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1 515§

TR I3RS DL BE S 3R THE S N TR REA R 28 — R R IR 2006 4E LLSK, IR E 2]
FRRERRE, ETHENAE . BIRE S B B2 RIS SURIAS 1T 2 IR . 2022 52K A 1)
ChatGPT XFIHEAY it —D 5] % T N TR fe ]

PERE N T REROAR B DI e, 5 RERE T S BORT I 2R B 1 B0 S R VE I K. 2017 4E, Face-
book f#F] 256 £ P100 GPU 7E— AN/ 5 T ResNet50 M 7E TmageNet-1K HiE4E 2 L4,
ResNet50 M 2 ¥ 8y 2500 /7, ImageNet-1K I ZREdR 05 128 J7k . ] 2020 4E, OpenAl
f#7/ 10000 Bt V100 GPU 5ER GPT-3 #22Y Bl [1i)IlZ%, GPT-3 B[S HE N 1750 12, IZREdE Al
FHISCAER K /NN 570 GB (Gigabyte), 8 4000 12/~ #43 (tokens), IR HEIAF] 3.14E+23
¥ RIS EEL (loating point operations, FLOPs), YIZRAF AL 1. A LA, N T8 e Kk e B A
TR KEHE . KRB B II5E5.

N T Be I R8RS 5 ) 75 Sk, A3 L& oA — Fokn B s e RE TSR, (23 7 N T R
eI H AR A A&, 2017 &, LB /AF] (Uber) B Horovod (4 B AT I RAE SR, i f
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* Model parallelism frameworks
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Parallel \_ YPHE paratieism ) . Easic dee;lzslearning
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s )
intelligent « Model partition * Data parallel
computing ey M timizati frameworks
. » Memory optimization
technologies Ty op « Hybrid parallel
» Comm. optimization frameworks
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1 (MEREFE) FITERINGHNERRSFERER. (2) FITEEINIGEATERE . KR, SHETENR
XGugF (b) FHITEREUNGRA KR

Figure 1 (Color online) Concept and technologies of parallel deep learning. (a) Parallel deep learning is at the intersection
between Al big data, and HPC and (b) parallel deep learning technology stack

Skt E M Ring AllReduce? FA, Sl kLGS HUR %2 P (parameter server) 7345 XUl
G P SHRGBE Y B RE, AREEN TSR HRAR A KB . BE
BERT ¢, GPT [} Z3F Transformer 8 [Tl 2515 5 BRI R JE, 2 REAS T S BORI SR8t AR
Wik, R e BRI 2R 50 R G USRI VT B R AR Y T B i (R K.

FIF S R v B R ek AT HAT R BE ISR, A2 MR PO B REAS B I i) R, 32 i B e B AL I 2t
AT RIERA TR W 1(a) B, TR AEUIZZ AN L& RE. KEdE . mtkReit &M —
AN AT, At ZAERIRWTRL & KR, AT B ES 2 AR R B AT EWETER. E 1(b) B, 4T
BRE VN ZRTE R MERE AT R RE I Sk RES MRS b, DLIRAT R BE VI ZRAE S N - 8t SR AT R ALV
SRR TR SR AR S RE I SR R H AR AR R, SRS N T4 BB AR AL 1) )11 5.

ARSI GRIAT R BRI R BRI, 28 2 W R BN HIRES ST FReb s s s ks v H R4 5%
RGP 58 3 WAGEEAEIEAT BT WA TS IT B RSN AR, 5 4 WAHIFAT
B BE N 2R B AR UL RO A ORI Tk 56 5 1945 AT R e I SR B AR 22 51 R T Ife 1) B
A R 5 6 TR TR AT R RE N AR R SRS B8 7 5N AR BIBAEIHAT B e I ZRAE 2 7 THIF)
WEFE R 5 8 FT NS AR .

2 BExSHE

2.1 REFIEAR

AR B2 il 22 0 2 R AR IO N L e R HESD A& v LA g 09100 |zl 12 g ARTE & Ak
H (natural language processing, NLP) 13~18] [ i % 5 51] 119,200 25058 17 FH (1) sk Dy h. IX e iR g ph 8
WA 28 I AR g A B ZR, EVF AR S B R IR BN AN RRIKE, 724 T — RINERE S ST BRI
JS2FH sE g1, A5 0 AR A 9 o UL B 428 DO ) R 22 MR AR AR ) 4

SR, AP RAR AR ) 2 B0 A I SRt B SR I, RS R R B0 40 ) R VR 52 27 2] R G it

2) Baidu allreduce. Github, 2022. https://github.com/baidu-research/baidu-allreduce.
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Figure 2 (Color online) The growth trend of large-scale model (3, parameters and GPU memory

AISZELA SR T BB, R A& 2T Transformer [TRIZRARRL [3,6.7.24.25] S50 RIS 142 (billion)
Hr gy, T HAR R R 3 KO B AR R, an ] 2 13,6~8,24.25] BRI A R AT B TR 2R S ARG K
TRk 1000 f5.

