechanical engineering problem one might have to read the details of a
large structure from a disk file. To the right is the compute-bound phase of the code. To use
the two examples from above one might need to search, sort and collect statistics from a
large data-base, or calculate the stress-strain relationships of a large bridge. While these
examples carry little detail they serve to illustrate two important categories of computing
activity in an application.

The most common approach to solving a problem such as these is shown in Figure 3 - the

Figure 3. Solution of problem on a single processor

entire program runs on a single computer. This is “sequential” computing and is limited by
the speed of the particular computer system in use. Its advantages, on the other hand, are
manifest;

1. You do all your programming in a convenient environment with easy access
to a wide variety of programming tools developed over many years.

2. The program is easy to debug using whatever high level tools are available
on the host computer

3. Program flow is simple to understand resulting in easy diagnosis of
bottlenecks.

4, When finally debugged the resulting code is probably reasonably portable
and can be executed on a wide variety of uni-processor systems with various
cost/performance payoffs.

Let us now move into the misty world of parallel computing. Suppose that one has
purchased some parallel processing system. How best to take advantage of its power? A
simple scenario is presented in Figure 4.

Using the conventional system tools available to us in the previous scenario we identify the
slowest parts of our application which would, therefore, benefit most from parallelization.
With this information in hand we divide up the program into two pieces, one for the host
machine and one for the parallel processor. The host deals with the “once-only” aspects of
the code such as initialization, cleaning up and any other non-time critical tasks while the
hard work is “farmed out” to the parallel processor.
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Figure 4. Problem decomposition for host and nodes

What does this scenario have to ofter?

1. Significant parts of the original code remain intact and need not even be
recompiled since they will run on the host machine. This enables a
developer to maintain a complex product but still offer a parallel processing
version for enhanced performance.

2. The compute intensive parts of the problem have been given to the
“subroutine engine” - the parallel processor. The code to be executed there
can be optimized for the parallel processor configuration in use,
independent of the program running on the host.

This picture is identical in concept to the idea of “floating point co-processors” such as
those found in most high performance systems today. While the host performs whatever
work it is best capable of doing, the really hard stuff is sent off to another processor better
matched to its requirements. Both processors continue at their own pace and get together to
exchange data and results whenever necessary.

In Express we refer to this style of computation as “host-node” since both types of
computer are involved. One of the most important problems with this style is that one
typically has to maintain two programs, one for the host and another for the nodes. These
are usually to be compiled in totally different manners and may be quite hard to “glue” back
together whenever the programi s to be run on a conventional sequential computer. In many
cases the requirement to maintain two versions of the same code for parallel and sequential
use is too great for many developers.

This style of programming is well suited to a wide class of applications. In particular it
provides an easy way to get going on the parallel system by minimizing the amount of
material which must be re-worked for the new machine. On the other hand it may have
certain disadvantages in the I/O area - each invocation of the subroutine farm may require
that large amounts of data be transmitted to the parallel machine which could, in fact, have
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been generated internally.
Another programming style supported by Express, therefore, is shown in Figure 5. In this

[

Figure 5. Program decomposed for nodes only

model the entire application is executed on the parallel system. A set of generic server
processes are available to handle the I/O, system and graphical needs of the program. An
important feature of this style is that the entire application is maintained the same way - you
don’t have to keep two compilers in mind etc.

Under Express this programming style is referred to as the Cubix model after the generic
server which executes on the host.

Obviously the three figures represent various degrees of the same thing, from purely
sequential programming to a style where the entire application runs on the parallel machine.
The important point to note is that Express enforces no particular style but rather lets you
adapt your strategy to the requirements of an apphcauon Among the points which may
influence the decision are

* Does the application require too much memory to run entirely on the parallel
machine?

» How tightly coupled to the host computer does the application need to be - are
there particular I/O devices that need rapid response?

* How much machine specific code resides in the application? If one has devoted
significant effort in, for example, machine coding particular parts of the
application then these might best still run on the host while other parts of the
program run in parallel.

* How important is ease of maintenance?

A very important feature of both styles of programming is that Express does not affect the
environment of the host machine. This is (obviously) the feature that allows parts of your
code to run intact, but is also important since it allows you to develop the code with familiar
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tools. Editors, disks etc. are all available in the usual manner. Furthermore Express
provides you with the advanced debugging and performance monitoring facilities that
allow you to actually DO effective parallel processing.

An important feature of parallel programs written in Express is their machine
independence. This leads to two very important conclusions.

Parallel programs written in Express can run on machines of any size without software
changes. This means, for example, that a code developed on a development system with
only one or two processors will execute transparently on 200 nodes with no modifications.
The only difference to the user is the hundredfold increase in speed!

Further, parallel programs written in Express are independent of the topology of the
underlying hardware system. This allows Express applications to run on a wide variety of
machines; transputer networks, hypercubes, shared memory architectures etc. It also opens
the way to “network optimization” - on transputer systems, for example, one can adapt the
interprocessor network to the particular program being executed. The advantage of
Express in this regard is that this optimization can be done gfter the program is running.
Normally one would implement and debug the algorithm on some general topology and
then, using the performance evaluation software contained in Express, modify the network
to achieve the best performance. It is not necessary to make the network design decision in
advance.

5 Where can I use Express?

" In the previous sections we discussed a few of the features of Express as they pertain to

developing parallel programming strategies and getting started with parallel programming.
Another important area is that of system design - actually putting together a parallel
processing system for your application.

The simplest types of system are similar to that shown in Figure 4. One has a single
workstation attached to some sort of parallel processing system. This “entry level” system
is ideal for dedicated programmers or embedded systems. At the next higher level,
however, are bigger systems designed for use by multiple users. After all, parallel
programming resources are not so inexpensive that they needn’t be shared.

In a timesharing operating system environment such as UNIX or VMS, for example, a
simple solution to this problem is shown in Figure 6. Several terminals or workstations can
be connected to a single host machine which is itself connected to the parallel computer
system. Under Express this type of environment can be managed quite simply - users are
allocated processors according to the needs of their applications. Each can run in whatever
mode is appropriate and the system allocates resources dynamically.

This system provides simple multi-user access to the power of the parallel computer by
taking advantage of the operating system available on the host computer. This is entirely
consistent with the Express concept under which one uses the capabilities of the host
computer rather than replacing them with another totally disjoint operating system.

Under single user systems such as MS-DOS or Macintosh one cannot, however, operate a
sharing system in this manner. Instead Express supports the “workbench” concept shown
in Figure 7. Several user systems are connected to the parallel computing resource directly
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Figure 7. Express Workbench

rather than through any single host machine. Again Express controls access to the resource
in a dynamic manner allocating nodes as requested. Such a system might, for example, be
used in large data-base project; one machine might control overall system functions such
as backing up and starting the system while others are used as data-entry and inquiry sites.
Alternatively each could be responsible for an entirely different application.

An important variation of this theme is also indicated in this figure - the possibility of
adding additional peripheral devices to the system. In the data-base case just mentioned one
might very well require additional disk space. Such devices may be attached anywhere
within the system; Express is able to locate such peripherals on the basis of system
configuration information. Furthermore one of the modes of operation of the various
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servers allows programs running on the nodes to access information and/or system
resources located anywhere within the network. This means, for example, that a program
might read input from one file system, send output to another and direct graphical

information to special purpose hardware.
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Figure 8. Heterogeneous parallel processing net

The network need not be homogeneous. In figure 8 several types of computer are attached
to a centralized parallel processing system. Many types of processor are included which
each have access to the parallel computing resources as well as the associated peripherals.

i 6 Conclusions

" Express is a system designed solely to facilitate the process of building and executing
parallel programs. Its features include

» Cooperates with existing operating systems to allow users the facility to
develop, debug and offer applications running in familiar, highly developed
environments.

e Supports a wide variety of programming paradigms; applications may run
completely on the parallel machine or pieces may continue to execute on the
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host computer. Much of the original code can be left intact.

The deterministic nature of the parallel processing model allows us to
use intuition gained on sequential computers while writing and debugging
parallel programs.

Able to take advantage of hardware/software developments and evolve as new
technologies appear.

Large set of “primitive” operations allow both high-level and low-level use.
Designed by users to meet their own needs.

Semi-automatic decomposition system allows many applications to be
parallelized with little effort.

Guarantees scalability - No recoding necessary to take advantage of more
Processors. -

Offers the developer the assurance of portability - programs developed under
can be executed on many different parallel computer systems.

High degree of reconfigurability allows multiple users to simultaneously take
advantage of parallel processing facilities..

Support for multiple peripheral devices allows for the construction of
specialized networks tailored to application requirements.

Supports both static and dynamic load balancing of data decomposed problems.
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p 1 Introduction

[ ] Parallel computing is the technique of using more than one processor at a time to solve a

computational problem. This can be anything from controlling a robot arm to updating a
spread-sheet or calculating the aerodynamic properties of a new automotive design.

In general we can imagine three reasons for doing parallel processing:

« Speed
This usually the most important motivation. The original concept of parallel
processing was to increase the execution speed of existing and new programs
by executing parts of them on different processors. If for some reason the
parallel code does not execute faster than its sequential counterpart the whole
process of parallelization can be considered a failure.

¢ Memory requirements.
The problems being tackled today in both scientific and business sectors are
characterized by their large size. One important limit often reached on
conventional supercomputers is the amount of physical memory available.
Large scale parallel computers offer the advantage of virtually unlimited
memory resources allowing us to attempt problems which would ordinarily be
beyond the scope of sequential machines.

» Cost effectiveness.

The developments of the last decade in VLSI and other technologies have
resulted in dramatic improvements in both the cost and performance low-priced
microprocessors. The so-called “cost-performance ratio” of high-end systems
has not improved nearly as much. The result is that purely on the basis of
computing power per dollar, CPU’s like the Inmos T800 Transputer, the Intel
80x86 and 1860 and the NCUBE processors are markedly superior in this regard
to current mainframes and supercomputers. The crucial question is how to turn
the superior cost-performance ratio into sheer performance by simultaneously
utilizing multiple processors. This is the goal of parallel computing.

An assortment of computer hardware manufacturers have taken up the challenge of
building parallel hardware, ranging in size from two to several thousand processors.
University and government research groups have demonstrated that these systems can be
used to solve real problems in science and engineering in a cost-effective and efficient
manner. ParaSoft Corporation supplies a software environment for many of these systems
which is uniform and easy to use.

The purpose of this chapter is to clarify some of the basic issues in parallel computing, and
to de-mystify some of its secrets. It is also a tutorial on the use of Express. It is divided
into two parts. The first is a low level introductory tutorial which introduces some of the
basic concepts in programs which have no real substance. The second part covers more
sophisticated examples of Express programs which each provide a basis for real
applications in both scientific and business fields.
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P 2 Overview

., As is generally the case in computer engineering, parallel computing can be divided into

two parts: hardware and software. Hardware designers are concerned, above and beyond
their usual concerns, with how to connect the processors to one another and to memory.
System software designers generally try to hide the hardware decisions from application
developers, with the least possible performance penalty, while application software
designers are concerned with splitting problems into pieces, decomposition, to make
effective use of the parallel processor. In the following sections we will consider some
general features of parallel hardware, and how an application developer can use the
ParaSoft data-parallel programming environment, Express, to develop his own parallel
prograins.

2.1 Hardware

Parallel hardware comprises, by definition, more than one central processing unit or CPU.
On the other hand, there is more to a piece of parallel hardware than a collection of CPUs.
Otherwise any home with a microwave oven and a programmable VCR might be
considered a parallel computer. The extra ingredient, that allows the processors to work
together on a single problem, is a communication medium through which data, such as
intermediate results, can be communicated.

In some systems the processors share a single bank of memory, as in Figure 1. This type of
architecture has the appealing property of allowing almost unlimited communication
between processors, but this generality is not without its price. It is all too easy to devise
incorrect and unreliable communication strategies using such a general mechanism. In
addition, it is difficult (and expensive) to design the memory so it is fast enough to keep up
with the demands of a large number of processors. Despite these issues ParaSoft’s
Express can easily run on such shared memory systems.

Shared Memory

OO

Figure 1. A shared memory architecture.

Another general class of parallel architectures, is shown in Figure 2.This architecture is
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known as a “distributed memory” system because each processor has its own private
memory store, which cannot be accessed directly by any other processor. Only one
processor has direct access to any given piece of memory. For the processors to coordinate
their efforts in this type of system they must communicate directly by actively sending and
receiving information across “links”.

Designs of this type are often distinguished by the topology of the interconnection system,
e.g., hypercube, two-dimensional torus, etc. These terms refer to the way the individual
processors are connected up with one another. It is impractical, with any more than a
handful of processors, to connect each and every processor directly to all of the others.
Instead, hardware designers provide a few direct connections (typically four to eleven) on
each processor, and the ensembles are hooked up in some regular fashion, e.g. as an n-
dimensional hypercube.

Figure 2. A distributed memory architecture

The types of machines so far described are denoted MIMD (Multiple Instruction Multiple
Data) architectures since each processor executes its own instructions and operates on its
own data independently of the other nodes. This is not to say, of course, that any given node
may or may not have to cooperate with others in the network but this is algorithm dependent
rather than being imposed by any hardware model.

The last class of parallel computers are the SIMD (Single Instruction Multiple Data)
machines. This architecture uses of many processors which execute exactly the same
instruction (or no instruction at all) at the same time with each processor operating on its
own data. Currently Express does not run on this type of machine.

For the rest of this tutorial we will restrict our attention to MIMD machines on many of
which Express currently runs.

21

Distributed
memory machines

MIMD machines

SIMD machines



The role of the host
wocessor

Locking and
semaphores for
shared memory

Advariced

languages for
SIMD machines

The flexibility of

distributed memory

MIMD machines

Express a simple
alternative

Hiding the details
of the parallel
computer’s
hardware

An important feature of typical hardware designs is the so-called “host”. This processor
provides the environment seen by programmers and users of the system, i.e., the operating
systems, editors, graphics devices, printers, disks, network services and other features that
make up a modern computer system. The host computer is usually a personal computer,
workstation, or a mini-computer. The environment is that provided by DOS, Unix,
Macintosh, VMS, or whatever operating system is appropriate for the particular host, with
a few low-level extensions to allow access to the parallel processor. The nature of these
extensions determines the software support for a given parallel computer system and also,
to some extent, what types of programs may be written on that machine.

2.2

While parallel computer hardware is available in a large number of forms the associated
software is much more varied.

Software

Shared memory architectures offer sophisticated “locking” and “semaphore” operations
and are currently supporting compilers which automatically parallelize certain program
features.

Programming SIMD machines typically involves either new languages designed for very
fine-grain parallelism or else modifications of existing languages such as *Lisp or C* used
on the Connection Machine.

Distributed memory MIMD machines, as might be deduced from their extreme flexibility,
support nearly all programming models. This is one of the reasons that they are believed to
promise the most in terms of ultimate system performance. Unfortunately it also means that
the potential user must choose between a wide variety of software systems.

Fortunately, the Express system provides a simple choice.
When programming with Express one uses a system comprised of

* A set of compilers for conventional high level languages such as C and
FORTRAN

» A library of system calls which provide parallel processing primitives at all
levels of sophistication from low level message passing to automatic
decomposition and parallelization tools.

» A set of sophisticated support tools including parallel debugging and
performance analysis systems and an automatic parallelization tool.

The goal of Express is to make programming a parallel computer as much like
programming a normal sequential computer as possible. This allows one to use all the
knowledge developed over years of programming in a new environment, minimizing the
amount of material and/or technique that must be learned from scratch.

One way in which this is done is to hide the details of the parallel computer in use. If you
are more than a little confused by the discussion of the previous section which showed
some of the types of parallel computer you need not worry since the Express model of a
parallel computer is that shown in Figure 3. The host and all the nodes are connected to one
another through the Express system. At the user level no account need be taken of the
clever and/or complex ways in which the hardware has been constructed - using the
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Express model we can program as though every node were connected to every other.

Express

Figure 3. A parallel computer system viewed through Express

Express also offers an enormous range of parallel processing routines in its runtime library
in the hope that whatever operation you may wish to perform has already been supplied.
This obviously reduces the amount of “parallel” code that you have to write. Unfortunately,
it also increases the apparent complexity of the Express system by making the manuals
very thick! One of the purposes of this tutorial, therefore, is to point out some of the most
commonly used routines and to point you to the manual pages which you will need most.

We should obviously note that there are many other parallel processing models and
software systems than Express. Each offers its own type of parallelism and encourages
different programming styles and thought patterns.We believe, however, that Express
offers the simplest approach to parallel processing without compromising performance.

2.3  Message Passing

The above section might have made left you with the impression that Express
encompassed all parallel processing paradigms. This is partially true - you can write almost
every kind of parallel algorithm using the tools provided by Express. The one concept that
unifies all of the Express system, however, is that of “message passing”.

To understand what message passing is all about let us consider a simple model of a bank.
The are several tellers at their stations and a single line of customers waiting to be served.
Each teller is currently working on a transaction for a client.

This is a good example of parallel processing. Each teller works on transactions for a single
client independently of the other tellers. Consider, however, what happens when the teller
is done with his customer. Several possibilities exist:

 The teller can do nothing.
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+ The teller can run round the counter, attract the attention of the next customer
and escort them to their station to begin a new transaction.

» Either by voice or some other sign the teller can inform the next customer in line
that they are free. The customer walks up to the teller’s window and beings his
transaction.

The first possibility represents the situation in a parallel processing system when none of
the nodes communicates with any of the others - nothing gets done. Eventually, of course,
the bank’s manager may come round to check on his tellers and, noting that one or more
are idle, arrange service for some new customers. This, of course, means that he will have
to communicate with both the tellers and the customers. In general we can observe that it
is a rare parallel program that can function with absolutely no communication between
Processors.

The second and third possibilities (and any others that eventually serve all the customers)
exhibit a standard feature of parallel processing - how to inform the system that more work
can be done by a certain processing unit - in this case the teller wanting another customer.

The second solution, above, is characteristic of the solution adopted on shared memory
machines - i.e., those with an architecture similar to that shown in Figure 1. We assume that
the queue of customers is placed in the shared memory and each teller is represented by a
node of the machine. As soon as a teller completes a task he goes to the queue in shared
memory and fetches the next unit of work, removing it from the queue.

The third solution in the above list is typical of that used on distributed memory machines
like that shown in Figure 2. We store the queue of customers in one of the nodes (or even
the host) and let the nodes do the teller’s work. When a teller is finished he communicates
this fact with the machine that contains the queue of customers. The node holding the queue
removes the first in line from his list and sends it back to the free teller.

The communication occurring in this last example is what “message passing” is all about.
The situation with the two nodes representing the teller and the processor maintaining the
customer list is shown in Figure 4. The node on the right sends out a message containing
the information “I’m free” to the node managing the customer list. Similarly the managing
node sends back a piece of information describing the next customer in line, what
transactions he wishes to perform, etc.

Physically a message is a stream of bytes copied from one processor’s memory.The teller,
for example, could create a character string in memory containing the text “I’m free” and
then send this to the managing processor. Similarly the customer queue is probably
maintained as some sort of linked data structure. The managing node calculates which part
of this structure is required by the teller node and sends it back, re-organizing its internal
data structures as necessary to reflect the new “first customer”.