AN, SR8 2 A IR R Terabyte (TB) &K, HlWE A H3E4E JFT-3B 51 30 125K K
Fr 261 B K Common Crawl W TTEE S H ) token FURIAR] T _ET12, 1R EHE S Open Image
T 18 TB?), M4 HTH Youtube-8M $HE4EH 2 7 5 1 Petabyte (PB) 27, HiL T {28 B 41 22 WY 4% 1)
oD IR ERARATRI M5 (forward pass, FP) Al M4£4% (backward propagation, BP) SK3K15
EHER I, TR RS SR AR E 2 IEAHCRR, BE RS HEMINGEE &2 k& B it
HITHE. 2012 LK, BRI B 10 £ 56724250 48K ol 57 1R B IR e . TR G i
r VERE AT B e I 2k RGeSO B K AR B s o PR I 5 K A 22 P 28 A5 7Y (28] AT
REVNERBAR BN 22 A TRl S B F 58 #4429, 301,

2.2 EEEIIGLIERE

B REAE ALY S 5 T AR AN 2 I 2% (R I 1) R e ) o5, e rpl BOR B s 4ERE RIS 5, 1@ A CPU
HECANIN X R B LRSS, T GPU, FPGA S5 s i IAT TS AR PR A8 2 I IR 22 )
BRI ZATSS. BRI, H T IAT R BE VISR RGUl & 2 A 1, (55 1 CPU A I REAInidots fr . 1 b e
TR R G CPU U5 1] A7 8 1/0 Ve B BCEH, K 80 M2 2 A as BhAT AR I k. DU Rg
ARG ZMHMTAFIA GPU A, HEL S Compute Unified Device Architecture (CUDA)
BT R N5, JLACE MR B NVIDIA A100 ) Tensor Cores RJ LAFE ] [ 2 A8 I 2k A B 1%
3 Tensor Float (TF32) E#HT 5, $24E5E 312 teraFLOPS (TFLOPS) HIiHEGE ). SULFIN, 45
WA TR T R T AR AR L & TPU BY. E I AT 85 H X —# LS AT HN,
WA Davinc 2281 Ascend NPU & B A Cambricon-X B2, H & AG BC RF)E
v 138 G R e AN TEUE RO B i T AR I A I SR AN HE R R TSR . Btk A, B — R E R
5 (high-performance computing, HPC) ZR4tH 1) 574 2 AZ AL #LEs 49 ] B BHH R 2411 MT-3000 B4

3) Open Images V6. https://storage.googleapis.com/openimages/web/index.html.
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F 1 SMEEHITHERRIZ ResNet50 HEAIEIIZE 8 S8R E [5°]
Table 1 Training time and model accuracy of the training ResNet50 model 33] in HPC systems

Time Organization Platform System size Training time Accuracy (%)
2017-06 Facebook NVIDIA P100 256 1h 76.30
2018-07 Tencent NVIDIA P100 2048 6.6 min 75.80
2018-12 Google TPU v3 1024 2.2 min 76.30
2019-02 SenseTime NVIDIA V100 512 7.3 min 75.30
2019-09 HUAWEI Ascend 910 (FP16) 1024 59.8 s 75.90
2020-07 Google TPU v3 4096 28.2's 76.07
2021-12 NVIDIA NVIDIA A100 4320 20.8 s 76.27
2022-06 Google TPU v4 4096 11.5s 76.03