In the above discussion of possible solutions to the problem of assigning the next piece of
work it may be observed that the “message passing” solution is the one that gets the job
done fastest by minimizing the amount of overhead imposed on the teller in getting the
attention of the next customer. This is not coincidental.

The overheads in using shared memory machines tend to be hidden somewhat by the fact




Node a) Node b)
Manages Customer list A Teller
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Figure 4. Messages in the banking system

that a piece of code that references memory may, in fact, involve many operations including
locking and unlocking semaphores and resolving conflicts with other processors that wish
to use the same memory. The problems are made worse by the availability of high-speed
caches on advanced architecture machines which means that further decisions have to be
made as to whether the shared data can be cached or not.

The distributed memory algorithm, however, is remarkably simple and has the benefit that
its overheads can be easily assessed by evaluating the inter node communication speed.

It is primarily for this reason that Express adopts the message passing style of parallel
processing. A further reason is that we can easily implement the message passing
programming style on shared memory architectures while the converse is very difficult.

It is important to note that, as discussed above, parallel algorithms in Express can be
evaluated by considering the size and frequency of the internode message traffic. This
allows us to make good a priori predictions of the performance of our algorithms and also
to choose effectively between several possible implementations of the same program.

24  Express Programming Models.

The first question that crosses the mind of someone contemplating programming a parallel
computer is “How do you keep track of which processor is doing what?” Although it is
possible to devise more complicated scenarios, the simplest, and most common,
organization of Express programs is for each and every processor to run exactly the same
program. This is not to say that they have the same data, or even that they are executing the
same instructions, but only that the compiled program is identical in each processor. Once
the program is loaded, the individual processors can, and almost always do, distinguish
themselves and start working on different aspects of the problem. For example, in the
banking program discussed above one node would probably be distinguished by managing
the customer queue.
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its customers 1is consultation in the needs of various applications. Please feel free to call us
with any enquiries about the facilities contained within Express. We would also like to
hear your suggestions/comments about the system. In particular, we would like to enhance
the system at the user application level by providing whatever tools for automatic
parallelization can be invented. Please send us your suggestions!

T 2 Express Fundamentals

" Before you can make any progress with Express there are certain fundamental tasks which

must be performed; system configuration and software initialization. The former task can
be quite tricky so most of the details are left to another document. The latter process
depends rather heavily on the language in which your application is being written.

2.1  System Configuration; Booting Express

We can divide parallel processing systems up into two types; configurable and non-
configurable. In the latter category are included machines with fixed hardware
interconnects such as hypercubes and mesh machines. These systems need no
configuration by the user - Express can be booted as described in the next paragraph and
all is done. Among configurable systems, on the other hand, are the various Transputer
networks. In these systems the actual hardware connectivity can be changed by either
programming electrical switches or by moving ribbon cables. In these cases Express has
to be configured for the underlying hardware topology.

Fortunately this is not as daunting a prospect as it sounds; Express contains a graphical
configuration tool cnftool which guides you through the configuration procedure in a
fairly simple manner. This tool is actually rather sophisticated allowing many different
combinations of host computers and transputer nodes. For further information consult the
companion document “Configuring Express”.

Once your system is correctly configured for Express it is necessary to start it running.
This procedure is actually simplicity itself - the single command
exinit

serves to download the kernel and start it operating. Hopefully the self contained
diagnostics will suffice to enable corrective action to be taken if problems are found. The
most common sources of error with Transputer systems are incorrectly placed hardware
links - i.e., those which do not correspond to the information supplied to cnftool. If you
consistently have trouble booting the system give us a call. Note that you may have to use
the exreset call as well as exinit if you have multiple transputer boards or are
connecting several machines together. The cnftool manual contains the details.

One other program that will probably get heavy use is exstat which simply provides a
summary of current system usage. The simple command

exstat
prints out a simple statement such as
4 nodes in use out of a total of 16

The two numbers indicated here show how many nodes are currently in use and the total
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number that the kernel believes to exist. The former is useful - before resetting the system
with exinit it is probably prudent to check that nobody else is running jobs. The latter
number should reflect the total number of nodes available in your hardware configuration.
There are two situations in which this is not the case

« If the host machine has been rebooted and no call to exinit made then
exstat will show 0 total nodes.

» If hardware failures have occurred the cnftool utility can be used to “fake”
the system into using fewer nodes - omitting the defective ones. In this case the
reduced number of nodes should appear.

» In certain circumstances Express may claim to be unable to allocate, say, 8
processors even when there seem to be eight available. In this case one might
use the command “exstat -1 to obtain more information about the
allocated processors - it will usually be the case that the allocated nodes fall in
positions which block the allocation of the remaining processors in a single
block.

2.2  Programming models

Express actually contains two completely disjoint programming models tailored to the
needs of application developers. While these are discussed at some length in the companion
document: “Express: An Overview” it seems wise to repeat some of that discussion here
since it is extremely important that one understands the relative merits of the two systems
and understands how to switch between them.

The Cubix model is conceptually the simplest. One takes a piece of code and executes it on
the parallel computer nodes by invoking the cubix command. In this model of
computation the parallel program may call on most operating system services as though it
were running on the host computer itself - an obvious example is I/O. In C one is able to
call the various functions to be found in the runtime library - print £, scanf, fopen,
etc.... while Fortran support is provided for READ, WRITE, OPEN, etc. Graphics is also
available through the Plotix subroutine library which offers a simple but fully functional
device independent graphics capability to parallel programs.

The alternative model, called “Host-Node” in these manuals, entails writing a program to
run on the native host computer which communicates with the parallel computer nodes
using basic Express system calls. In this model the host program can use any of the host
services that were previously available to it plus the additional ones provided by Express
to communicate and control the parallel computer. On the other hand the programs running
in the nodes may only make use of the facilities naturally available to the nodes processors
- this usually means that any I/O must be handled by the host program and then sent in
messages to the nodes.

The two models have their own advantages and disadvantages and it is important to decide
which is more appropriate for your application. While in many cases it is possible to switch
back and forth between the two styles as development progresses it is usually a good idea
to have in mind one style for any finished project.

Among the features to be considered are the following:
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How large is my application? In the Cubix model EVERYTHING must go into
the parallel computer, I/O, graphics, user interface, etc... This requirement may
necessitate more memory than is available on the nodes of the parallel
computer. In the “Host-Node” model some parts of the code may be kept on the
host.

How much machine specific code do I have? If many man-years have been
spent developing a complex graphical user interface, for example, it may be
wasteful to attempt porting it to the parallel computer environment under Cubix
and Plotix when it may run intact on the host machine.

What I/O bandwidth do I need? This is a much more complicated issue. Some
vendors supply hardware which directly connects the parallel computer to [/O
services such as disks. In this case the Cubix model is able to take advantage of
such hardware and provide fast, parallel, 1/O directly to the nodes. If such
hardware is not available one must consider the relative merits of having the
host do 1/O and send data to the nodes in messages (Host-Node) or having the
nodes do it themselves (Cubix). In this case the appropriate issues include the
availability of overlapped or non-blocking I/O facilities on the host. If available
the “Host-Node” approach is probably faster. Otherwise both are about the
same.

Debugging. In the “Host-Node” model the nodes are unable to perform their
own J/O without coordination with the host. If, therefore, one wishes to debug
in the old style with print statements one has to change both host and node
codes, recompile both and hope that the communication calls were inserted in
the correct places. This is actually harder to do than it sounds and can be an
annoying source of minor bugs - it can take as long to get the output to work as
it does to find the bug itself! In the Cubix model one simply inserts the print
statements into the node code and recompiles. (Of course one could also use
ParaSoft's source level debugger, ndb.)

Prototyping. Trying out new pieces of code in the “Host-Node” model can be
quite time consuming for essentially the same reasons as mentioned in the last
point - compiling, coordinating and debugging two pieces of code for the host
and nodes can take time. Under Cubix, on the other hand, one can take
sequential codes and run them intact on a single node of the parallel machine.
In many cases this is sufficient to evaluate development strategies.

Portability and maintenance. Under Cubix one only has a single piece of code
that runs in the parallel computer nodes. It can often be maintained in the same
source files as the sequential version of the code - especially since dummy
Express libraries can be supplied for most machines. If the “Host-Node™
approach is adopted the source code, at the very least, has to be divided between
that which runs on the host and that which runs on the nodes. In most cases a
certain amount of common interface between the two has also to be maintained.
A further problem arises when the host and node machines are different CPU
types - e.g. Motorola host and INTEL nodes. In this case the byte orderings of
the two machines are different as can be their word lengths. This makes the
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interface between nodes fairly complex - byte swapping and casting all over the
place!

* Redevelopment cost. Many large applications have their origins in the dim and
distant past - their may be few people who actually understand the whole codes.
In this case it might make sense to adopt the “Host-Node” model and attempt to
parallelize only a small portion of the code while leaving the rest untouched.

As can be seen there are many issues involved in making the decision as to which

programming model is bet suited to your application. One of the virtues of Express is that
both are available to the user within a single package.

In this and other manuals many references will be made to either the “Host-Node” or Cubix
programming models since the Express interfaces to the two systems are often subtly
different. It is important to bear in mind which system you will be using when reading this
documentation.

2.3  Software Initialization; Languages

Before the programs you write can use Express functions certain important data structures
have to be initialized. This brings up the question of the different high level software
languages that support, or are supported by, Express.

Express is a subroutine library. This means that it can be added to ANY existing high level
language for which your parallel machine has a compiler. In particular, this means that
Express is available to both C and FORTRAN programmers. As other languages gain
support and their compilers become available Express will be supported in these too.

Each different language, however, has its own characteristics which affect the
implementation of Express.

C, for example, already requires a fair amount of system support and as a result the user is
presented with a fairly simple interface. Most constants/variables needed by the user are
defined in the header file express . h which should be included in all Express programs.
On most systems you can use the standard angle bracket notation for this file and the
compiler will know how to find it. Similarly Express is initialized before the user main
routine is called so that no extra system calls are necessary to setup Express. A typical
Express program written in C, therefore, has the skeletal form

#include "express.h"
/* Define system constants/macros */

main (argc,argv)
int argc;

char *argv(]:;

............. /* User Program .... */

FORTRAN, on the other hand, is less oriented to system support and as a result more is




required of the user. The “include” mechanism is very non-standard in FORTRAN
which precludes making system variables available in a header file. Instead Express has a
named common block which contains the FORTRAN equivalents of the C include file.
This common block has the following structure

COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE, THOST, TALNOD, IALPRC
INTEGER NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE, THOST, IALNOD, IALPRC

where all parameters are of type INTEGER. Each of these system parameters has a
corresponding value in the C implementation which is explained more fully in the manual
page for the KXINIT function. This latter function is the one which serves to setup
Express and initialize the above common block. It must be called in every program that
uses Express on both host and nodes. The prototype FORTRAN Express program has the
following form

PROGRAM MYPROG

C
COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,
$ ITHOST, TALNOD, IALPRC
C
C Start up Express.
C
CALL KXINIT
C
C Proceed with user program
C

Note that the user is not restricted to one or the other language. It is quite possible, for
example, to write a FORTRAN “host” program which interfaces with a C “node” program,
or vice versa. Similarly one can mix languages within the same program although Express
has no explicit mechanism for this purpose - standard compiler implemented techniques
must be used.

3 - Processor Allocation and Program Loading

" The most fundamental operation required before running a parallel application is to allocate
a bunch of processors and somehow load a program into them. There are several levels at
which this can be achieved and/or is necessary depending on the programming model you
have adopted. In the Cubix style all of these procedures are taken care of by the cubix
program and you have no need to read this section. If you have adopted the “Host-Node”
style, on the other hand there are many important variations which might be usefully
considered and which are discussed in this section.

1. Complete ignorance; The user application has no interest in the details of
this procedure and has no interest running on the host processor.

2. Host control; The application, for whatever reason, needs to have a process
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or processes running on the host computer which controls the allocation of
processing elements and the flow of data to/from them.

3. Full control; The application wishes to control all aspects of the allocation
and loading of the parallel program including which physical processors to
use and what to use them for.

The first level will not be described in this section - since the user requested no information
none will be given. The mechanisms required to run parallel applications in this fashion are
described in section 5. The other two categories will be described in this section. Not all the
routines available to perform loading will be described here. For more details the reader is
urged to peruse the reference manual. Also, no information is supplied as to the method of
actually generating a program to run on the parallel machine. These details are relegated to
the various introductory guides supplied with Express.

3.1 Processor Allocation

Express provides a large set of tools for loading applications into groups of processors. As
well as sending a single application for all processors one can also load individual nodes
with their own applications. These utilities are provided independently for each user of the
parallel machine - it is quite possible to have two users simultaneously access two
independent sets of nodes although this is not the only model supported. In particular we
allow for the possibility of single host programs accessing multiple groups of nodes in the
parallel computer, as well as the possibility of multiple host processes sharing access to a
single group of nodes.

The central concept in discussing low-level processor allocation etc. is that of the processor
group and the associated processor group index. A processor group is a collection of nodes
allocated with a single call to the routine KXOPEN. The processor group index is the value
returned by a successful call to KXOPEN and which is used to subsequently indicate the
particular set of nodes to which an operation should be applied.

The routine which allocates processor groups is invoked as
PGIND = KXOPEN(DEVICE, NNODES, WHERE)

where the first argument indicates the fundamental device from which nodes are to be
allocated, the second is the number of processors required and the last optionally indicates
exactly which processors are required. The purpose of the last argument is so that
applications built around custom networks can physically place certain applications on
certain nodes. The special value NOCARE may also be given in the last position to indicate
no interest in the physical placement of the program. (This value is to be found in the
XPRESS common block set up by the call to KXINIT.)

KXOPEN returns a value which, if negative, indicates an error. Obvious sources of error
include specifying an illegal device or asking for more nodes than are currently available
through use by other users. Otherwise the value returned is the processor group index by
which this particular set of nodes should be identified in future calls to Express control
utilities.

Having allocated a set of processors one must load an application. The simplest way to do
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this is with the KXLOAD and KXPLOA system calls. The former loads the same program
into all nodes of the processor group while the latter loads a single node with an application
and is used in cases where different programs must be loaded into different nodes within
the same processor group. As an example consider the following code segment

PROGRAM FIRST

C
INTEGER PGIND
CHARACTER*80 DEVICE, PRGNAM
PARAMETER (DEVICE=' /dev/transputer’, PRGNAM='noddy’)
C
COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,
$ IHOST, TIALNOD, IALPRC
C
C-~- Setup Express and its common block.
C
CALL KXINIT
C
C-- Allocate nodes for program.
C
PGIND = KXOPEN(DEVICE, 4, NOCARE)
IF(PGIND .LT. 0) THEN
WRITE (6, *) ’'Error: Failed to allocate 4 nodes’
STOP
ENDIF
C
C-- Now load "noddy" program into nodes.
C

ISTAT = KXLOAD (PGIND, PRGNAM)

IF(ISTAT .LT. 0) THEN
WRITE(6,*) ’'Failed to load application’
STOP

ENDIF

The single application “noddy” will be loaded into all 4 processors and will immediately
begin execution. Sometimes this isn’t exactly what we wanted. An important case occurs
when we use the debugger, ndb. In this case we want to load the application “stopped” so
that we have time to leisurely fire up the debugger and take control of things. We do not
want the node program to go screaming off into the wild blue yonder before we get a change
to debug it! This behavior can be achieved with the KXPAUS function call. If we call this
function before loading program then they will be loaded with a breakpoint set at the
normal entry point. It is often convenient to make this behavior conditional upon some
variable so that the program can be run in either mode without recompiling; while things
are going well one just loads the node program and blasts away but when problems arise
one can immediately switch back to debugging mode without time consuming
recompilation. Simple code which makes use of this feature is shown below.
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PROGRAM SECOND

C
INTEGER PGIND
CHARACTER*80 DEVICE, PRGNAM
PARAMETER (DEVICE=' /dev/transputer’,h PRGNAM='noddy’)
C
COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,
$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC
C
C—-- ‘Setup Express and its common block.
C
CALL KXINIT
C

C-- Prompt for number of nodes to use. If negative load

C-- application stopped for debugging.

C
WRITE (6, *) 'How many nodes ? (< 0 ==> stopped)’
READ (5, *) NNODES
IF (NNODES .LT. Q) THEN
NNODES = -NNODES
CALL KXPAUS
ENDIF
PGIND = KXOPEN (DEVICE, 4, NOCARE)
IF (PGIND .LT. 0) THEN
WRITE(6,*) ’'Error: Failed to allocate 4 nodes’
STOP
ENDIF
C
C-- Now load "noddy" program into nodes.
Cc

ISTAT = KXLOAD (PGIND, PRGNAM)
IF (ISTAT .LT. Q) THEN

WRITE(6,*) ‘Failed to load application’

STOP
ENDIF

Note that the call to KXPAUS is made conditional upon the number of runtime nodes
requested. This is useful since one can either debug or not, choosing at runtime instead of

having to recompile.

If we needed to load different applications into different nodes this could be accomplished
by changing KXLOAD to KXPLOA. The following code segment loads “noddy” into nodes

0, 1 and 2 but “mycode” into node 3.

PROGRAM THIRD




INTEGER PGIND, S0, S1, S2, 53
CHARACTER*80 DEVICE, PROGl, PROG2
PARAMETER (DEVICE=’/dev/transputer’)
PARAMETER (PROGl='noddy’, PROG2=’'mycode’)

C
COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,
$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC
C .
C-- Setup and intialize Express.
C
CALL KXINIT
C
C-- Allocate nodes for program.
C
PGIND = KXOPEN (DEVICE, 4, NOCARE)
IF(PGIND .LT. 0) THEN
WRITE(6,*) ’'Error: Failed to alloccate 4 nodes’
STOP
ENDIF
C
S0 = KXPLOA (pgind, PROG1l, 0)
S1 = KXPLOA (pgind, PROG1, 1)
S2 = KXPLOA(pgind, PROG1l, 2)
S3 = KXPLOA(pgind, PROG2, 3)
IF(SO0.LT.0.0R.S81.LT.0.0R.S2.LT.0.0R.S3.LT.0) THEN
WRITE (6, *) ‘Failed to load applications’
STOP
ENDIF
C
C-- Loaded programs, start them all running.
C

CALL KXSTAR(PGIND, IALNOD)

This code contains several new features. Each call to KXPLOA loads an application into the
indicated node. After checking for failures there is a call to KXSTAR. The first argument
here is the processor group index as before and the second is a processor number. This
routine serves to tell the nodes that program loading is complete and we should get ready
to load arguments. The special value IALNOD means “everybody”. Since, in this example,
we don’t want to go off and load any more nodes we can immediately start up the user
program. At this point the loading process is complete and the node programs will begin to
execute unless, of course, a call to KXPAUS has been made.

The extra complication involved in this last example (i.e., the KXSTAR call) is necessitated
by the fact that the loading primitives provided by Express are very general. You can load
different programs into each node, and also different arguments and environment variables
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Figure 1. Downloading a user application

into each node in those languages that support such operations. Discussion of the means by
which this is achieved is postponed to the appropriate manual pages.

In order to confirm that everything is going well the system keeps you informed of the
loading status of the machine. In response to the KXLOAD command, for example, a display
such as that of Figure 1 will appear.

If this information appears incorrect, no ‘b’ characters appear, or no ‘E’ then the kernel is
probably out of action and one might consider resetting everything with exinit.

Finally, among the loading and allocation options, we must discuss another possibility;
processor group sharing. Occasionally it will be convenient for multiple host processes to
share access to the same group of nodes. A simple example might be a host file server and
a graphical interface, or a regular application and the debugger. This facility is available
through the KXSHAR function. To share a processor group with another process it is
sufficient to know its process-ID number and make the call

PGIND = KXSHAR(DEVICE, PID, NNODES)

The first argument is the name of the device containing the nodes and is used in the same
manner as in the KXOPEN call. The second argument is the process-ID and the last is a
variable in which will be returned the number of processors in the shared group. The value
PGIND treated identically to that returned by KXOPEN. If negative it indicates that the
attempt to share nodes failed for some reason. A positive value returned from KXSHAR is
the processor group index to be used in subsequent references to the shared nodes.

A tricky point in this regard is the specification of the process ID with which you wish to
share nodes. The only totally reliable way to find this is to remember what KXOPEN told
you when the processors were originally allocated. This number is always valid. A second,
less reliable mechanism on UNIX-like machines is the KXPID system call. The single
argument to this function is the UNIX process ID of the process which originally allocated
the nodes. The returned value if that which KXSHAR will understand. On non-UNIX




systems the same information may be available by using the exstat -1 command which
also indicates the necessary process-ID.

An important point to make in connection with sharing processors is that the user is
responsible for avoiding potential clashes between requests. When reading messages, for
example, the user must be aware of the fact that the two, or more, host processes are
“racing” against one another and that the order in which their requests are satisfied cannot
be guaranteed unless some precautions are taken at the user level. The next section
discusses this problem in some detail and offers routines to manage these difficulties.

Many routines have been introduced in this section. Fortunately most applications need
only two of them; KXOPEN and KXLOAD. It is even easy to write a simple subroutine which
combines both! The extra sophistication available in Express is provided for those
applications which do not fit simply into a “homogeneous” mould and where it is crucial to
be able to do “different things” in “different nodes”. After all, this is merely another way
of expressing parallelism.

4 Node Addressed Interprocessor Communication

" The lowest level of the Express system is based on an asynchronous, point-to-point
message passing system. This means that messages may be sent from any node in the
system to any other node (including any attached host processor) at any time and the kernel
is responsible for intermediate buffering and routing of the messages. This level of
operation is available to user applications as well as the kernel and may be freely
interchanged with the system described in the section 5.

A system such as this is typically termed “asynchronous”. This is rather a misnomer - in
most implementations the “read” function call blocks until a message has arrived and been
read; not very asynchronous behavior. A better term would probably be “long range”
describing the fact that messages may be sent to arbitrary destinations with the intermediate
routing being handled by the Express kernel.

In fact Express does offer both synchronous and asynchronous functionality and several
intermediate flavors too. For simplicity we will divide this section and describe the two
modes separately since they typically occur in different types of applications. Before diving
into specific details of the message passing primitives a few basic principles which hold
throughout these discussions will be discussed.

The communication system is built around the concept of a “message”. Of the several
interpretations of this term the one adopted by Express is that a message is the result of a
single call to one of the “write” functions. It contains a number of bytes but is otherwise
without structure. Each message will be consumed by a single call to one of the “read”
functions - if the receiving node wanted fewer bytes than were sent the extra are discarded
and if less were sent than were required then the read function takes what it sees and returns
a status value to its caller indicating that not enough data were sent.

This picture is rather different from a “pipe” style where any extra bytes in a message would
remain to be picked up by a subsequent read operation and if too few bytes were sent a
“read” would wait for more to arrive before returning. This approach is quite tricky to
program - the message approach makes bookkeeping easy since a single “read” should go
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with each “write”.

As well as the obvious attributes of a message (length, data, source and destination)
Express also associates a “type” with each. This value is used to allow various types of
decision to be made on the receiving node about exactly which message is to be read. In a
multi-tasking environment, for example, different message types can be used to specify that
certain messages are intended for one task rather than another. Alternatively in a real-time
environment one might set aside certain message types for immediate processing while
assigning the others somewhat lower priority.

In order to select between messages when executing a “read” function one has an
“acceptance criterion”. Each send operation associates a positive type value with the
message. When a message is to be read the receiver specifies which node to read from and
which type of message to read. If several messages satisfy the acceptance criterion then the
one which arrived first is read. Varying degrees of NOCARE or “wildcard” behavior can
be specified to allow great flexibility in selecting between possible messages. It is also
possible to specify that certain message types should be processed by a second process
rather than being delivered to the user application.

While the “type” concept is central to the Express communication system it is always an
“option”. In fact many applications don’t ever need to deal with these features - all
messages can be of a single type and every read operation has a well defined source to read
from. Again, however, the extra functionality is required by some applications.

4.1 Messages, Nodes and Types

Before describing the functions used for interprocessor communication a few basics
concerning the Express implementation should be explained.

A message is a stream of bytes with no structure. The user is free to send any data to any
node at any time. Express does not attempt to interpret the message in any manner. As a
result you are free to send integers, floating point values, strings, structures, whatever you
like as long as your code supplies all the necessary knowledge about the data. If the receiver
needs to know what sort of data is coming then it can either be encoded in some user-level
protocol or the message type.

Every Express message is addressed to a “node” - a specific processor either within the
parallel processor network itself or attached as a “host”. This latter category is somewhat
vague; a “host” is a processor, attached to the parallel processor network which is
conceptually capable of providing system services such as graphics, disks or just
downloading user applications. One particular host is distinguished for every application
that is loaded into the machine. It has the special node number IHOST and is the machine
which actually started up your application. Since this machine is the obvious target for your
1/O and operating system service requests it has a special identifier. (In all respect it is just
like another node in the network - you send and receive messages to it in the same way.)
The magic number IHOST is to be found in the XPRESS common block set up by the
original call to KXINIT.

Express also supports the idea of multiple hosts. This means that your parallel processing
system may have several different types of host providing the sort of system services




described in the previous paragraph. To send a message to one of these hosts (other than
THE IHOST, of course) you need to know its Express processor number. To find this it is
probably simplest to consult the information provided by the system configuration tool,
cnftool. It can provide you with a picture of the interconnections between nodes and
hosts and also with a small integer for each host. To translate this number into a processor
number for Express you merely “turn on bit 15! While this sounds at first like the worst
kind of black magic it is actually quite simple in practice; the value 0 becomes 0x8000
(hexadecimall) or 32768 decimal, the value 1 becomes 0x8001 or 32769 erc. -

The use of 16 bit values is of some concern here. One must always be aware of the
differences between host and node processors. It is most common in the current parallel
computer systems for the nodes to be 32 bit machines while the hosts are only 16 bit.

The final restriction is in the message type argument. Certain types of messages are treated
specially by Express and cannot be used in applications. As a result user message types
must lie in therange 0 - 16383 - i.e., they cannot have either of the two highest bits set.

While it is generally true that one can ignore the issues discussed in this section it is
probably wise to keep these points somewhere to hand since they are an irritating source of
minor problems. The minor differences between host and nodes is often unnecessarily
unpleasant - in the worst case one might find that a perfectly acceptable value in one place
is total garbage in the other because the byte ordering of the two machines is different. This
is one of the major strengths of the Cubix programming model - since you only write a
program for the nodes it never has to deal directly with any hosts. This system is discussed
briefly in section 6 and at greater length in the document “Programming Parallel Computers
Without Programming Hosts”.

4.2  Blocking Communication Functions

In this section we discuss the simple “blocking” primitives. Once again this adjective is
rather a misnomer - the write function, for example, never blocks. However the concept
implies something at the level of the application programming model and so it remains.

The basis of the system are the three routines KXREAD, KXWRIT and KXTEST which are
available both on the host computer and within the nodes themselves. Messages are sent
with the system call

ISTAT = KXWRIT(BUFFER, LENGTH, DEST, TYPE)

in which BUFFER is an array of data to be sent and LENGTH is the number of bytes of data.
No restrictions are placed on the message length - any length from zero to the maximum
integer are allowed. It is often the case, for example, that zero length messages can be used
to some effect - interprocessor synchronization, for example. The DEST argument specifies
the processor to which the message is to be sent and the TYPE argument specifies a
“message type” for the data. These “types” provide the mechanism used by readers to
differentiate between various messages and also to allow multiple readers on a processor to
access different message streams.

1. FORTRAN has no standard notation for hexadecimal values so we show the C syntax to show the
method involved which may not be obvious from the equivalent decimal values.
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A slightly less obvious point concerns the use of the wildcard system for processor numbers
and message types. As we will see shortly a program may request a message to be read from
any processor or with any type by using the special values NOCARE in its calls to KXREAD.
Analogously one might expect to be able to send a message whose type is irrelevant. Sadly
this is not so. If you attempt to send a message whose type or destination is NOCARE
Express will return an error.

Messages are received with the system call KXREAD which has the calling sequence
ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, LENGTH, SRC, TYPE)

The important fact about this function is that it blocks until an acceptable message has been
read - i.e. the process making the KXREAD call stops executing until it has received a
message.

Furthermore the SRC and TYPE fields potentially make the KXREAD call very particular
about which messages can be read. The method of operation is as follows: all messages that
have arrived at this processor are examined in turn and the first one that meets the
requirements specified in the SRC and TYPE fields is selected for reading. Then a
maximum of LENGTH bytes are transferred to the user supplied BUFFER and any extra are
discarded. The number of bytes read is returned to the user as ISTAT - if the message read

is actually shorter than LENGTH then this smaller value will be returned. If any type of hard

error occurs ISTAT will have the special value -1. If more than one message on this node
meets the selection criterion then the one that arrived first is accepted.

The method for choosing acceptable messages is to examine the SRC and TYPE variables.
Both are considered, in turn, and both must match for a message to be accepted. The
matching procedure is the same for both SRC and TYPE fields (The TYPE field is actually
subject to one extra level of processing - see the calls KXEXCT and KXINCT.) and depends
upon the values initially supplied in the call to KXREAD

» If the supplied value is NOCARE (Defined in the XPRESS common block) then
any value is considered a match AND the accepted value is written over the
supplied parameter.

» If the supplied value is any positive value then only an exact match is allowed.

A couple of example program fragments should make this process clearer. We assume that
two integer variables MSGSRC and MSGTYP have been declared elsewhere and that
BUFFER is a region of memory sufficient to hold up to 512 bytes.

C
C-- Program fragment to explain wildcard behavior when
C-- reading Express messages.
C
MSGSRC = NOCARE
MSGTYP = NOCARE
ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, 512, MSGSRC, MSGTYP)

Since both source and type fields are NOCARE then any message on this node will be




accepted for reading. Up to 5 12 bytes of the first message to arrive at this processor will be
read into the user buffer.

C
C-~ Program fragment to explain wildcard behavior when
C-- reading Express messages.
C
MSGSRC = NOCARE
MSGTYP = 3
ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, 512, MSGSRC, MSGTYP)

In this example the source field has the wildcard value NOCARE so a message will be
accepted from any node. The type field is explicitly set to 3 so that only messages of this
type will be read. Upon the completion of this call the MSGSRC variable will contain the
processor identification of the node which sent the message that was read.

WARNING: Do not insert the NOCARE value directly into
an argument list since it will be overwritten by the message
type or source eventually selected for reading. In this case
you would have permanently changed the value of NOCARE
which would prohibit its further use in your program.

Using combinations of these parameters it is possible to control exactly the messages that
will be read by any process executing the KXREAD call. Note that the special value THOST
is available in to indicate the host computer as either a message source or destination.

As stated earlier the call KXREAD blocks until a suitable message has been read. This
behavior is not suited to all applications so an extra call KXTEST is available to facilitate
non-blocking read processes. The syntax is

ISTAT = KXTEST(SRC, TYPE)

where the SRC and TYPE are interpreted exactly as in the KXREAD system call - i.e., they
are used to distinguish between various messages on a node. The difference between this
function and KXREAD is that KXTEST returns immediately. The returned value, ISTAT,
indicates whether or not a message was found that matches the supplied SRC and TYPE
parameters. A negative value indicates that no suitable message is currently available (and
hence that a corresponding call to KXREAD would block) while any other value is the length
of the message that would be read with an immediate call to KXREAD with the same
parameters. Note that the wildcard value NOCARE is interpreted in just the same way as in
KXREAD and that it will be replaced with the actual source or type in the call to KXTEST.

While the wildcard values offer useful possibilities to programmers a problem exists when
one considers multiple processes on a node both attempting to read messages. This is
exemplified by he following piece of code

Process 1.
MSGSRC = NOCARE
MSGTYP = NOCARE
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ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, 512, MSGSRC, MSGTYP)

Process 2.
MSGSRC = 3
MSGTYP = 145
ISTAT = KXREAD(BUFFER, 512, MSGSRC, MSGTYP)

Note that the programmer has been quite careful - only one of the processes uses the
NOCARE value while the other specifies exactly what source/type combination is
acceptable - and yet the code still fails intermittently. The problem is that the way this code
works is time dependent. When the message from node 3 with type 145 arrives it can still
go to either process because it is acceptable to both. Obviously if a message of type 144
arrives first then all is well because process 1 will read it allowing process 2 the second
message. However, if the two messages arrive in the wrong order then process 1 will
happily read the type 145 message leaving process 2 high and dry waiting for its message
and ignoring the message of type 144.

The problem here is that the wildcard mechanism is TOO wild! In order to correct this
situation Express offers two functions to alter the functionality offered by the wildcard
values in the “type” field; KEXECT and KXINCT. Both functions have the same format

SUBROUTINE KXINCT (LOTYPE, HITYPE)
SUBROUTINE KXEXCT (LOTYPE, HITYPE)

The arguments to this function specify an inclusive range of message types to be either
considered or rejected in matching wildcard values.

The way these functions work is slightly different. After a call to KXINCT only the given
type range will be considered in matching NOCARE arguments in KXREAD and KXTEST
calls. All other types will be ignored. On the other hand KXEXCT specifies a range of types
that will be ignored when matching wildcards - all other types will remain acceptable.

Using these functions it is possible to set up multiple processes on a single node both
reading with wildcards but without interfering with each other. In particular the previous
code segment can be fixed in several ways, for example

Process 1.
CALL KXEXCT (145, 145)
MSGSRC = NOCARE
MSGTYP = NOCARE
ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, 512, MSGSRC, MSGTYP)

Process 2.
MSGSRC 3
MSGTYP ‘145
ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, 512, MSGSRC, MSGTYPE)

One might note that if process 1 were to later on want to read a message of type 145 then
the call

CALL KXEXCT (DONTCARE, DONTCARE) ;
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would indicate to the kernel that it should henceforth consider all types in matching
wildcard arguments.

Obviously this mechanism requires some sort of coordination between the processes
executing on a processor. Typically, however, this is not difficult to arrange and the benefit
to be accrued from the continued availability of the wildcard values is a very useful feature.

The function calls described so far in this section provide the basis for all interprocessor
communication facilities. However, whereas most systems stop at this point Express
continues to add extra functionality to the system designed to meet the requirements of
typical user applications. It is obviously true that the routines described can already form
the basis for almost arbitrary communication strategies but these often require some care in
their implementation so Express offers several additional functions.

KXBROD Perform a broadcast operation to some or all the nodes.
KXCHAN Combine the send and receive operations into a single function.
KXCOMB Gather messages from some or all the nodes and apply some

“combining” function to the data - useful for calculating global
averages, maximum and minimum etc.

KXCONC Gather messages from some or all nodes into a single buffer.
KXSYNC Synchronize all processors.

KXVCHA

KXVREA

KXVWRI Similar to KXCHAN, KXREAD and KXWRIT but non-continuous

memory blocks can be sent in a single message - useful for dealing
with rows and columns of matrices.

Together these functions provide a user interface which should be sufficient for the vast
majority of user applications. The KXCHAN routines are particularly powerful - in section
5 we develop an example program in its entirety using this function and the automatic
decomposition tools.

These functions provide the basis for the communication system under Express. As
mentioned earlier the Express kernel is responsible for routing messages between any pair
of processors. A crucial issue in this regard is “deadlock”. This occurs whenever the
internal kernel buffers overflow or whenever some particularly strange combination of read
and write requests leads to a situation where no single processor can proceed. In this case
there is usually no recourse but to reset the machine with exinit and try to figure out the
problem area. Fortunately there are known, deadlock-free, routing strategies for certain
processor interconnects: the hypercube and two-dimensional mesh. Both of these options
are supported within the Express kemel. Correct, problem free routing cannot be
guaranteed on other topologies.

The routines described in this section form the basis of all inter processor communication
facilities. the strategy they implement, however, is “blocking” in the sense that a “read”
function will hang if there has been no “write” function to send it data. This programming
style is actually very powerful - bugs appear repeatably and without time-dependencies
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leading to simple diagnosis, especially with a debugger such as ParaSoff’s ndb.
4.3  Non-blocking Communication Functions

Occasionally an application will arise that has particular requirements not easily met by the
functions described in the previous section. Important examples are the fields of real-time
control, in which it is important to react quickly and flexibly to input data and “pipelined”
operations in which one may wish to process one set of data while waiting for another to
arrive. Both of these applications are characterized by the requirement of a non-blocking
read function.

In real-time systems one would like to set up a service, or services, which will accept
messages and process them without program intervention while another part of the
application continues to process data from other sources.

In the pipeline case one wants to set up a read request that does not block the calling
program which is free to continue processing currently available data. Eventually new data
will have arrived and can be processed while possibly waiting for still more messages.

Express provides functions for both these applications.

KXHAND provides a mechanism for “handling” messages as soon as they arrive at a
processor. The calling sequence

INTEGER TYPE, SRC, FUNC
EXTERNAL FUNC

TYPE = 123
SRC = NOCARE
ISTAT = KXHAND (FUNC, SRC, TYPE)

indicates that every message of type 123 is to be processed by the user specified function
FUNC. From this point on Express will respond to any message of type 123 with a call such
as the following

KSRC = 12
KTYPE= 123
FUNC (KPTR, LENGTH, KSRC, KTYPE)

Notice that this has the same calling sequence as the KXREAD function described in the
previous section with some important differences. The pointer supplied as the first
argument is the address in Express memory where the message is to be found - no time
has been spent copying the data to a user memory area. The KSRC and KTYPE fields denote
the source and type of the message respectively and LENGTH is its size.

Note that the user “sees” the message with the absolute minimum of delay - it is essentially
passed to a user level routine for processing as soon as it has arrived, interrupting normal
program flow. Notice that this means that the user routine must take special precautions if
it wishes to retain the message - otherwise the kernel will discard it after the application-
level call completes.

This style of processing is often referred to as “interrupt time” since many implementations
generate a “hardware interrupt” when a message arrives that causes some action to be
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taken. Usually the action taken is for the kernel to arrange to buffer or forward the message
but KXHAND allows the user the first “crack™ at the data.

Notice that the wildcard processing applied to KXREAD, KXTEST, etc. also applies here -
ITYPE = NOCARE and suitable calls to either KXINCT or KXEXCT are often useful.

This function actually forms the basis of an extremely elegant multi-tasking programming
style under Express. In an abstract sense it can be said to provide a mapping from the space
of message types into the set of functions/subroutines within a program. This mapping
essentially allows us the freedom to execute, from another processor, any function in the
program and to simultaneously pass it the data it needs.