FEINE R AR5 BRI, T F TR e I R EA T 55

2.3 HITEIERS

BT BRI B A, SR AT SRR 0 s M R AT U R SRR )z IR K
Bt LAY Bl anfE T EALILEATSS 7 1, 24N B HPC R4/E ImageNet-1K F(#i 4 b
FHATINZR ResNet-50, N ACRWIZR 1 35 AR, Meta (Ji Facebook) ff] 256 4 GPU, LA 8192 [
mini-batch K/NJIIZk ResNet-50 261 S48 H B 3 34T R BEUIZAESE MindSpore FIE(T~ Ascend 910
S IAR] T 1024 petaFLOPS (PFLOPS) HUE(E 4 RE (FP16). Summit & TOP500% HE4 H1 i A>3l
E RIEEVEREK HPC R4, £ 3.5 TB fe G 4 S Bk s R AU, al 9 R B4 27360 1
NVIDIA V100 GPU, H¥H5E FP16 THHIG(EMEREIAE] 1.13E+18 FLOPS B 7ETRIIZRE 58T
[, NVIDIA & F] 2048 4~ A100 GPU f#) SuperPOD %k BERT #%!, #EI 49 s. Google f# ] 4096 />
TPU v3 (& llZ: BERT, #¥EHHX 23 s. N THFA GPT-3 B S, OpenAl 14 7K Azure 1HH 5%
B 2)— 14 V100 GPU.

2.4 FHITEIGHE AR

Pt 5 8 2 o BRI P PR 3 DA B R ) S5 A R B P 4R A 4, 8 BB AR 31 T
RGERIZHE . WA ER . S0l (5 5 AR5 IR PRk

RBVEM SR, PR N R RES g I, LR BEAh 2 I 28 9 Al ) R e IS P, L 8 Ak
FEANWTAR . SRTITAS[R] B 55 A AR T H AN IR B T S50RS R, 9 52 MU 48 17 PR F) s P R A
LR m ARt 2 DL Transformer 4544 8 Y BLRH A T ZR1E 5 B8 005 Ak 2 KAUBIRE [ R
HIFEI, @ 2.3 TR, BEEUIZR R GURE R e, Al A T SRS ANT I K. o] v 28OR I 25
AGRIR, WL 2 R REUIZRESS I AR 3R, XIFAT R REUIZR I iR 1 Bk, Bl anis 5 AL S5
o, A RS 2R N ) 75 SR S BUBL L S B g g K B8] A AN B TR A g e Y DL T
FE A R IR B 5 2R e DA M AT T A E — 2P G IS TR SR AIE RE ) 1891, AR 2 MBI 2 TRV T 5
WAANFARIR. ASCRAES 3 T AT B RE I ZRE AR AT 41,

REFHEERXR. WK 2 Jrr, SRS EE IR AL, H AR s TH NS P 17
FEMKEOVSE. P, W28 ORUE I ZR 30 1R I i R o] A A7 22 18, BN R R REASE TR )|

4) TOP500 list. https://www.top500.org/lists/top500/list/2019/11/.
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Figure 3 (Color online) Basic methods of parallel DNN training. (a) Data parallelism; (b) model parallelism; (c) hybrid
parallelism

ZRi— KB E oG, BN B A A B ORI R KB TR I S A 75 SR, AR 23 oA O
BRAE ALY Z5 i 75 T B, BRI A0 2508 22 s i B RE VI Rz AT 280K, AR, BEE BRI ATHOR N
K, AR Gy S ) 48 2R A 1A) AR BN, 2 R ) o SR vt R IR BBl FLIR, R S
TR G 2 A7t 22 18] HLR A i 23 18] R A iy 98 A 835 DO, KRR TEAE A R AN 2
R BRI SRR RE, ACES 4.1 A0 4.2 /NTPRE 2 550 S GRS R 73 A A AL AT SR B BB AR.

SHIBEEER. EEAMINEB LI TERE RS, B BB I 2R 1B 5 IR AN e vy, R A 2
REM A 2 R (I B BB K T S 80l A5 (BRI, R w5 T 1 R R R 2 T S Bl S I AR
ARG Lg N, ZECEE RO TR R AT B B R RCR BT IO P REEN. — i, %17
FF ISR E 2 ST U 2R A A PR RERE AR R, 9141 NVIDIA A100 EEILPIAZHT /97 f NVIDIA
V100 FITHEREE R 20 £5°). 55— 7, W4 0 M AS , 1125 H0m (5 8l B AsokisoR. mikagd
TR ARG M Infiniband 55 w18 HOERM 2%, (H AT 585 T+ AR BTl A5 B B T8 fEIFAT B hE
W R GG, W5 R AT EEME S BB, 815 R 545/ AR RN 2 1E
SRR AR, WEE 2.1 A1 2.3 /INTTFTIR, FEUTEERES BT R /NS R 0L T, B R g K
. BREEAIGR B R S HOEE T EE T IHT R RN ARG LR R B 4.3 /N
R R IAE 2 HOE 15 P04 5 T AR O T AE.