In connection with this style of programming one should mention that asynchronous
programming is rather tricky. One has to indulge in protection of critical code sections with
semaphores and the like and must be careful with global variables, etc. Bugs tend to occur
in a haphazard and unreproducible fashion which makes debugging much harder than it
might otherwise be.

A simple example of this sort of processing is the construction of a “load balancing”
supervisor. Consider a parallel system in which work is being generated by some
phenomenon - for example, turbulence is developing over some body necessitating extra
processing. This additional workload is to be distributed among the parallel processors by
some “task creation” scheme. In order to load-balance such a strategy one might wish to
provide some means of gathering statistics. The following code segment treats all messages
of type 99 as requests for load information and returns a message to the inquiring node
about the total workload in this node.

PROGRAM BALANC
PARAMETER (LDREQ=99, LDACK=100)

C

COMMON /SYSTEM/ LODVEC

REAL LODVEC(18)
C

INTEGER TYPE, SRC, LODAVG

EXTERNAL LODAVG
o

COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,

$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC

C
C-- Start up Express and its common block.
C

CALL KXINIT
C
C-- Set up message handler to service requests for load
information.
o

TYPE = LDREQ
SRC = NOCARE
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ISTAT = KXHAND (LODAVG, SRC, TYPE)
IF (ISTAT .LT. 0) THEN

STOP
ENDIF

C-- A good idea is to "sync" the processors after
C-- installing a handler so that no-one sends off
C-- messages to a node that isn’t ready yet.

C
CALL KXSYNC
C
C—-- Proceed with simulation .........
C
INTEGER FUNCTION LODAVG(PTR, LENGTH, SRC, TYPE)
INTEGER PTR(*), LENGTH, SRC, TYPE
C
PARAMETER (LDREQ=99, LDACK=100)
COMMON /SYSTEM/ LODVEC
REAL LODVEC(18)
C
INTEGER RTYPE
C
RTYPE = LDACK
C
ISTAT = KXWRITE (LODVEC, 4*18, SRC, RTYPE)
LODAVG = 0
RETURN
END

Notice that the handler is very simple in this case - it merely returns the LODVEC array to
the requesting node in a message of a different type as the request. Obviously much more
complicated structures could be constructed. It is very important that the returned message
be of a different type to that received. If we returned the results in a message of type LDREQ
it would get picked up by the message handler on the requesting node which would, in turn,
bounce it back to the other node and so on, ad infinitum. This is typical of the strange bugs
one can generate with asynchronous message handlers.

Invoking the message handler is similarly simple

SUBROUTINE GETLOD (NODE, BUFFER)
INTEGER NODE
REAL BUFFER(18)

PARAMETER (LDREQ=99, LDACK=100)




INTEGER STYPE, RTYPE, DUMMY

STYPE = LDREQ
RTYPE = LDACK

ISTAT = KXWRIT (DUMMY, O, NODE, STYPE)
ISTAT = KXREAD (BUFFER, 4*18, NODE, RTYPE)
RETURN

END

Notice that we send a zero length message to the node whose load data we wish to get -
after all the data in the message is going to be ignored on receipt anyway. We then read the
results back from the same node into a local buffer. Notice that there are no constraints on
the use of this function - we can even use it to enquire about our own loading. (Some
precautions may have to be taken to ensure that a message is not sent to a node before it has
started up its handling routine - hence the call to KXSYNC in the previous example).

A final note in connection with the KXHAND routine is that the connection between
messages and the handler need not be permanent - in fact it is terminated whenever the
handling routine returns a negative value to the kemel. This facility can be used to install
once only handlers or those that function only until some specific condition applies.

The second style of asynchronous processing is that of a non-blocking read. This is
implemented with the call

ISTAT = KXRECV (BUFFER, LENGTH, SRC, TYPE, STATUS)
INTEGER BUFFER(*), LENGTH, SRC, TYPE, STATUS

The first four arguments to this call are treated exactly as in the corresponding call to
KXREAD. The difference, however, is that this function returns immediately to its caller
irrespective of whether or not a message has been read allowing processing to continue. If
no message is available at the time of the call then the value -1 is written into the STATUS
variable and the SRC and TYPE arguments are left unchanged. When a message finally
arrives the STATUS value is updated to reflect the length of the message read and SRC and
TYPE fields are also modified to denote the actual message parameters.

This function is of use in many types of application. Since I/O bandwidth is often low on
parallel processors, especially when compared to brute CPU power, “double-buffering” is
a good strategy - one buffer is written to disk while another is being read through the
communication system. Similarly graphics applications benefit from such treatment.

In the following example we assume that the parallel machine is being used in a signal
processing “pipeline” - each node performs a particular processing phase and passes its
result on to the next “black box” in the chain. In this case it is important to keep data
flowing smoothly through the pipe. For simplicity we assume that incoming data buffers
are of length 1024 bytes and must be processed by the SIGPRC function before being
passed on to the next node. We use two message types: PRCESS for most buffers and
FINISH for the last buffer. This is again rather artificial but serves to illustrate one of the
trickier points of the “double-buffering” technique - stopping it when it’s done!.
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SUBROUTINE PIPLIN(INODE, ONODE)
INTEGER INODE, ONODE

INTEGER PRCESS, FINISH

PARAMETER (PRCESS=23, FINISH=24)
c
C-- Assume that this has been set up somewhere else.
c

COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,

$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC
cC
INTEGER BUFFER (256, 2)
INTEGER DONE, TYPE(2), THIS, NEXT, STAT(2)
C

C-- These varibles are used to indicate slots in the two
C~~ dimensional arrays used for the two buffers.
c

DONE = 0
THIS =1
NEXT = 2

C
C-- Get first buffer, blocking read this time.n
C

TYPE (THIS) NOCARE
STAT (THIS) = KXREAD (BUFFER(1l,THIS), 1024,
$ INODE, TYPE(THIS))
o
C-- While we’ve not got the FINISH message keep on
C-- processing the incoming data.
C
10 CONTINUE
IF (TYPE (THIS) .NE. FINISH) THEN
TYPE (NEXT) = NOCARE
CALL KXRECV (BUFFER(1,NEXT), 1024, INODE,
$ TYPE (NEXT), STAT(NEXT))
ELSE
DONE = 1
ENDIF
C
C-- Process the oldest buffer and send the result to the
C-- next node with the same type as we received.
C
CALL SIGPRC (BUFFER(1l,THIS), STAT(THIS))
ISTAT = KXWRIT(BUFFER(1l, THIS), STAT{THIS),
$ ONODE, TYPE(THIS))
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C-- If we’'re not done wait for next buffer.....

IF (DONE .EQ .0) THEN
20 IF (STAT (NEXT) .EQ. ~1) GOTO 20

NEXT = MOD (NEXT, 2) + 1
THIS = MOD(THIS, 2) + 1
GOTO 10

ENDIF

RETURN

END

Notice that we have saved the incoming message length for passing to the processing
function. This is superfluous in cases such as signal processing where all buffers are
(presumably) of the same length but again serves to illustrate a more general case. Also
important is the duplication of all status and type information. This has to be preserved
since the value of the STAT and TYPE variables get overwritten whenever a new message
arrives - an asynchronous event.

In common with the KXHAND call all the standard interpretations for the SRC and TYPE
arguments are valid as is processing by the KXINCT and KXEXCT functions.

The previous paragraphs describe and motivate two non-blocking read functions that have
particular applications in application areas. These functions are part of the Express library
because they supply necessary programming paradigms. One additional non-blocking
function is supplied solely for reasons of speed, KXSEND. This function is analogous to the
KXWRIT function in that it sends a message to another processor. The difference is that
whereas KXWRIT waits until the message has been sent before returning to its caller
exsend returns immediately. The calling sequence for this function

ISTAT = KXSEND (BUFFER, LENGTH, DEST, TYPE, STATUS)

can be seen to directly match that of the KXRECV routine and, in fact, the use of the
additional STATUS argument is identical - its value is initialized to -1 by the system and is
changed to the length of the transmitted message as soon as the data has been sent.

This function is actually very useful and while its motivation appears to be solely on
grounds of speed it can be used in most cases where KXWRIT would normally be used. The
only real difference between the two routines is that since the data has not necessarily been
sent when the call to KXSEND returns one should be careful not to modify the data
contained in the message BUFFER until the STATUS variable indicates that it is safe to do
so. It may, of course, be possible to imagine applications in which it is safe to modify the
data even before it has been sent, but we have been unable to do so!

As a final note we might point out that a call to the standard KXWRIT function is
functionally equivalent to the sequence

ISTAT = KXSEND (BUFFER, LENGTH, DEST, TYPE, STATUS)
10 CONTINUE
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IF (STATUS .LT. 0) GOTO 10

5 Topology Independent Communication

" The previous section described a communication system that directly addresses the

processors in the parallel computer by sending and receiving messages addressed according
to their processor numbers. This strategy typically involves a certain degree of user
intervention in the placement and distribution of data to make best use of the parallel
machine - for instance it makes sense to have data decomposed in such a way that
processors that need to communicate frequently are neighbors in the hardware topology.

While this layer is useful (and in fact necessary) for some applications another level can be
provided in which no knowledge of the underlying topology is required. We have found
this level to be extremely important in the regular problems common in scientific
applications since some degree of automatic decomposition is possible which hides most
details of the parallel machine from the user. Hiding machine dependencies in this way also
enhances the portability of the resulting code - since it is independent of the underlying
processor topology the code can be implemented on a wide variety of architectures
including both shared and distributed memory machines and also sequential computers.
This latter point is often unreasonably neglected. Since software development is typically
extremely expensive it is very unfortunate if a program that has been successfully
parallelized cannot be run (and maintained) on a regular sequential computer.

5.1  Automatic Decomposition and Run-Time Configuration

One of the most important features of parallel processors is reconfigurability. When
running on a sequential machine one has limited options - the program runs and that’s it. A
parallel processor has many more dynamic features; particularly the availability of different
numbers of nodes. It is particularly important for a parallel program to know the details of
its run-time environment; how many processors are available, how to communicate with
the host computer, etc. Within Express this information is made available with the call
KXPARA which fills in four entries in an array supplied as arguments:

ARRAY (1) Processor number within the group.
ARRAY (2) Number of processors within the group.
ARRAY (3) Identification code for the group.
ARRAY (4) Identifier for calling task.

The elements in this array are used to specify the runtime environment within which a
process finds itself. The first and second fields specify how many processors are currently
active and uniquely identify each processor within a processor group.

This information is obtained at run time by executing the KXPARA system call whose
argument is a four element array of integers that will be filled in by Express. The following
is a sketch of the appropriate code

INTEGER NDDATA (4)
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CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)
C

The automatic decomposition mentioned in the heading of this section is implemented in a
set of function calls collectively known as KXGRID. Their purpose is to take a user
specification of a problem domain and perform a mapping to the underlying processor
topology. The system then makes available any “node numbers” that may be required for
use in communication calls. In this way the user never has to understand the exact location
of the processes in the application or which nodes they have to communicate with - all this
is handled transparently.

The “incantation” that makes this magic happen is for the user to specify the way that data
is to be distributed over the processors. Extracting parallelism this way is often known as
“data parallelism” and is very common in a wide range of application areas. Basically the
user informs the system of the way that the application level data is distributed and
Express contrives to hand back the parameters that cause the correct communication to be
performed. Note that this is just the opposite of the conventional approach in which the user
is presented with a given topology by the system and has to make the best possible use of it.

To expand these ideas a little consider the following example; a model of road traffic in a
major city. For simplicity we shall assume that the net of roads is evenly spaced in both
directions and that we will ignore load balancing concerns or other abstruse properties of
parallel machines.

Our problem is shown diagrammatically in the upper part of Figure 2.

The road network is shown by the solid lines and a set of eight processors are delineated by
the dashed lines. The basic idea is that each processor in the system will be responsible for
a subregion of the total road network, moving cars around and generally controlling things.
An example subregion is shown in the center of the same figure. As any car reaches the
edge of the area controlled by a particular processor we assume that it has to get sent to the
processor who controls the neighboring roads.

Essentially the question becomes one of assigning the subregions to the processors and
working out how to communicate with neighboring areas; this is the purpose of “exgrid”.

To set up the problem we have to inform the system of the dimensionality of the user
problem and how many processors should be assigned to each of these dimensions. Note
that these quantities are specified in the space in which the users problem lies rather than
the abstract space defined by the topology of the parallel processor network. In the case of
road traffic the problem has dimension two - at least if we don’t have overpasses, tunnels
etc.! In order to assign the number of processors in each direction we can either hard code
some values or else use the KXPARA and KXGDSP system calls to distribute the number of
available processors at runtime. For the sake of simplicity we adopt the convention that
dimension 0 will denote North-South and dimension 1 East-West. Then we initialize the
system by making a call to KXGDIN as follows

INTEGER NS, EW
PARAMETER (NS=0, EW=1)
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Figure 2. Decomposition of road network problem for eight nodes
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C
INTEGER NPROCS (2), DIM

Cc
C-- Our physical domain has two dimensions, E->W and N-S
C
DIM = 2
NPROCS (NS+1) = 2
NPROCS (EW+1) = 4
C

ISTAT = KXGDIN(DIM, NPROCS)
IF(ISTAT .LT. 0) THEN

STOP
ENDIF

Notice that we took the easy way out here and just hardwired the fact that there will be eight
processors working on the problem decomposed as a two by four mesh. We could do better
by making a call to KXPARA and dividing up the NPROCS field to make the mesh as nearly
square as possible. The code to do this has the form

INTEGER NS, EW
PARAMETER (NS=0, EW=1)

INTEGER NDDATA (4), DIM, NPROCS(2)
CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)

DIM = 2
ISTAT = KXGDSP (NDDATA(2), DIM, NPROCS)

The KXGDSP function takes as arguments the total number of processors and the number
of dimensions to decompose over and returns, in the array pointed to by the last argument,
a “square” decomposition of this many processors. For example a two dimensional
decomposition of 8 processors would yield a 4 x 2 decomposition while 9 nodes would give
3 x 3. No account is made for “silly” input values - eleven processors would yield an 11 x
1 decomposition which is probably less efficient than only using ten processors!

Express now understands that we are modeling a two dimensional real-world situation and
that we have some number of processors in each direction. Next we can go ahead and find
other parameters of our decomposition. One we might need to know is the coordinates of a
particular processor in the physical grid. For instance we might know that several roads are
closed in the most South-Westerly region and the processor controlling that area has to be
able to make decisions relating to this fact. To do this we use the KXGDCO function which
takes as arguments a processor number and returns the coordinates of that node in the grid.
So, for example, the following code might be used to pick out the processor with all the
closed roads. (Assume the same PARAMETERS are defined as before)

INTEGER RECNUM({(2)
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C-- Code to setup and call exgridinit and exparam as
C-- before.

C
C
C-- Find global coordinates and treat closed streets.
C
ISTAT = KXGDCO (NDDATA (1), RECNUM)
IF (RECNUM(NS+1) .EQ.O0.AND.RECNUM(EW+1) .EQ. 0) THEN
C
C-- Code to deal with the blocked streets.
c
ELSE
C
C-- Normal case, no streets blocked.
C
ENDIF

Note that the user determined coordinate system has intersection (0,0) at the South-Western
corner of the mesh and hence the code in the above IF statement.

As well as allowing access to this sort of information defined totally within the user
problem domain a fundamental purpose of the KXGRID tools is to facilitate
communication between processors. The utility which allows this is KXGDNO which
calculates the “destination” parameters associated with communication to any of the
processors in the physical domain. The use of this routine is easily explained by example.
Suppose that a processor needs to communicate with its neighbor to the East. Then the
following call calculates the appropriate destination.

INTEGER NS, EW
PARAMETER (NS=0, EW=1)
INTEGER NDDATA (4), DEST

CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)
DEST = KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), EW, 1)

The first argument specifies which processor to start from and the next two give the
direction in which we wish to go; the second argument names the basic direction - North/
South or East/West and the last says how many “hops” we want to make - positive values
indicate motion along the positive axis and negative values along the negative axis. In our
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case we wanted the next processor along to the “East” which is along the positive direction.
To find the node for the “West” direction we simply change the final argument to -1.

Notice that we have skipped over the question of “boundary conditions” in this discussion
- i.e., what processor is directly to the East of the most Easterly and so on. We will return
to such matters in the next section where we will also discuss what is actually done with
values calculated by KXGRID. Before doing so it must be emphasized that the KXGRID
utility is actually very general. You can adopt ring type structures in which the physical
decomposition is basically one dimensional (An example might be freeway traffic) or
multi-dimensional decompositions such as might be suited to modeling other real-world
phenomena. In each case the procedure is basically the same. Also one is not restricted to
inquiring about conditions and neighbors of your own processor - one can discover the
environment of any processor in the decomposition.

5.2  Using the Automated Decomposition Tools

In the previous section we discussed how the KXGRID utility can be used to generate
“topology independent decompositions” - i.e., ones in which the decomposition is carried
out in the domain of the application rather than the underlying connectivity of the parallel
computer. In this section we will show how these tools are used in conjunction with the
communication primitives discussed in section 4.

In order to do so we will add a little more detail to the previous example. We will make a
drastic simplification and assume that traffic is only allowed to proceed from West to East
and from South to North - i.e. in the positive direction along each axis. Furthermore
vehicles are not allowed to make turns. We can now represent the state of the traffic flow
by having two dimensional arrays whose elements are the number of cars at a particular
intersection in each processors area of responsibility. For example STON (1,1) will
contain the number of cars traveling North from the South-West intersection of each
processors region, STON (2, 1) denotes the number of cars in the next block to the East
and so on. A second array (called WTOE) represents the flow in the West-East direction.
The naming conventions for these arrays is shown in the lower part of Figure 2.

Now our basic problem is to update the traffic flows as time progresses. We will make
further sweeping assumptions that all vehicles travel at the same speed and all blocks are
the same length. Thus the update cycle merely consists of moving each element in the
WTOE array one element to the “East” and each element in the STON array one element to
the “North”. Schematically this code looks like the following, for the cars moving South-
North, on a sequential computer.

C-- Do cars moving S$->N: SEQUENTIAL
C
DO 10 I=1,BLOCKS(EW+1)
DO 20 J=BLOCKS (NS+1), 2, -1
STON(I,J) = STON(I,J-1)
20 CONTINUE
STON(I,1l) = RANDOM
10 CONTINUE
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where BLOCKS is an array containing the number of street blocks in the two directions.

Note that we have introduced another fictitious object - cars appear randomly “out of the
South” at each step, and disappear forever off the “North” edge of our city. These
conditions are the so-called “boundary conditions” which should be familiar to most
scientists and engineers. The proper specification of these effects is crucial to the model
being constructed.

Now let us attempt to run this code on a parallel computer. For a first attempt consider
running the above piece of code in each processor. We introduce a new array, BLOX which
has a similar meaning to the BLOCKS array in the above code except that it tells us the
number of blocks in each processor after partitioning the data across the nodes.

The code which is correct for a sequential computer is wrong for a parallel machine because
of the “boundary conditions” at the junctions between the processors. If we run the above
code in multiple parallel processing nodes new cars are generated randomly along the
South edge of each processor’s sub-region while cars going off the Northern edge
disappear forever rather than appearing in the next area to the North. Not very realistic.

The problem can be solved in parallel by adding some simple communication calls to the
above example. Essentially what we have to do is to have each processor send to its
Northerly neighbor the number of cars in each of its Northmost blocks. This data is then
read by the adjacent processor and used to fill in its data for the Southmost blocks. A
suitably modified version is the following (Assume all arrays/variables are suitably
declared elsewhere)

C-- Do cars moving S->N with boundaries:

C-- FIRST PARALLEL EFFORT -- WRONG.

C
NNCODE =
SNODE
ISTAT =

KXGDNO (NDDATA (1),
KXGDNO (NDDATA (1),
KXGDSI (NDDATA(1),

NS, 1)
NS, -1)
BLOCKS,

]

BLOX, START)
TYPE = TRAFIC

DO 10 I=1,BLOX(EW+1)
ISTAT = KXREAD(TEMP, 4, SNODE, TYPE)
ISTAT KXWRIT (STON (1, BLOX (NS+1)), 4,
$ NNODE, TYPE)
DO 20 J=BLOX(NS+1l), 2, -1
STON(I,J) = STON(I,J-1)

20 CONTINUE

STON(I,1)
10 CONTINUE

= TEMP

In this piece of code we assume that the NDDATA array is defined and setup elsewhere with
a call to KXPARA. Notice that we use KXGDNO to give us the magic “nodes” for the
processors to our South and North, and KXGDS1I to actually tell us how many blocks lie in
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our processor. Further we use a temporary variable, TEMP, to store the information coming
from our neighbors.

So where is the bug in the above code?

The problem is with the order of the KXREAD and KXWRIT functions. Since we are using
the blocking “read” function each processor will come to its KXREAD and stop waiting for
a suitable message to arrive. Since every processor is now waiting and none of them are
writing data the machine is now “hung”. '

A trivial fix is to reverse the order of the KXREAD and KXWRITE calls. Now each processor
sends its boundary value and then looks for an incoming message with new data. This
method works - we have parallelized our program!

However, the best solution is not yet found. Three questions can be asked about the current
solution

* Can!lavoid having to remember to write before reading - especially when there
may be real cases in which the other order is appropriate?

* Is this solution the most efficient?
¢ [s this method guaranteed - even when the messages being sent are very large?

The first question may seem trivial but is actually quite important. With the proper tools
errors such as this are easy to find but they still require a fair amount of recoding and
rethinking which is wasted effort. The second question is the central topic of parallel
processing and obviously important. The last point is rather subtle and concerns the internal
buffering which is happening inside the Express kernel.

Fortunately there is a solution which satisfies all three questions - KXCHAN. The problem
at hand required one processor to both send and receive data. Instead of having separate
“read” and “write” operations the KXCHAN function combines them both into a single
function call. Conceptually the read and write operations are made simultaneously (which
is really what we need in our example) and the implementation allows us to take advantage
of hardware capabilities for maximum speed. Further we can take precautions internally to
avoid possible buffering problems completely.

A better version of the above algorithm is, therefore

C
C-- Do cars moving S->N with boundaries:
C-- CORRECT and BETTER in PARALLEL

C

SNODE = KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), NS, 1)

NNODE = KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), NS, -1)

ISTAT = KXGDSI(NDDATA(l), BLOCKS, BLOX, START)
C

DO 10 I=1,BLOX(EW+1))
C L

ISTAT = KXCHAN (TEMP, 4, SNODE, TYPE,
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$ STON (BLOX (I, NS+1)), 4, NNODE, TYPE)
DO 20 J = BLOX(NS+1), 2, -1
STON(I,J) = STON(I,J-1)
20 CONTINUE
STON(I,1) = TEMP
10 CONTINUE

One point to note is that we have apparently lost touch with the “boundary conditions” that
made up part of the specification of the original (sequential) problem. Cars are supposedly
generated randomly on the West edge of the system and disappear off the Eastern edge. The
first condition can be easily fixed with a call to KXGDCO which will tell us if we are on the
Western edge of the city and hence need to generate random cars. The other part of the
problem is a little trickier.

By default KXGDNO assumes that the user domain is “periodic”. This means that the left
and right hand edges are connected as are the top and bottom. The simple consequence of
this fact is that when the Southmost processors ask for a node to the South they are given
the node number of the Northmost processor. This is actually very useful in typical
scientific applications where the *“periodic” assumption is often encountered but is
obviously incorrect in our example. What we would like to happen is for no data to get sent
off the Northmost edge of the city and, likewise, no data to get read on the Southmost edge.

Fortunately this is very easily achieved with the KXGDBC call which overrides the defaults
and makes KXGDNO behave the way we want it to. When we ask for a processor number
which is “off the edge of the city” KXGDNO will return the magic value NONODE which,
when passed to KXCHAN, will denote that no communication should actually be attempted.
This mechanism is very general - all the Express functions understand the NONODE
argument and use it to indicate that no attempt should be made to communicate. We use
this feature to run codes on sequential computers. In this case KXGDNO will only ever return
NONODE values since there is only one processor - there are no other nodes to send
messages to.

With the addition of a suitable call to KXGDBC the code becomes

C
C-- Do cars moving S->N with CORRECT boundaries:
C-- CORRECT and SMART in PARALLEL

C
INTEGER PERBC (2)
C
C-- Override default boundary conditions.
C
PERBC(1) = 0
PERBC(2) = 0
ISTAT = KXGDBC (PERBC)
C

NNODE = KXGDNO (NDDATA(1), NS, 1)
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SNODE - KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), NS, -1)

ISTAT = KXGDSI (NDDATA (1), BLOCKS, BLOX, START)
C
ISTAT = KXGDCO(NDDATA(!), RECNUM)
C
DO 10 I=1,BLOX(EW+1)
C
ISTAT = KXCHAN(TEMP, 4, SNODE, TYPE,
$ STON(I, BLOX(NS+1)), 4, NNODE, TYPE)
C
DO 20 J=BLOX(NS+1l), 2, -1
STON(I,J) = STON(I,J-1)
20 CONTINUE
C
IF (RECNUM(NS+1) .EQ. 0) THEN
STON(I, 1) = TEMP
ELSE
STON(I,1l) = RANDOM
ENDIF
10 CONTINUE
RETURN
END

This piece of code now deals correctly with all the cases and is fully parallel. We can
duplicate it trivially for the case of cars traveling E-W and everything is done. Note that the
structure is still quite like the original program and the user had to have no knowledge of
the underlying topology of the parallel machine - KXGRID and Express did all the work.

Note that there are no strange looking parallel processing “incantations” of any kind in this
code - it consists of a set of standard C statements and calls to a runtime library. In this sense
it is still a sequential program and can be thought of, developed and debugged in that way.
Everything that happens in the program is fully deterministic and totally under the control
of the programmer. As a result it is easy to understand every factor while both designing
and analyzing the algorithm. This is the reason that we advocate this programming style so
strongly - one can use ones normal intuition about programming sequential computers to
understand how this parallel program works!

One might at this point worry about the efficiency of the above approach. Inside the loop
over I we are making a call to the communication system and hence the kernel with all the
overhead that this entails. A much more efficient method would be to do all the
communication in one swoop. We can do this by making the TEMP variable into an array
and trivially modifying the program

C

C-- Do cars moving S->N with CORRECT boundaries:
C-- CORRECT and SMART in PARALLEL

C
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INTEGER PERBC (2)

C
C-- Override default boundary conditions.
c
PERBC(1l) = 0
PERBC(2) = 0
ISTAT = KXGDBC (PERBC)
C
NNODE = KXGDNO (NDDATA(1l), NS, 1)
SNODE - KXGDNO (NDDATA(1), NS, -1)
ISTAT = KXGDSI (NDDATA(l), BLOCKS, BLOX, START)
C
ISTAT = KXGDCO (NDDATA(!), RECNUM)
C
ISTAT = KXCHAN (TEMP, 4*BLOX(EW+1), SNODE, TYPE,
$ STON (1, BLOX(NS+1)), 4*BLOX(EW+1), NNODE, TYPE)
C
DO 10 I=1,BLOX(EW+1)
C
DO 20 J=BLOX(NS+1), 2, -1
STON(I,J) = STON(I,J-1)
20 CONTINUE
C
IF (RECNUM({(NS+1) .EQ. 0) THEN
STON(I,1) = TEMP(I)
ELSE
STON(I,1) = RANDOM
ENDIF
10 CONTINUE
RETURN
END

Note that we’ve used an important property of the Fortran language here which is that
arrays are stored in the order which makes the first index increase fastest. So, when we use
KXCHAN we will actually transmit the data along the correct column of the array.

Having made this important optimization one might wonder what happens to the traffic in
the East-West direction. If we make the same optimization there then the data that we want
to send off the Eastern edge doesn’t lie in adjacent memory locations, at least in Fortran.
Even in languages where the East-West array works right the South-North one wouldn’t -
you can’t have it both ways! This is the reason for the existence of the “v” routines:
KXVREA, KXVWRI, and KXVCHA. These routines, as well as the conventional pointer,
length, node and type arguments have two extra: item size and skip distance. So, for
instance, the actual syntax of the KXVWRI call is

ISTAT = KXVWRI (DATA, SIZE, SKIP, NITEMS, NODE, TYPE)
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The DATA, NODE and TYPE arguments are exactly as before. However the actual data sent
consists of NITEMS of size SIZE each separated by SKIP bytes. Note that we do not
specify the total length of the data to be sent in bytes as with KXWRIT but rather give the
number of items and the size of each.

As an example of this call suppose that we wish to send every third element of a simple
array of 32 bit integers. In total there will be 23 items to be sent and the array they come
from is called MYBUF. Then the appropriate call to KXVWRI is

ISTAT = KXVWRI (MYBUF, 4, 12, 23, NODE, TYPE)

The variations KXVREA and KXVCHA are implemented in a similar way. To see how one
might use these calls in our traffic flow problem it is easiest to just present the code that
deals with the East-West flow. Note that we only have to call KXGDBC once to set up the
boundary conditions properly for both West-East and South-North flow.

C
C-- Do cars moving W->E with CORRECT boundaries:
C-- CORRECT and SMARTEST

C
ENODE = KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), EW, 1)
WNODE = KXGDNO (NDDATA(l), EW, -1)
C
ISTAT = KXGDSI (NDDATA (1), BLOCKS, BLOX, START)
C
KXGDCO (NDDATA (1), RECNUM)
Cc
BLKS = BLOCKS (NS)
C
IBLK = BLOX (EW+1)
ISTAT = KXVCHA(TEMP, 4, 4*IBLK, IBLK, WNODE, TYPE,
$ ETOW(IBLK,1), 4, 4*IBLK, IBLK, ENODE, TYPE)
C

DO 20 J=1, BLOX(NS+1)
DO 10 I=BLOX(EW+1l), 2, -1
ETOW(I,J) = ETOW(I-1, J)
10 CONTINUE
IF (RECNUM(EW+1) .NE. 0) THEN
ETOW(1,J) = TEMP (J)
ELSE
ETOW(1,J) = RANDOM
ENDIF
20 CONTINUE
RETURN
END

This code now has exactly the same form as that for the South-North flow but with a call
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to KXVCHA replacing the call to KXCHAN. Obviously the call to KXCHAN in the earlier code
could actually be replaced with a suitably “hacked” call to KXVCHA making the codes look
even more alike. ‘

A final point to note is that the variable TYPE shows up a lot but doesn’t get much attention.
Very early on we set its value to the value TRAF IC and have since ignored it. This is typical
of these “synchronous” simulations - the type parameter is superfluous since every node
knows who to send data to and when - no extra level of classification is necessary.

WARNING: It is tempting to try to the use standard value NOCARE for
the message type in this type of problem since you really don’t care!
Unfortunately there is no way for Express to send a message with this
type and attempting it will cause weird and mysterious problems

While trivial in principal this example has hopefully served to show how the KXGRID
system and its associated function calls can be used to generate codes that look extremely
similar to their sequential counterparts and which require no knowledge on the part of the
programmer of the underlying topology of the parallel computer. Obviously this system
will not be appropriate in certain circumstances where algorithms have complicated
constraints - for example it is not always possible to make do with the synchronized
communication system used here. Even in cases less synchronous than that considered here
the use of the exgrid mechanism is not precluded and is still a very powerful tool.
Another point to note is that the problem and solution presented here form most of the code
needed to model fluid mechanics via the “cellular automata™ approach - it is not such a
trivial model after all.

At present the KXGRID system is designed for dealing with regular meshes and their many
dimensional derivatives. We are interested in extending this model to other common types
of data structure such as trees and would encourage users to make their requirements known
to us.

5.3  Utility Functions

As well as providing the basic node to node communication facilities described in the
previous sections Express offers other utility functions that are commonly used: KXCOMB,
KXBROD and KXCONC.

The KXCOMB function is used to apply a user specified function to data distributed among
the processors of the machine. The basic calling sequence is

ISTAT = KXCOMB (DATA, FUNC, SIZE, NITEMS, NNODES,
NODEL, TYPE)

where the combining function, FUNC, is applied to NI TEMS data items, each of size SIZE.
The function provided must satisfy certain constraints in order to be effective; namely
associativity and commutativity. (Basically this means that the result of applying the
function to items A and B is the same irrespective of the order of application. Addition and
multiplication are good examples and subtraction is not. The last arguments specify which
set of nodes to apply the function to; NNODES is the number of nodes listed in the array
NODEL. If NNODES takes the special value TALNOD then the KXCOMB will be done on all
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processors. Finally the TYPE parameter serves to assign a “type” to the combine function.

As an example of the use of this function consider another extension to the traffic problem
discussed previously. Assume that after each iteration we want to find out how many
vehicles are left in the system. A simple way to achieve this in a sequential program is the
following code

C
C-- Count traffic totals:
C-- SEQUENTIAL
C
TOTAL = 0
DO 10 I=1,
DO 10 J=1,
TOTAL =
10 CONTINUE

BLOCKS (EW+1)
BLOCKS (NS+1)

TOTAL + WTOE(I,J) + STON(I,J)

To modify this code for a parallel processor we just add a call to KXCOMB as follows

COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,

$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC

C

INTEGER ADDNOD, TYPE

EXTERNAL ADDNOD
o

TYPE = 123

TOTAL = 0
C

ISTAT = KXGDSI (NDDATA (1), BLOCKS, BLOX)
C

DO 10 I=1, BLOX(EW+1)

DO 10 J=1, BLOX (NS+1)

TOTAL = TOTAL + STON(I,J) + WTOE(I,J)

10 CONTINUE
C

ISTAT = KXCOMB (TOTAL,ADDNOD, 4,1, IALNOD, 0, TYPE)

where the function ADDNOD is defined elsewhere as

INTEGER FUNCTION ADDNOD(I1, I2, SIZE)
INTEGER Il1, I2, SIZE
C
Il = I1 + I2
ADDNOD = 0
RETURN
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END

This code is actually quite straightforward. For each of the NITEMS mentioned in the call
to KXCOMB the combining function is called with, as arguments, two items of the length
given by the user. The combining function should then overwrite the first argument with
the result of combining the two elements and return a zero value to its caller. (Returning
other values cause KXCOMB to fail and/or perform other tasks - see the reference manual
for details). The final result of the call to KXCOMB is just what was wanted - the value
TOTAL is now the total number of cars summed over all the processors in the system.
Furthermore, every processor that participated in the call to KXCOMB has this resuit.

The other two functions serve similarly useful purposes.

Converting KXCONC takes data items from each processor and makes a single long buffer in each node
distributed datato by concatenating the individual contributions from each node. A feature of the way this is
global data done guarantees that each node ends up with the same result. The KXBROD function, as its
Broadcasting a name implies, performs a broadcast operation to a set of nodes in the system. Any node may

single processor's  be the originator of the broadcast and the message may be restricted to a subset of the
data to others processors.

Notice that these functions also have “type” parameters. This is so that one can distinguish
between several overlapping function calls. Without such a parameter, for example, the
following course of actions would be illegal and probably cause the machine to “hang”
since the KXCOMB in node 1 will pick up the message sent with the KXWRIT in node 0.

Processor 0.
KXWRIT to processor 1.
KXCOMB.

Processor 1.
KXCOMB
KXREAD from processor 0.

Avoiding Even if the machine doesn’t “deadlock” the results will be gibberish. With the “type” field,

“deadlock” by however, it can be arranged that the “KXCOMB” and “KXREAD /KXWRIT” operations have

using the message  gifferent types. In this case Express will sort out which message goes with what and all

opes will be well. Of course, if you give the same TYPE argument to both then chaos will still
result.

Fortunately errors such as this are extremely easily detected using an interactive debugger
such as ParaSoft’s ndb.

” 6 I/O and Cubix

" Up to this point all the high level communication primitives described have been intended
primarily for node-to-node communication within the parallel machine. No reference has
been made to the host computer.

One of the major decisions which must be taken by an application developer is whether or
not any of the code must run on the host processor or whether the entire application can run
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in the distributed machine as was discussed extensively in an earlier section. In this section
we will discuss some of the elementary features of Cubix which make it so easy to use.

Having advertised some reasons for using this model of computation its basis is in an
Express subsystem known as Cubix. Cubix is a full-function I/O and operating system
server that enables distributed applications full access to the operating system resources
available on the host computer. Multiple host processors can be supported and also
distributed *“disk farms” for file access. The interface to the host operating system is
sufficiently sophisticated that one of the functions you can perform is to start up and run a
host program to which you can communicate in a natural way. This allows you to actually
run a user written host program from within the Cubix programming model. Essentially
you can have the best of both worlds - full file system access from within the nodes and all
the advantages of a sequential host program.

At the lowest level file access is available through the standard functions READ, WRITE,
OPEN, REWIND etc. At a higher level it involves a complete model of distributed I/O
involving three totally distinct modes.

Synchronous mode:
11 processors make requests together and each receives the same response.
This situation occurs a lot in interactions with the user - for example, issuing
prompts and reading values for global variables.

Multiple mode:
All processors make requests together and each receives a different
response. This mode is used most often for reading and writing the bulk of
data generated or required by a parallel code. It’s feature is that it is possible
to construct a solid model for the various I/O functions allowing
deterministic and repeatable behavior.

Asynchronous mode:
Any processor may make a request at any time and each is serviced
independently. This mode is rather hard to control since asynchronous and
unrepeatable behavior results but is central to certain applications and
situations.

The coexistence of these three distinct I/O modes and the ability to switch between them
makes Cubix an extremely versatile system. In principle any function that the host could
perform is available to the node processors - including such things as spawning new
processes on the host and controlling external devices. The details of programming in this
style are to be found in the accompanying document “Programming Parallel Computers
Without Programming Hosts” which is the major reference for this system. Meanwhile a
couple of examples might serve to illustrate some of the functionality

A particularly simple piece of Fortran code is the following

PROGRAM SIMPLE
C
C-- Set up Express.
C
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CALL KXINIT

C

C-- Introduce ourselves

C
WRITE(6,*) ’'Hello world’
STOP
END

which generates the immortal line
Hello world

Actually writing the program that does this in the nodes is quite hard if a user written host
program has to be used since messages must be coordinated between host and nodes. If,
however, one uses the Cubix model then the above code, when executed with the command

cubix -n 1 noddy

would also generate the same output. (Note that we assumed that the program resulting
from compiling the previous code fragment has been called noddy. Details of the
compilation procedures are given in the introductory guides to Express and are specific to
particular hardware systems.) Even if run on more than a single processor the output would
appear the same because by default all files appear in “single” mode in which only a single
node actually generates any output. The trivial modification of the program to

PROGRAM PARLEL
INTEGER NDDATA (4)

C
C-- Set up Express.
o
CALL KXINIT
cC
C-- Introduce ourselves in parallel.
C

CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)

CALL KMULTI(6)

WRITE (6, *) '"Hello world from processor ', NDDATA(1l)
STOP

END

produces the output

Hello world from processor
Hello world from processor
Hello world from processor
Hello world from processor

w N = O

when executed on four processors. The trivial addition of the KMULTTI call switches the I/
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O mode for unit 6 so that output appears in order of increasing processor number. Note that
no other files are affected - the I/O mode is specified for each stream independently.
Additional function calls are available to fully specify the order in which input or output
are performed while a file is in multi mode. This facility is extremely useful in conjunction
with the KXGRID system allowing users to perform I/O specification on the basis of the
application data domain rather than the underlying processor topology.