3 FTERNGEERER

B R REAS Y SRR R 580 BRI, BT BR DR R BRI R, R £
SV AT AT R BN ROy FFINGRTT 2 = IFAT B RE U2k, 2 RAE CRUERE R ShE A i
T, T ResR R AL I ZR A A ik B, A0 A R AR IR TR dn i 3 B, 4 R ol 2 A R el
TP PN SEAR ST R e L, IR AT RE M SR B Bl I AT (5] MU I AT [0~421 iy St I 4T I s
X, ARG Z AT IR A AT U3~401 R RS A R A, MR AT S K 22
47 140,43, 47501 | BB JFAT U1 51~83) | B IFAT 142:54.55] SR R FRK

N T AR R FFEAT R BEN GRS X, AR ST AR T 8 3R AT B RE VI 25 b 1) et dl 0
AR S EOBEE T B SR HEDN ¢, IGEIREN S, BBHEAN D = {d1, do, ..,

5) NVIDIA A100 GPU. https://www.nvidia.com/en-us/data-center/a100/.
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dp }. WEIBEHES N C. & X HE ¢ FIR&EES D WBGEA f: G — P(D), H¥isk S 3
WEES D BN g: S — P(D), Kb P(D) KRR &EES D MRE.

3.1 HIBRHIT

BRIFAT (data parallelism, DP) V| 4G 4080 1140 51 2 LR ALTE, AN TE 2 4%
B — s U 0 R M S B AFN R B — R 2. [ 3(a) JRoR T MR A BRI ATV 7
W B E, SRR BT G R INET 0.V 0 € ¢ IREFIMA RS D L. X T Bk
S, BARIAT IR R S VI D] 1 THARSE (51,5, Sypy} B S = {S1, Sa..... iy}, K
B R IEIRSE S MBEIRASES D b AARNTEIRE S, B ERRN G L. BIR Ty
SRS ALE S ¢ A FACE —ANBAEUL D, B4 € = (D), eI B, A5 4L B 4 R34S 7
W fh AllReduce. 45 1, ¥URIFAT /T BRI G St& s D WL RN

f(0)=D,VOeg. (1)
Bk s HUAES D KW RERN

{M&)#ﬂ%%ﬁi#i

g9(S) =D. @

DP JEi g th, W2 H BT R G iz I FAT R RE I ZRT7 1%, BT IR B2 2 SRS BN R il B 7
AR BT IS, (H 2 BEAE I SRS it 7 5080 B i3 hn, IR 28 e 75 1 I [R] L AE AN KT 39 n. DP
BB G 20, B R SHOCEAE —/MHERES (B2 M ERSHRN— MRS T) b £
YIZRERE R, K RN Z A/ DR (mini-batch) 208, FFib 8% & 71 55— mini-batch 115,
M R BT R IR m A I St i, S RN 2Rt 8], i T AR B B RO AL Ab 35 AN [R]
mini-batch FIELHE, A T HRUEMH DP 3TN Srirge S, & FH B 7 V2 T8 BT B 48 6 2 TR
FORT R TH AT S I TH L SE S, R RTE B ERIBR AT B, R R G S B L B & AN s b
Y 24

ARSI L, DP A O L sp O R S OB 200, S5 S5 48 ) (parameter server, PS)
s& DP sl Ty sUHh B ILI 2R, 72 PS 28K, WA ITAE R 45 it 73 9 £ 45 K (server) F1L
VR4S /i (worker), server f1 5T BIAL M S 40, I 585 &S worker WA 21 P >R BT AR 2241
worker UM server ZbIRIUIT 75 ALY 245, 0 FIAS 2 AR AL S H00 N L IR #E T 1HE, 7531
XF REFRIBR . A EL T RO SR BN, 25 b A SEI AN S R, T B AR I I T B AR B
AT FE I A S 40, AFAEBE A RUA . Ring AllReduce %2 DP 2O AL SEIEL AR 1 T7
1%, B2 5HERIZR B & LA, fEREBAT R — 2, B et o A e <0 Ja Wi 21 oafs B,
I 1m) A AR JE ROEHAE P, ORAIE T 45 rAl SE i 78 20 A H . Ring AllReduce SR B8 AH UM IMIRE5 14,
YR EM AR ISR IR G WIS, BERA ARG, PRt — L6 T A 5657 S XA R 1 W 25 F0 A8 H T RF
JE £ ORI
3.2 1REFT