Taking the previous program and switching the KMULTI call to KASYNC enables the

asynchronous mode. In this case the output from the various processors will appear in ?h?:“;f; i;';’": SIZ 2(1
arbitrary order and may even change from one trial to the next. This is one of the penalties ;. ..~ ;e s

of using the asynchronous I/O mode - especially with buffered I/O functions which are

usually used for ‘FORMATTED’ files. Use of ‘UNFORMATTED’ files is recommended when

using the asynchronous mode - further details are presented in the companion document

describing Cubix.

The Cubix model of parallel computation is extremely powerful and yet very
straightforward. Many applications can either run intact or require very minor
modifications to use this system and its use is strongly recommended in all cases that can
take advantage of it.

7 Hardware Dependent Communication

" Much of this chapter has been devoted to a discussion of the issues which make parallel
programs portable and/or easy to develop. One significant point which has seemingly gone

overlooked, however, is performance. Optimizing
. ) performance
The issues of parallel program performance is extremely complex. Not least of the ;504 0f

problems is the fact that parallel processing hardware is developing quite quickly and so  portability
what are “good” techniques this year may be hopelessly old fashioned a couple of years

hence. It is for this reason that we have concentrated so heavily on portability and
standardization since this automatically leads to a situation where an application can take

advantage of developing technology.

There are many applications, however, which can make good use of current technology if Hardware

only its performance could be improved a little. For this reason Express supports a layer ~dependent
of communication primitives that directly address the hardware present in the parallel C”’"’"‘;}”‘C“‘w” i
computer in use. These routines are optimized for one thing only - speed. The interface that ];‘:Z;Za,ﬁ;';
they present to the user is extremely simple and cannot be guaranteed to exist, or even

function in the same manner from one machine to the next. The decision on whether or not

to use these routines must lie with the developer and should be based on a reasonably

detailed study of the issues at hand. The use of the profiling system to be described in a later

chapter is strongly advised before embarking on a revision of the code to use these routines.

The basic idea embodied in this system is that of “nearest neighbor communication” - i.e., Communication
communication only between processors which are directly connected by the underlying between hardware
hardware. To describe such a connection Express uses the terminology of a “channel”. ¢° nnected
This is an integer quantity that describes the connections between one node and some set neighbors

of other nodes. In a hypercube topology, for example, the concept of a communication

channel is well defined by the bits that make up the processor numbers. Similarly a

transputer machine has nodes that each have four “links” which again can be mapped onto

117



The Express
interface

“Wild and
dangerous”
routines - no
checking

Mapping Express
channels to the
hardware concepts

Blocking
communication - in
the strongest sense

A “deadlock”
situation

the integers O, 1, 2 and 3.

Given this mapping from the hardware description to a set of small positive integers
Express provides four routines to implement communication: XXCHON, KXCHOF,
KXCHRD and KXCHWT.

KXCHON and KXCHOF are the functions that control the use to which a particular channel
is put. KXCHOF disables the normal processing of a hardware channel by Express and sets
it in a mode where the low level communication functions can operate. KXCHON performs
the complementary task, re-enabling Express on a previously disabled channel.

Neither of these routines performs any checking on the validity of a particular operation.
As such it is the responsibility of the user to ensure that no messages are still in the system
which will need to be forwarded on a particular channel which is to be disabled. Typically
this means that some sort of synchronization is required before disabling channels.
Similarly it is the responsibility of the user to make sure that no regular Express
communication is attempted which uses a channel which is still disabled.

Once a channel has been successfully disabled the KXCHRD and KXCHWT functions can be
used to pass data along a channel. The calling sequences are extremely simple:

KXCHRD (CHAN, BUFFER, NBYTES)
KXCHWT (CHAN, BUFFER, NBYTES)

As can be seen no NODE or TYPE arguments are present in these lists - the functionality is
merely to transmit NBYTES bytes of data from the indicated BUFFER into or out of the
named channel. The actual node with which these routines communicate depends solely on
the hardware interpretation of the CHAN parameter. For the two simplest types of hardware
this association is as follows

Hypercube Channel CHAN connects the processor whose node number is ND
with that whose processor number is given by

ND .XOR. (2 ** CHAN)
i.e., by switching bit “CHAN” of the processor number.

Transputers Channel O corresponds to hardware link 0 - i.e., Link01In in acall
to KXCHRD or Link0Out in a call to KXCHWT.

These routines are completely “blocking” in the strong sense that the call to KXCHWT in one
node will not return until a corresponding call to KXCHRD has been made in the receiving
node. Furthermore the message lengths, indicated by the respective NBYTES arguments
must match exactly.

Note that this means that the following sequence of calls, which would be valid if made
with KXREAD and KXWRIT will lead to “deadlock” when made with the lower level
functions.

(We assume that nodes A and B are connected on channel 0.)

C C
C Node A C Node B
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C C
CALL KXCHWT (0, BUF, 12) CALL KXCHWT (0, BUF, 12)
CALL KXCHRD (0, BUF, 12) CALL KXCHRD (0, BUF, 12)

The problem in this case is that both nodes call KXCHWT together. As a result both wait for
a call to KXCHRD to consume their data. As a result neither can proceed and the outcome
is “deadlock”. To alleviate this problem one commonly introduces the concept of “parity”
in which nodes on opposite ends of a communication channel are assigned opposite values.
The code above could then be re-written as follows:

C
C Nodes A and B
C Assume that the PARITY variable is initialized
C elsewhere.
C
INTEGER PARITY
C
IF (PARITY .EQ. 0) THEN
CALL KXCHWT (0, BUF, 12)
CALL KXCHRD (0, BUF, 12)
ELSE
CALL KXCHRD (0, BUF, 12)
CALL KXCHWT (0, BUF, 12)
ENDIF

Note, however, that the assignment of parity to processors is not necessarily trivial. For a
hypercube connected machine one can always assign parity to the processors based on the
number of “bits” set in their processor numbers. For a more general interconnection
strategy such as is possible with a transputer system, however, it may be impossible to
perform this assignment. Consider, for example, the simple net shown in Figure 3.

If we assign parity 0 to node O then node 1 will need to have parity 1. But since node 2 is
connected to both nodes 0 and 1 it cannot have either parity assignment. Programming with
the low level channel communication primitives is still possible in such a case but extreme
care must be taken to ensure that the calls to KXCHRD and KXCHWT match correctly.

Having gone, at great length, into the difficulties present in using these routines it should
be stated that they can significantly improve the performance of a great many parallel
processing algorithms. A good reference for the types of problem which can be successfully
tackled in this way is the book “Solving Problems on Concurrent Processors” by G.C.Fox
et al. published by Prentice-Hall (1988). This book deals with a broad range of scientific
problems solved by the research group at Caltech using a communication system based
exclusively on nearest neighbor interactions.

An important feature of Express in connection with these routines is that can be gradually
merged into a working code when performance analysis indicates that some gain can be
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Figure 3. Processor interconnect with no possible parity assignment

made. We strongly advocate the use of the profiling systems to be described in a later
chapter before embarking on a major code revision which takes advantage of these routines
- it is important to understand just how much one stands to gain from such labor.
Furthermore the step to using these calls should not be taken too early in the development
of a parallel project since their use inhibits the functioning of such powerful development
tools as the debugger and performance monitor - while a channel is disabled it cannot be
used to forward system messages such as those used by the debugging tools.

Several strategies are available to lessen this barrier

» Construct a working program, fully benchmarked and debugged and then turn
on the fast communication. Hope that nothing bad happens.

» Since most applications go through cycles in which the faster performance of
the KXCHAN routines is sometimes unnecessary one can restrict ones debugging
attention to the phases where Express has been re-enabled.

» Use a communication strategy in which Express can be left enabled on a set of
channels that “spans” the hardware topology. In this case the debugging tools
can be used at all times.

The first method is basically sound but suffers from the defect that certain program bugs
may only manifest when the faster communication is used since this affects the relative
timing of different activities on different nodes. One cannot be sure, therefore, that enabling
the faster communication will not engender new bugs of its own.

The middle option is reasonably workable. Most applications, particularly those in
scientific and technical domains have periodic structures in which Express can be
alternately off and on. With care one can then use the development tools during the times
that Express is enabled.

The last strategy is probably the easiest to use but requires some preparation in setting up
and also more connectivity from the underlying hardware than may be available. The basic
idea is to reserve a set of channels for use by the fast communication routines and then use
the full Express system on the others. The simplest way to achieve this is to simply delete
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the corresponding channels using the system configuration tool, cnftool. (This is only
available if the system in use supports such reconfiguration.) Links which do not appear in
the network description generated by cnftool will,, by default, have Express disabled
just as though a call to exchanof £ had been made at the beginning of the program. These
links can then be used for fast communication.

Note that it is not necessarily sufficient to merely disable certain channels at the beginning
of the user application.since Express may have already decided to use these channels for
its own message routing. Deleting channels with cnftool avoids this problem since the
internal routing is built upon the information supplied by cnftool.

8 Complete Example Programs

" This section contains complete examples of the use of the Express in both Cubix and

Host-Node applications.
8.1 The “RING” Program

The program is shown schematically in Figure 4.

Messages sent to fwdnode.

———fp  Messages sent to bcknode.

Figure 4. Communication around a ring of processors
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The KXGRID tools are used to set up a one-dimensional processor decomposition - i.e. a
ring and then we use KXGDNO to obtain the processor numbers to be used in communicating
with the next and previous node around the ring. Each processor then sends data to it
successor using the FWDNOD and reads from its predecessor using BCKNOD as shown in the
figure. Repeating this operation as many times as there are nodes in the ring has the result
of sending each processor’s message to every other node.

At the end of each cycle we use the KXCOMB function to gather up some data either to be
printed (in the Cubix version) or sent to the host. This latter operation has nothing to do
with sending messages around a ring but is added to give a little more variety to the
program.

While this program looks just as silly as some of the other examples used it is actually quite
a common programming model - many parallel applications take the form where an inner

loop performs calculations and internode communication which ends with some data being
gathered together for later analysis or display.

Two distinct versions of this program are presented: a Cubix version and another split into
host and node programs. We present the latter last since it is more complex and will serve
to advertise the Cubix model. It may be surprising to readers that the Cubix
implementation is actually a parallel program - it looks just like a sequential program.

8.1.1 CubixProgram

This program would be compiled with the Cubix libraries by specifying some machine
dependent compiler options - see the introductory guide to your version of Express for
more details. Once compiled we can execute it on four processors with a command similar
to

cubix -n4 cbxdemo

where we have assumed that the program has been called “cbxdemo”.

C*****************‘k***********************************

C
C EXPRESS Demonstration program. *
C _______ *
C Parasoft Corporation, 1988. CUBIX program *
C *
C*****************************************************
C
PROGRAM CBXTST
INTEGER IDATA(256), ODATA(256)
INTEGER CHKSUM(2), CHECK, NTIMES, K, TYPE
INTEGER NPROCS (1), NSHIFT, FWDNOD, BCKNOD, FADD
INTEGER NDDATA (4)
C
EXTERNAL FADD
C
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COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,
IHOST, TALNOD, IALPRC

DATA TYPE/123/
Start up Express and initialize its common block.
CALL KXINIT
Get system parameters and construct a checksum.
CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)
CHECK = 0
DO 10 K=1,NDDATA(2)
CHECK = CHECK + (K-1)
CONTINUE
Now set up the channels to use in the ring. Map a one
dimensional chain of processors onto the underlying

processor grid with NPROCS processors in it.

NPROCS (1) = NDDATA(2)
ISTAT = KXGDIN (1, NPROCS)

FWDNOD
BCKNOD

il

KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), 0, 1)
KXGDNO (NDDATA (1), 0, -1)

Now prompt for the number of times to pass the
message around a ring.

WRITE (6, *) ’'How many times around the ring 2 ’)
READ (5, *) NTIMES

processor. For each 100 successful round trips print
out a cheery message and issue diagnostics if
something seems wrong.

DO 20 K=1, NTIMES

Shift data around the ring we just set up - note that
we have to do "nprocs" shifts to get it round the
ring once.

DO 30 NSHIFT=1, NDDATA(2)
ISTAT = KXCHAN(IDATA, 512, BCKNOD, TYPE,
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$ ODATA, 512, FWDNOD, TYPE)

30 CONTINUE
C
C-- Now do the checksum business -- with KXCOMB.
C
CHKSUM (1) = 1
CHKSUM (2) = NDDATA (1)
ISTAT = KXCOMB (CHKSUM, FADD, 4, 2, IALNOD,
$ 0, TYPE)
C

IF (CHKSUM(1l) .NE. NDDATA(2) .OR.
$ CHKSUM(2) .NE. CHECK) THEN
WRITE (6, *) 'Error in node communication’
WRITE (6, *) 'Expecting: ’, NDDATA(2), CHECK
WRITE (6, *) ’'Received : ', CHKSUM(1l),
$ CHKSUM(2)
STOP
ELSE
IF (MOD (K, 100) .EQ. 0) THEN
WRITE(6,*) ’'Finished loop ’, K

ENDIF
ENDIF
20 CONTINUE
C
WRITE (6, *) 'Finished’
STOP
END
C
C-- This function will called by the KXCOMB routine.
C
INTEGER FADD (I, J,SIZE)
INTEGER I,J,SIZE
C
I=1I+J
FADD = 0
RETURN
END

8.1.2 Host-Node Program, “Host” code.

This version of the “RING” program is in two pieces, one which would execute on the host
processor of your machine and another for the nodes of the attached parallel computer. The
former is presented first and raises several important issues which are noted at the end of
the program text.

To run this code one would compile it with some C compiler for the host processor in use
but with the addition of the Express library. More information about this process can be
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obtained from the introductory guide to Express on your system.
To run the program on four nodes we would execute a command similar to
host 4

where we have assumed that the program resulting from the compilation of this code has
been called “host”. If you have named it something else, or your machine requires a
different syntax to execute programs then the above command line will have to be modified
accordingly.

Note that make provision in this code for debugging by the specification of any second
argument. This forces the host program to execute a call to the KXPAUS routine which
loads the node program at a breakpoint so that the debugger can be invoked. To take
advantage of this feature one might use the command line

host 4 dummy_ for debugging

with suitable modification for your own operating system.

C*****************************************************

C *
C EXPRESS Demonstration program. *
c % Jk Kk Kk Kk Kk X *
C ParaSoft Corporation, 1988. HOST program. o
C *
C‘k****************************************************
C

PROGRAM EXSAMP

COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,
$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC

INTEGER FROMND (2), NTIMES

INTEGER CHECK, K, STATUS

INTEGER PGIND, NODES

INTEGER SRC, TYPE

INTEGER ENV (4)

CHARACTER*80 DEVICE, PRGNAM

PARAMETER (DEVICE=’/dev/ncube’, PRGNAM='node’)

DATA TYPE /123/

C-- Start up EXPRESS. This MUST be the first EXPRESS
C-- system call used.

CALL KXINIT

C-- Read the number of nodes. Also find out whether or
C-- not to stop theC- program upon loading. This is

C-- useful for debugging. We do this by having a negative
C-- number of nodes mean "stop".




WRITE (6, *) ’'Number of nodes?’
READ (5, *) NODES
IF (NODES .LT. 0) THEN
NODES = -NODES
CALL KXPAUS
ENDIF
PGIND = KXOPEN(DEVICE, NODES, NOCARE)
IF(PGIND .LT. 0) STOP ’'Failed to allocate nodes’.
STATUS = KXLOAD (PGIND, PRGNAM)
C
C-- Get system parameters and construct a checksum to
C-- compare with the values returned from the nodes.
C
STATUS = KXPARA (ENV)
CHECK = 0
DO 10 K = 1,ENV(2)
CHECK = CHECK + (K - 1)
10 CONTINUE

C-- Now prompt for the number of times to pass the
C-- message around a ring.
C
WRITE (6, *) ‘How many times should the message go
$ around the ring?’
READ (5, *) NTIMES
C
C-- Send the count to the cube and then read back a
C-- message for each cycle. Note that this is rather
C-- tricky on machines with reversed byte orders. We have
C-- to swap the bytes, send them to the nodes, and then
C-- swap them back again to use on the host.
C
CALL KXSWAW(NTIMES, NTIMES, 4)
STATUS = KXBROD(NTIMES, IHOST, 4, IALNOD,
$ DUMMY, TYPE)
CALL KXSWAW(NTIMES, NTIMES, 4)

DO 20 K= 1,NTIMES

SRC = 0

STATUS = KXREAD (FROMND, 8, SRC, TYPE)

CALL KXSWAW (FROMND, FROMND, 8)

IF (FROMND (1) .NE. ENV(2) .OR.

$ FROMND (2) .NE. CHECK) THEN

WRITE (6, *) ’Error in node communication’
WRITE(6,*) ’'Expecting ’,ENV(2), CHECK
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WRITE(6,*) ’'Received ’, FROMND(1l),
$ FROMND (2)
ELSE
IF (MOD (K, 100) .EQ. 0) THEN
WRITE(6,*) 'Done ’, K
ENDIF
ENDIF
20 CONTINUE

WRITE (6,*) ’'Finished’

STOP
END
NOTE 1. We call the KXINIT routine in the program to set up the XPRESS
common block which contains system parameters.
NOTE 2. We use INTEGER* 4 variables for all communication between host

and nodes. This avoids any problems which might arise if the more
natural INTEGER type were of different length on host and node
processors. We include an explicit call to the byte swapping routine
KXSWAW in the host code. If the host and node processors share the
same byte ordering properties then this call can be omitted.

8.1.3 Host-Node Program, “Node” code.

The following code makes up the “node’ half of the “Host-Node” version of the “RING”
program. The most interesting things to note is its similarity to the entire Cubix version of
the code. This is often the case - in practice one obtains node programs by copying the
entire sequential version of the code and deleting the initial and final I/O relating to
parameter input and result output. In many cases where structured programming practices
have been adopted the node program can often be made up quite simply by calling the main
processing routines of the original sequential program.

The compilation of this code is quite straightforward but one must be careful NOT to use
the switches that invoke the Cubix libraries. While this would apparently succeed, at the
compile/link stage, the resulting program would not run properly because it would contain
Cubix-specific code which requires that the host be executing the cubix program rather
than the one we showed in the previous section.

A final important issue involves the naming of this program. While any name can, in
principle, be chosen it must match that used in the call to KXLOAD in the host program. In
this case we should name the resulting program: node.

C*****************************************************

o
C EXPRESS Demonstration program.

C * %k k Kk k ok k

C ParaSoft Corporation, 1988. NODE program

* % X

*
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C *
& % % % % K ok ke ke ok ok ok K K Kk K ok ok ok ok ok ok K K K Kk ok ok e ok ok ok ok ok e ok ok ok ok ok ok ok kX
C

PROGRAM EXSAMP

COMMON/XPRESS/NOCARE, NORDER, NONODE,

$ IHOST, IALNOD, IALPRC

INTEGER INDAT (256), OUTDAT (256)

INTEGER TOHOST (2), NTIMES

INTEGER ENV (5)

INTEGER K, NSHIFT, STATUS, DUMMY

INTEGER FWDNOD, BCKNOD

INTEGER TYPE, DEST, NPROCS(1l)

INTEGER FADD

EXTERNAL FADD

DATA TYPE/123/

C-- Start up EXPRESS. This MUST be the first EXPRESS
C-- system call used.

CALL KXINIT

C-- Read system parameters, number of nodes etc......
STATUS = KXPARA (ENV)

C-- Now set up the channels to use in the ring. Map a one

C-- dimensional chain of processors onto the number of
C-- nodes allocated.

C
NPROCS (1) = ENV(2)
STATUS = KXGDIN(1l, NPROCS)
C
FWDNOD = KXGDNO(ENV (1), 0, 1)
BCKNOD = KXGDNO(ENV (1), 0, -1)
Cc

C-- Now read the number of iterations from the host -
C-- note that the number of forwarding operations is this
C-- parameter times the length of the ring.

STATUS = KXBROD (NTIMES, IHOST, 4, IALNOD,
$ DUMMY, TYPE)
C
DO 10 K = 1,NTIMES
C
C-- Shift data around the ring we just set up.
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DO 20 NSHIFT=1, ENV(2)
STATUS = KXCHAN(INDAT, 512, BCKNOD, TYPE,
$ OUTDAT, 512, FWDNOD, TYPE)
C
C-- Now send a silly messge to the host. Add up a bunch
C-- of ones and also our processor numbers.

C
TOHOST (1) =1
TOHOST (2) = ENV (1)
STATUS = KXCOMB (TOHOST, FADD, 4, 2, IALNOD,
$ ' DUMMY, TYPE)

IF (ENV(1l) .EQ. 0) THEN
STATUS = KXWRIT (TOHOST, 8, IHOST, TYPE)
ENDIF
20 CONTINUE
10 CONTINUE

STOP
END

INTEGER FUNCTION FADD(I, J, SIZE)
INTEGER I, J, SIZE

I =1+ 4J
FADD = 1
RETURN
END

8.2  Other Examples

All versions of Express are shipped with an extensive set of example programs. The exact
location of these files depends on the particular system but most often they can be found in
a subdirectory called “examples” of the main Express installation. This directory will
itself contain several other subdirectories, each exhibiting a particular feature of the system.
Of particular interest are the express and cubix directories which contain further
examples of the two programming models and the elementary use of the basic Express
functions.

129



130



131



Cubix

Programming parallel computers without
programming hosts




1 Introduction

Historically, application programs for parallel computers consist of two parts, a master
process running on the host and a server running in the parallel machine

Cubix adopts a different viewpoint. Once a program is loaded into the nodes, that program
assumes control of the machine. The host process only serves requests for operating system
services. Since it is no more than a file server, the host program is universal; it is unchanged
from one application to the next.

This programming model has some important advantages.

» Program development is easier because it is not necessary to write a separate
program for the host.

» Parallel programs are easier to develop and debug because they can use standard
I/O routines, rather than machine dependent system calls.

¢ Parallel programs can often be run on sequential machines with minimal
modification.

» The programming model extends in a natural way to distributed I/O, systems
such as disk farms, attached directly to the parallel machine.

The currently implemented versions of Cubix supports both synchronous and
asynchronous I/O modes for maximum flexibility and portability of the resulting parallel
codes. In addition certain versions of the system incorporate support for distributed disk
systems and multiple host computers. '

Cubix was created to make programming parallel computers easier. Its goal is to eliminate
significant duplication of effort on the part of programmers, and to make the environment
in the parallel machine appear much more familiar to application programmers. It is also
intended to make programs more easily portable to sequential machines as well as between
different brands of parallel computers.

The motivation for Cubix can probably best be understood by sitting down with one’s
favorite distributed machine and trying to get each of the nodes to perform a trivial task
involving input and output to the terminal. For example, have each processor identify itself,
and multiply its processor number by a number entered on the console, printing an
informative message like:

I am processor 17 and 3 times 17 is 51

in response to the number 3 being entered. This is an extraordinarily difficult exercise
because the nodes of the parallel machine do not have direct access to the operating system
facilities available on the host. One can not, for instance, execute a READ in the nodes to
obtain data from the console. Instead, the host must allocate a buffer, read data from the
console into it, pass the contents of the buffer to the nodes, read a message for each node
containing the results of that node’s calculation, format those messages and print the
results. Programming this exercise requires two programs, one for the host and one for the
nodes of the machine; often compiled with different compilers and different compiler
options. One must also worry about the sizes of the various data types on the host and in
the nodes and, in extreme cases, the byte ordering within the types.
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This example is obviously frivolous, but it illustrates an important shortcoming in parallel
programming environments. Maintaining and debugging “real” programs is unnecessarily
difficult for exactly the same reason as in the exercise: it is too hard to use the host’s
operating system. Debugging is extremely difficult because programs cannot be easily
modified to produce output tracing the flow of control. Additionally, when a program is
modified, it often requires separate but coordinated changes to both the node program and
the host program. The necessary coordination is a rich source of minor bugs.

A further deficiency in parallel computing environments is the duplication of effort
involved in this programming style. Each programmer is forced to re-invent a host-node
protocol which resembles, functionally at least, the protocols that have been written
hundreds, if not thousands, of times already. After writing a few protocols, each
programmer tends to develop a characteristic signature. Programmers quickly learn to
reuse their ‘main’ routines, but by then, their time has already been wasted.

Finally, after expending the effort to develop a parallel application, the programmer finds
that the program will not run on a sequential machine. The I/O protocol designed for the
host-node link is completely foreign to the sequential machine. Even though the bulk of the
application would operate correctly by linking with a very simple library of dummy
communication routines, the host program and node program must be “glued” back
together. Maintaining an evolving code intended to run on both sequential and parallel
machines is quite difficult for this reason. (Note that the program, once glued, no longer
runs in parallel!).

All these deficiencies can be traced to a single source. Parallel computers are often viewed
as high-speed peripherals attached to a host computer which controls their operation. As
peripherals go, they are extremely flexible and programmable, but control, nevertheless,
resides in the host. The host loads programs and data into the nodes which then compute
and eventually return results which are expected, in number and length, by the host. In more
sophisticated applications, the nodes analyze various tokens passed by the host and may
perform different computations based on their values.

2 A Different Perspective

" The basic idea behind Cubix is that the program running in parallel should control the

operation of the associated program running on the host. This is exactly opposite to the
common style of programming discussed above. In Cubix, tokens are passed from the
nodes to the host requesting activities like opening and closing files, reading the time-of-
day clock, reading and writing the file system, etc. The host program does nothing more
than read requests, act on them and return appropriate responses. All such requests are
generated by subroutine calls in the parallel processor. The host program which serves the
requests is universal; it is unchanged from one application to the next, and the programmer
need not be concerned with its internal operation.

It is convenient to give the node subroutines the same names and calling conventions as the
system calls they generate on the host. This relieves the programmer of the task of learming
a new lexicon of system calls. Any operation he would have performed in a host program
can be encoded in a syntactically identical way in the cube. It is of no consequence that the
subroutine called in the cube might actually translate the request into Swahili before
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sending it to the host. All the programmer sees is a call to, e.g. WRITE (1, *).

High level utilities are often written in terms of a set of standard system calls. Since the
Cubix system calls have the usual names and calling sequences, system utilities designed
for the sequential host computer can be readily ported to the hypercube. The standard I/O
functions are available, for example, providing various forms of formatted and unformatted
buffered I/O. (See the introduction to the reference manual for a complete list) Under
Cubix, the exercise of Section 1 would be programmed as:

PROGRAM CBXTST

C
INTEGER ENTRY, PROCNO, NDDATA(4)
C
C-- Set up Express.
C
CALL KXINIT
C
CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)
PROCNO = NDDATA (1)
C
WRITE (6, *) 'Enter a value’
READ (5, *) ENTRY
C
C-- Allow separate I/I from each node.
C

CALL KMULTI (6)
WRITE (6,10) PROCNO, ENTRY, PROCNQO, PROCNO*ENTRY
10 FORMAT (1X,’I am processor’,I14,’,
S and’,I4,’times’,14,'1is’,14)

STOP
END

3 The Catch - I/O modes

" Itis highly optimistic to think that a set of system calls designed for a sequential computer

can be sufficient for use in a parallel environment without modifications or additions. In
fact, the requirements of the parallel environment do force one to restrict the use of some
routines and also to add a few additional ones. The issue to be addressed is:

How does one resolve the problem that different processors
may need to do different things - maybe at different times?

To address this question we will classify applications into two types.

Synchronous programs are characterized by uniformity from processor to processor and
structured communication and calculation stages. In particular each node computes for a
while and then all processors communicate data among themselves before engaging in
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another round of computation. The significant point in this model is that the interprocessor
communication channels are essentially free while computation is being done.

The second category might be termed asynchronous. They are characterized by having
completely individual behavior in each processor and no regular communication-
calculation cycles. In these applications there is no way of knowing when all
communication channels will be idle other than by explicitly synchronizing the processors.

These two styles are supported in different ways by both the Express communication
facilities and the Cubix I/O model. The differences are explained in the next sections. Note
that the distinction may not be as clear cut as stated above. In particular asynchronous
programs often have internal points of synchronization and may well proceed in this
manner for lengthy periods of their operation. Similarly, synchronous programs may
occasionally benefit from the ability to use asynchronous function calls - a good example
is the processing of a run time error. Often these appear in data-dependent ways that mean
that an error condition in one processor might not be duplicated in all the others. Then it is
of benefit to the ailing processor to be able to take its own corrective or diagnostic action
independent of the other processors.

3.1  Synchronous I/O Modes

Since a large majority of applications in science and engineering fall into this category we
will discuss the synchronous I/O mode first. The sample code of the previous section is a
good example of this style. If we had run it on four processors the output would look like

I am processor 0, and 3 times 0 is 0
I am processor 1, and 3 times 1 is 3
I am processor 2, and 3 times 2 is 6
I am processor 3, and 3 times 3 is 9

-

in response to the number “3” being input. There are several points to notice in regard to
this example, simple as it is. Only a single value was entered at the console yet all
processors received the value 3 as input. On the other hand only a single WRITE call was
made but four lines of output resulted. This is an example of the difference between the
“single” and “multi” modes of Cubix.

In single mode a single function call has the same effect in every processor whereas in multi
mode a single function call has a unique effect in every processor. The call that makes all
the difference in the example is CALL KMULTI (6) which switches the standard output
stream over from single to multi mode. Thereafter the call to WRITE produces a unique
output string from each processor. To make this even more obvious consider the following
simple example ‘ :

PROGRAM MTEST
INTEGER NDDATA (4)
C
C-- Setup Express
C
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CALL KXINIT

C
CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)
WRITE(6,*) ’‘Hello world’
C
CALL KMULTI (6)
WRITE(6,*) 'I am processor ’,NDDATA(1l)
C
CALL KSINGL(6)
C
WRITE(6,*) ’.... and that is that!!’
STOP
END

If this were run on four nodes then the output would be

Hello world

I am processor
I am processor
I am processor
I am processor 3

.... and that is that !!

NP o

In this example we start off in single mode (The default for all I/O units) and utter the
immortal phrase “Hello world” which appears once. We then switch over to multi
mode and print out a unique string from each processor. Finally we switch back to single
mode and print out another string that only appears once.

The singular and multiple modes are not restricted to output operations. Consider, for
example, the next code fragment, where we assume that a variable NPROC has been set to
the number of processors we have allocated.

WRITE (6, *) ’'Please enter a value: '
READ (5, *) N

cC

WRITE(6,*) ‘Please enter ’, NPROC, ’values’
C

CALL KMULTI (5)

READ(5,*) I
C

CALL KMULTI (6)
WRITE(6,10) N, I, PROCNO
10 FORMAT (1X,’You gave ’,I3,’ and’,I3,’ to proc ’,I3)
C

When run on eight processors with input
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123
8, 7, 6, 5, 4, 3, 2, 1

this will produce the output

You gave 123 and 8 to proc 0
You gave 123 and 7 to proc 1
You gave 123 and 6 to proc 2
You gave 123 and 5 to proc 3
You gave 123 and 4 to proc 4
You gave 123 and 3 to proc 5
You gave 123 and 2 to prdc 6
You gave 123 and 1 to proc 7

Again the important point to notice is that while unit 5 was in single mode a single value
typed at the console is sufficient to satisfy the call to READ in all eight processors while
eight values must be input to satisfy a similar request when unit 5 has been switched to
multi-mode.

Also note that we can freely mix single and multi modes whenever convenient. The
former is obviously useful whenever entering values for global variables that are constant
in each processor while the latter allows for independent data in each node. Additionally
we can alter the order of the output from, or input to, a multi mode file through the KORDER
system call. By default all I/O is ordered by increasing processor number (as should be
readily apparent). The following code segment reverses this order for output;

CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)

CALL KORDER (6, NDDATA (2)-NDDATA(1l)-1)
CALL KMULTI (6)

WRITE(6,*) ’'Hello, this is node ’, NDDATA(1l)
CALL KFLUSH(6)

STOP

END

Run on four processors this produces the output

Hello, this is processor
Hello, this 1is processor
Hello, this is processor
Hello, this is processor

O RN W

This option is particularly useful in conjunction with the KXGRID utilities. It is a simple
matter to reorder I/O so that processors read data blocks in an order determined by the
decomposition of the physical data rather than some arbitrary ordering according to the
underlying topology of the machine. As an example consider the following code fragment;
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PROGRAM RING

- INTEGER NDDATA(2), MYVAL, NPROCS (1), RECNUM(1)
g—- Start up Express.
- CALL KXPARA (NDDATA)
- NPROCS (1) = NDDATA(1)
ISTAT = KXGDIN(1l, NPROCS)
C

C-- Now reorder the input stream to correspond to the
C-- processor location around the ring.

C
ISTAT = KXGDCO(NDDATA (1), RECNUM)
CALL KORDER (5, RECNUM(1))

C

C-- Now read in parameters

C

CALL KMULTI (5)
READ (5, *) MYVAL

The processors are assigned to a ring topology by the KXGDIN call - i.e., they are logically
assigned to a one dimensional chain. Then the KXGDCO routine is used to discover which
slot in this decomposition is occupied by a processor and this value is used to re-order the
input stream, unit 5. This has the end result that run on four processors and presented with
the input ‘

100 101 102 103

the first value, 100, would be read by the processor first in the logical chain, 101 by the
second processor, 102 by the third and 103 by the fourth completely independent of the
underlying topology of the parallel computer. Such independence of the hardware
configuration is the key element in making programs portable between parallel computers.

Another example of the use of this technology is image processing - using KXGRID
routines and the KORDER function it is possible to arrange to read the image data according
to rows and columns of the image. Without this utility tricky “unscrambling” routines have
to be written to distribute the incoming data among the parallel processors.

Finally note that the mode and ordering of files are totally independent - it is quite possible
to have unit 5 configured to read data in multi mode ordered according to a three
dimensional model of some structure while unit 6 remains in single mode to issue prompts
to the user.

At this point the power and simplicity of the Cubix I/O picture should be apparent. In the
single and multi modes we have a system that actually makes sense - when the same value
is required in each node you only have to enter it once while different output can easily be
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Buffering modes
and flushing files

KFLUSH

obtained from individual nodes. With the exception of the KMULTI and KSINGL function
calls everything looks just as it would in a sequential program. Cubix is more than just a
file serving protocol, however. As well as allowing file I/O functions such as READ and
WRITE all other facilities usually available on the host are available to the programmer,
including full file I/O using OPEN, CLOSE, etc.

Having extolled the virtues and simplicity of the Cubix model one should understand some
of the detailed ways that KMULT I extends the sequential computer I/O model. Consider the
following code fragment.

CALL KMULTI (6)

WRITE (6,*) ’'hello’

CALL KFLUSH({(6)
WRITE (6, *) ’'goodbye’
CALL KFLUSH(6)
WRITE (6, *) ’'CUBIX '/
WRITE(6,*) ’'is flexible’
CALL KFLUSH(6)

If executed on a parallel machine this would produce the following output

hello
hello
hello
goodbye
goodbye
goodbye
CUBIX

is flexible
CUBIX

is flexible
CUBIX

is flexible

The important point to notice is contained in the last block of output. Notice that the lines
CUBIX and is flexible appeared adjacent from each processor despite having been
written in two WRITE statements. This is, in fact, an often overlooked feature of any
sequential I/O library - output is “buffered”. Instead of each character appearing on your
terminal individually the system saves up some number and then spits them out at once -
this improves efficiency. The actual flushing of the data to the terminal can also be
controlled by the user via the KFLUSH system call.

In the light of this discussion we can examine the previous example more carefully. Note
that the calls to KFLUSH are each responsible for certain lines in the output. Furthermore
there is no such call between the two WRITE calls that make up the last two lines. What
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happened in this last case is that the two calls merely stored up characters in an internal
buffer. After two calls had been made the buffer on each node contained the strings CUBIX
and is flexible which then appeared all at once when the KFLUSH call was made.

At this point the user may well be somewhat confused by the buffering that seems to be
going on all over the place and what they can and cannot expect to happen. Fortunately this
is rarely a problem given the fundamental rule:

Multi mode files never flush automatically. The only way to
get at the data in such a file is to call KFLUSH explicitly.

If this rule is followed then everything will be as expected. In single mode output appears
on the terminal under well-defined conditions; whenever a carriage return in seen,
whenever the internal system buffer gets full, the user calls KFLUSH or when input is
requested on any stream. In multi mode nothing ever appears until KFLSUH is called.

One of the more common errors using Cubix is the failure to flush buffers when files are
in “multi”-mode. We list, in Section 8, some of the other common errors.

At this point one has to address the “synchronous” nature of these calls. So far the examples
have been characterized by one thing - whenever one node made a system call the others
did so too. Admittedly, given the simple nature of our examples, it is actually quite tricky
to do otherwise. However, this is a fundamental requirement of the single and multi I/O
modes.

The central concept in this discussion is that of “loosely synchronous” behavior. The
adjective “loosely” is applied here because no real program is ever completely synchronous
since this would have to imply that EVERY processor was executing the same instruction
as all the others ALL the time. This situation arises rarely - even in SIMD machines!

“Loose synchronization” is the concept behind the alternation of compute and
communicate cycles discussed earlier in this section. Essentially an action is loosely
synchronous if it occurs when all communication channels are known to be free. This need
not actually be restricted to the so-called compute phases - in between two communication
calls will also satisfy the constraint as long as all processors make the call together. To
(hopefully) clarify this picture a little consider the following example for two processors

Processor O.

Send message to processor 1.
WRITE(6,*) ' ... ' =- NOT loosely synchronous.
Receive message from processor 1.

Processor 1.
WRITE(6,*) ' ...’ == NOT loosely synchronous.’

Receive message from processor 0.
Send message to processor 0.
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In this example the call to WRITE is not loosely synchronous because the communication
channel between processors 0 and 1 is blocked by the message that node 0 has sent but node
1 has not read. If we modify the actions to the following

Processor 0.
Send message to processor 1.
WRITE(6,*) ' ... ' -- Loosely synchronous.
Receive message from processor 1.

Processor 1.
Receive message from processor 0.

WRITE(6,*) ’ ... ' -- Loosely synchronous.
Send message to processor 0.

then the call to WRITE is loosely synchronous. Note that we have assumed that the system
only contains these two processors. If there are actually eight in the system then the
behavior of the others is also important - the concept here is a global one in that all
processors must satisfy the conditions before an action can be said to be loosely
synchronous.

An alternate explanation of this concept is that of a barrier to program execution - no
processor will be allowed to return from a “loosely synchronous” function call until every
processor has made the same call with the same arguments.

Having defined and (hopefully) explained what the term means we now make the statement
that “synchronous mode” Cubix requires that all system calls be made loosely
synchronously. This requirement is, in fact, an overstatement of the true facts which is what
makes the multi mode so useful. The requirement of “loose synchronicity” is actually only
required for system calls that interact with the host computer. Obviously commands that
merely buffer up data on a node do not interact with the host and so do not have the
requirement. A good example is WRITE in multi-mode. Since no flushing is ever done until
explicitly requested by the user, calls to WRITE may be made completely asynchronously
to multi-mode files. Only the eventual call to KFLUSH must be loosely synchronous.

The details and restrictions on the various system calls interact in a fairly complex manner
with the “mode” of the associated units. This results in some rather inelegant tricks
connected with opening units other than the standard 5 and 6. Essentially we have to tell
Cubix in advance what is to be expected of the file unit we are accessing. Section 7
attempts to explain the appropriate details, but basically the trick is to add extra characters
to the name of any file that we open to indicate which I/O modes will be used and what sort
of file is entailed.

3.2  Asynchronous Mode

Occasionally circumstances arise in otherwise synchronous programs that require
asynchronous behavior. A particularly good example is error detection and recovery.
Unfortunately the regular Cubix code segment that one might naively use is wrong
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C
C-- Asynchronous diagnostics ..... INCORRECT
C
IF( ... ERROR ... ) THEN
WRITE (6, *) ’'We have big problems .... sorry’
STOP
ENDIF

because there is no guarantee that the error will occur in all nodes at the same time. A fix
along the lines of

C
C-- Asynchronous diagnostics ..... PARTIALLY CORRECT
o

CALL KMULTI (6)

IF( ... ERROR ... )} THEN

WRITE (6, *) 'We have big problems ... sorry’
ENDIF
CALL KFLUSH(6)

is partially correct. Now you see an error message from any node that got the error.
However multi mode still has the loose synchronicity requirement for the KFLUSH
operation so that the above piece of code won’t work unless all processors are actually
going to be doing this together. While this may often be the case one can easily imagine
cases where only some of the nodes are even in this piece of code. Then there is no chance
of the KFLUSH being successful and even worse the machine will hang. An error that was
caused by some anticipated problem has now caused the program to “hang” and may be
misdiagnosed as a communication problem.

The solution to this problem is an asynchronous I/O mode. Code that can be guaranteed to  Asynchronous 1/0
work is as follows

C
C-- Asynchronous diagnostics -- CORRECT
C
CALL KASYNC (6)
IF(... ERROR ...) THEN
WRITE (6, *) ’'We have big problems ... sorry '’
CALL KFLUSH(6)
CALL KABORT (13)
ENDIF

The call to KASYNC is the key. This switches on the asynchronous mode for unit 6 and
allows any processor to individually make system calls and requests.

Having introduced this concept one might wonder why not make it the default in all cases
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- indeed why bother having the synchronous modes at all? Several important reasons can
be distinguished

e Asynchronous output introduces a randomness to the behavior of a program.
Different runs will produce different output making it hard to reproduce bugs.

» Asynchronous input is very hard to maintain. Which data goes to which
processor is very hard to control since the requests to “read” data arrive in some
random order.

One approach commonly taken for the second point is to introduce a windowing
environment and allocate one window for each processor. You can now do more sensible
input by typing in each window. At least this ensures that you really can direct data to the
processor you wanted to get it. The downside of this scenario is that you have to continually
move from one window to the next - this is particularly bad if you really wanted to give the
same value to all the processors, or if there are 512 processors - the windows will be awfully
small. A scheme like this also has problems with concepts like redirecting standard I/O and

pipes.
In the light of these problems it makes sense to use the synchronous I/O modes described

in the previous section to perform most I/O functions. Some applications, however, are just
asynchronous by nature and for these Cubix does provide an asynchronous mode.

Note that this mode is orthogonal to the single and multi modes described in the
previous section - you can’t have asynchronous multi mode, for example.

Having described how to asynchronously READ and WRITE to I/O units one might ask
another question - “Do I have to OPEN all my units synchronously and then switch them to
asynchronous mode?”. Fortunately the answer to this question is “NO”. Using techniques
spelled out more fully in Section 7 it is possible to make even the OPEN call asynchronous
allowing different nodes to open different files or perhaps none at all.

Having acquired asynchronous access to files in this way the user is pretty much free. The
functions READ and WRITE work together to maintain, on each processor, a record of that
processor’s location in the file. Each request that is sent to the host contains with it
information that repositions the file correctly before the appropriate operation, i.e., reading
or writing.

Asynchronous mode 1/O is at best a rather hazardous exercise. Apart from any other
considerations it may introduce non-repeatability into your code. A program may be
running “correctly” in asynchronous mode and produce different looking output given
identical input. Despite these difficulties the asynchronous mode does provide useful
functionality to parallel programmers if used carefully.

This section has dealt exclusively with asynchronous 1/O. Cubix, however is more than just
a file server - it is a complete interface to the operating system of the host computer. In order
to complete the set of synchronous/asynchronous modes a further subroutine KCBXSY is
provided. Be default all system calls to the host are made loosely synchronously: if you
execute the TIME command then all nodes must do so together and the command is only
executed once. Giving a zero-argument to the KCBXSY command, however, enables
system calls to be made totally asynchronously.
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Note that ordinary I/O operations are also affected by this switch so that files which were The difference
originally opened in synchronous mode can be addressed asynchronously after this call. .~

There is, however, a significant different between the two modes. asynchronous
» A file opened for asynchronous operations is read repeatedly on each node - i.e., g‘fi{z :ofiie and
each node’s first READ from the file results in reading the first data. mode for Cubix

» A file opened for synchronous operations, but read with KCBXSY set to zero
allows “first come, first served” access - the first node to make its request will
get the first data from the file, the second will get the second etc.

While this may occasionally be just what you want it tends to introduce a time dependency
into your code which makes it hard to reproduce behavior and hence find bugs. In most
cases we have observed it to be better to use the “real” asynchronous mode.

33 Multiple hosts, Distributed filesystems, etc.

A particularly common feature of advanced workstations is the support for distributed Distributed
filesystems. In order to take advantage of such a system Cubix may be configured for filesystems
multiple hosts with their own attached file systems. By default all system calls, including

requests to open files are sent to the Cubix console - normally the terminal from which you

submitted the cubix job. You can, however, specify alternate destinations in two ways.

The system call KCONND is provided to override the default choice for system calls. The Redirecting Cubix
argument required is the processor number of the new “console” and results in the direction ~ System calls

of all further system calls to the node indicated. These calls may be made at any time and

do not have to be the same in all nodes. In particular, one might use the KCBXSY function

described earlier in conjunction with KCONND to partition a system into sets of nodes which

each, independently, interacts with its own “host” finding files and making system requests

to that particular target. The details of this procedure are contained in the manual “Using

Express on systems with multiple hosts™. "

An alternate, and somewhat lower level, system is implemented just using the naming
convention for files. A request for the file 8001 : fred.dat will be sent to the node with
the name “H1” in cnftool’s naming convention. All further references to this file will
also be sent to this node Note that the exact mechanism required to indicate a special “host”
when looking for files is operating system dependent.

4 Debugging: A Last Resort

" Debugging is a problem dear to every programmer’s heart. One of the major successes of ~Debugging Cubix
Cubix is that it makes debugging on a parallel processor almost as straightforward as on a  programs
conventional machine which lacks a source level debugger. The standard method of “print

it and see” is quite applicable now that we have made the I/O system transparent. Of course

you could also use the debugger ndb designed explicitly for debugging parallel

applications and described elsewhere for this sort of job. An advantage of the debugger is

that it still works in some cases where the “print” method fails - namely when there is a

communication problem that blocks some channel and hence the intended output. Of

course some people just like to use debuggers just as some people hate them. The choice is

yours.
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There is one category of bug, however, that neither of the above methods can catch and that
is what would normally be classified as a “memory fault” on a conventional machine - the
code attempts to scribble on some piece of memory that doesn’t really belong to it. This is
especially easy to do with EQUIVALENCE statements and overlapping COMMON blocks!
Unfortunately the consequence of doing this sort of thing on current parallel computers is
that you wipe out crucial kemel data leaving the machine completely dead in the water. At
this point no I/O is going to occur at all so one is wasting one’s time with normal WRITE
statements.

For this reason Cubix has an extra file type just for debugging this sort of failure - RAM
files. These are units OPENed just like regular files but in a special mode in which data is
NEVER flushed to the host but remains in the node memory at a known memory address.
The file is equipped with a “circular” buffer which means that after you write a certain
amount of data any new stuff just starts overwriting earlier data. In this way the actual
amount of memory dedicated to this stream is constant. This type of construct is often
called a RAM file - essentially it has the same characteristics as a file - you can read it, write
it, seek on it, even close it if you wish, but the data, rather than living on a disk just sits in
memory somewhere.

The trick to the RAM file, and the reason that it’s major use is in debugging when the kernel
crashes is that the data in the file can be retrieved, even after the machine has been reset by
acall to exinit, with the exdump utility. Also, since no communication is involved in
writing data to this stream it can be used totally asynchronously and will continue to
function even after all communication channels have ceased to function.

This system also has a significant advantage when debugging totally asynchronous codes.
These latter are characterized by an annoying habit of showing unrepeatable behavior -
what shows up as a bug in one place might appear somewhere else entirely on the next run.
In particular one is often unable to use conventional debuggers since they impose
synchronicity on the program by their very nature - even a good typist can’t type in
debugger commands at the speed of the underlying program. Often one can’t use the usual
“print” style of debugging alluded to earlier because the usual printing style on parallel
machines involves communication which, in turn, involves other processors due to
message routing. It is often the case that the insertion of a single WRITE call can drastically
change the appearance of a bug by interfering with the timing relationship between two
processors. The RAM file alleviates this problem somewhat - writing to it involves no
communication so no other processors are affected. The only effect is to slow down
somewhat the processor doing the writing. Even this effect is under the control of the
programmer since you can choose how much I/O you want to do or even which mode -
unformatted 1/O is much quicker than formatted.

The use of the exdump utility is straightforward. If the program you want to dump data
from is still running then you can say
exdump -p pid

where the process ID of the process has been specified. The second case is where the
machine is completely hung and nothing seems to work any more. In this case one must use
the sequence
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exinit -m XXXXXX
exdump -n nodes -b 0x80069000

where we have specified the number of nodes from which we wish to display the RAM data
and the string “XXXXXX” should be replaced by a physical address in node memory which
will not clash with the data in the RAM file being retrieved. (See the Reference manual
page describing exinit for details.). Note that the data in the RAM file can be preserved
even across the reboot procedure, exinit, if we use the ‘~m’ switch. This can be
invaluable. In passing one might note that many other options are available for use with the
exdump command to specify which nodes to read data from, whether to read ASCII or
binary data, where in memory to look etc. These are discussed in the attached reference
manual.

Having given out the good news, however, there are some idiosyncrasies to be aware of
when using these methods. Basically, the RAM file consumes memory and hence can
engender new bugs of its own. A common situation is to position the RAM file in high
memory leaving a predetermined space above for the program stack. However, since the
program stack grows downward, and the RAM file grows upward, this is not completely
robust and it is possible for the two to collide with dire and unpredictable results. This
problem can be avoided with some care. It is possible to arrange for the RAM file to live in
low memory. This is obviously slightly more robust but you have to tell the linker, dumper
and run-time environment exactly where the RAM file should be located. Telling the
compiler where to go is often as simple as creating an array for the RAM file to work into
and using its name and size in the call to ramfopen. Unfortunately we now have to find
the address of this object so that we can pass it to exdump when we wish to recover the
data. This can usually be achieved either from “map” files produced by the various
compiler/linker combinations or through the judicious use of the debugger, ndb.

5 Executing Cubix

" Having expounded at some length about the plentiful virtues of Cubix it remains only to
explain how one goes about using it. This section contains only the most elementary usage
of the system and more details are given in the accompanying reference manual.

The first task is to compile the parallel program that will be executed. The procedure for
doing this varies from machine to machine and the details can be found in the appropriate
introductory guide to Express. For the present we will assume that a program called
noddy has been successfully compiled and linked and is ready to be run.

The next step is to execute the program. This is done by running the cubix utility, which
typically has a form like

cubix -n 4 noddy <test.dat
This executes the previously compiled program (noddy) on four processors.

The cubix utility has several other options to control its behavior including options to run
different programs in different processors and load programs in a stopped state suitable for
use with the debugger. These options are described more fully in the reference manual.
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poé Examples

L}, Cubixis supplied with two example programs in the examples/cubix subdirectory of
the main installation.

The first, hello, is basically the code discussed in Sections 2 and 3. It is a simple
demonstration of the primary I/O modes and is comparable in complexity to the
conventional “hello world”” program.

The second, ring, is a Cubix version of the Express example program. If you aren’t
already convinced that Cubix is simpler than the conventional programming model
compare these examples for clarity, simplicity and ease of maintenance.

Included in this directory is a “README” file which contains instructions for executing
these programs and a makefile suitable for compiling and linking the programs.

Several less contrived examples can be found in the examp1e directory for Plotix. As well
as showing off the graphical capabilities of Plotix, they also a demonstrate how simple
Cubix programs really are - after looking at the source code for these examples, the reader
might need reminding that they are really parallel programs - they look so much like
conventional Fortran code.

[ 7 Specifying Cubix file I/O modes

" Typically /O in Fortran is performed through the language constructs READ, WRITE,
OPEN, etc. While these provide enough functionality for sequential computers several
additional features of the parallel I/O system designed by ParaSoft are not easily

Traditional incorporated into such a picture. As a result we have to specify additional properties of the

F ORTRA;V II0is  files we access to take advantage of parallel operation.
not exactly
amenable to Some of these functions are easily implemented through standard SUBROUTINE and

parallel processing. FUNCTION calls while others are not so simple. The case discussed in this section is that
' of specifying I/O modes when OPENing files.

To avoid any possible conflict with future upgrades of the Fortran language we adopt a

strategy in which the name of the file to be opened is slightly modified to indicate which of

the Cubix 1/O modes is to be used for that file. This is done by supplying extra characters
Adding additional  at the front of the filename surrounded by ‘!’ characters. One might, for example open the
information when  file named “fred.dat” for use in “singl” and “multi” modes with the statement

opening files
OPEN(UNIT=1, FILE=’!sm!fred.dat’)

This trivial extension allows the Express and Cubix routines to properly set up the I/O
system for the indicated file.

The code letters which can be used to indicate parallel I/O extensions, and their
interpretation are as follows:

a File will be used in “asynchronous” mode.
A File should be opened asynchronously.
f File will be used for formatted I/O.
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File will be used in “multi” mode.

m
R File is a RAM file rather than on disk.
s File will be used in “single” mode.

u File will be used for unformatted I/O.

Note that ‘a’ is different from ‘A’ - specifying ‘A’ means a relaxation of the loosely
synchronous constraint on the OPEN statement itself - each node may open its own file or
none at all. Contrast this with the ‘a’ option which merely tells the system to expect
asynchronous READ and WRITE operations - the OPEN statement would still need to be
“loosely synchronous”.

Similarly the ‘R’ option may also be used in totally asynchronous calls to OPEN since RAM
files are resident in memory on the node making the call.

Most of these code letters may be combined at will with the exception of both ‘u’ and ‘f’.

Note that the list of characters does NOT imply the mode in which the file is to be found
immediately after the OPEN call completes but is rather a list of the options to be used on
the file during the course of program execution. To open an file and address it in async
mode requires BOTH the commands

OPEN (UNIT=1, FILE='!a!fred.dat’)
CALL KASYNC(1)

since the first just tells the system to expect “async” mode requests at some unspecified
former time - it actually does nothing actively.

8 Common Errors

In this short section we list a few of the more common errors encountered in using Cubix.
No doubt this list is not exhaustive and users are encouraged to complain about their
individual mishaps.

The most irritating occurrence when running Cubix programs is the “abort, status
-1” which occurs with annoying regularity. This basically means that you have either
placed a call similar to

CALL KABORT (-1)

in your program, or you have violated the “loosely synchronous” constraint. Since the latter
is by far the most common this section describes some of the most common problems.

Most simple errors are connected with the abuse of the concept of loose synchronicity.
Probably the most common error is to attempt to print out different strings while in singular
mode. For example

WRITE(6,*) ‘Hello there, this is processor ’,PROCNO

is an error in singular mode because the strings to be output are not identical.

A similar error is to try to detect catastrophes in code with
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IF (ERROR) THEN
WRITE (6, *) ’Death !!’/
ELSE

ENDIF

which fails unless it can be guaranteed that the error occurs in all nodes if it occurs in any.
A somewhat longer but better way to do the above example is

CALL KMULTI (6)
IF (ERROR) THEN

WRITE (6, *) ’'Death in processor ’, PROCNO
ELSE

ENDIF
CALL KFLUSH(#6)

which uses multiple mode. (Obviously asynchronous mode could also be used). Note the
explicit call to KFLUSH which is necessary in multiple mode. This is actually another
common error - forgetting to flush mult i~ files. A somewhat obscure flavor of this is the
failure to call STOP whenever the program is to stop. Without this files may not be closed

properly or flushed and data might appear to be getting lost.

9 Conclusions

" A version of Cubix has been running at Caltech since early 1986. Since its introduction,

Cubix has become quite popular, and the system has been implemented on a range of
parallel processors. The prevailing attitude among users is that use of Cubix is vastly
simpler than the old host-node protocols (even among persons not in the author’s
immediate family). Many programs have been written for which the same code can be
compiled and run on a sequential machine, as well as a parallel machine running \Cubix//
Express

Cubix’s most significant drawback seems to be the increased code size in node programs.
All computation that would have been done on the host is now done in the nodes. Although
it is not any slower to perform inherently sequential tasks simultaneously in many
processors, a copy of the code must reside in each processor. It is important to realize that
both Standard I/O routines like WRITE, which usually does not appear in non-Cubix
programs, and application dependent sequential code which would have appeared in the
host program must now be included in the code that runs in every node. The size of this
code can be significant, and reduces the amount of space available for data. The code and
data linked by a call to WRITE, for example, requires about 10 Kbytes on each node in our
implementation.

While Cubix offers the developer access to a wide variety of operating system functions it
cannot be all things to all men. In particular it has a fairly strong bent towards UNIX
supporting most of the elementary operating system calls. On the other hand as software
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