R IEAT (model parallelism, MP) JIIZ52 48442 Re i 2R 73 2 2 S 1HE oo i) — Mol 2:07 A
1 3(b) FR T WA OB (N . BT I MP i kAT | SR A7 LL R
FIFATET L. MP RERE PRI BB A A7 75 5K, Al DR BT eV B0 U #% EIZR iy ) . 3
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WoRUL, B SR SEAA B ROE L, MBS E— @R EYue 7 EAESERE S BT Re 0.
N T AESEPRT S PR S VR RE, TR IR S A e RIARR MR K. T B A A SRR R
AN ATk AR GRS B AR08 7 3K, MP s 2 R AR A7 it 75 5K B 807 V4
WIKZEFAT (pipeline parallelism, PP) & -5 F-[H] (inter-operator) ¥]4r4HZRVIZRLHE, /& H miix
WHBIH TR NGTEL —. TRk, WKEIFAT TR BT 5K G R)9r N | D] AN ES T
H {01,0,,...,01p}, Bl G = {01,0,,...,01p} , FH 05,1 <i < |D| BEHBMHFIE G MR
gERh I ESME T, B 0,N0; =0, ifi # j, e B EANHTFIME IR SES D L,
BAFRKE Y O, MBI KBS b X THIE S, M/KEIHAT IR REIRE S T
5,V s € S MARIBMITEIE ¢ VI ERE —ANETFY) O It BRI B /KL IHT T 5r)E
SHES ¢ AHMNE—MEEYL D, W ¢ = {D}, Rt FEd, SAEEH W 1% & @ E Tk
— N RO R (peer to peer, P2P) 5. £ L, KL IAT AR RIE ¢ & a D KW

F(0:) # [(0y), it i # j, 3)
f(9) =D.

Btk S SIEES D MW RAN
g(s) = f(01), Vs €S. (4)

5K B JF4T (tensor parallelism, TP) 2T TN (intra-operator) V4R YIZRIIFE, AR ZE f
i A7 it 2% 1) KT W48 A7 2 1) I I A B ) RO o T 8. i TR rp 587, TP 45 5 51 I Re ik
PA SN GRARE By T a8 R BEAT VI 20, B BT 0 B 2a 2 DB EAT AL B, BB 4 B T BEA7 i D 2K
A L, skEITINERE AT RE ¢ MET O,V 0 € G VIR D) NTFHET {o1,00,...,0p}, B
O — {01,0m....oppy}, BIEHYMEIIS T O HELEREES D L, KRR THT o MEEAR
s b oAk, sREIFATEEIEE S FIETE s,V s € S ABIREES D. KEHATHIENEE
HES ¢ HHMNA—MEEA D, BIF ¢ = {D}, LRI ED, &ANH1EH N I3 S 7 7ER
WHE T 7 AT 68N AllReduce 5i# AllGather + ReduceScatter. 45 b, 5K & IFAT LR AL
HIE G HREES D MBS LRN

f(oi) # floj), if i # j, 5)
f(O)=D, YO €qg.

Btk S HR&AES D FILE XA A
g(s)=D, VseS. (6)

L HIFAT (expert parallelism, EP) 4 XHEA LK (mixture-of-experts, MoE) A 25 W R 15 11
AT R BEVZRTTVE. ek, AR GPT-3 B AR IR IR B 2 S AU AE AR 22 S PR 5% A
TR RE I, A VI ZRIX S8 R T3 B A B KB I [A). Sy 1 E & SR IR 1] P9 I 25 1 PR AR AR
(R RAE Y 3 1 TAE 55581 32 H T MoE AIE5 ). MoE B i & K EMAEL K EM R B8 H Al
W UL MoE FiAY i8I K Transformer 45#4) 2B Z BN L X2, M BEERIIZE LT 1ER
HRARL KB ER). LFRE 5 200 H 6 5 AT 2 AL R, X TR A FEA, MoE
B 1] # P 2% y FLade 8 [ 8 MO T X (A SO BLG B — DL 500 0)). Bk, BEEXETHA
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I %, SRR S RLH R IR K, S BT RS, Sl T MR ST 4, S8 T BB 3
B 5 R MRS, I D U 2R B H .

FI £ 7 Mo BB LSS, —A Mok BEAE (D] MEK (o1, e, eip ), HIA € =
{er,en,. ey}, BFITIEREFES & WERRAHES D b, ARRNER o RESFRMW
B b W TFHARE S, EFIHT LR Gate BECGHRINN D] A THARE (81,5, ., Sipy},
S =151, Sy}, IEK VIS EHOBAREE S B FIR AL D b, HARN TR S, B
KR L. 5T MG ¢ BB NERE D, B C = (D), g,
SANBELLN MR BTN AlloAll %1, B TR ERES € SRAHES D VU
S RTUETRA

€; €j), if 4 ’,
flei) # f(ej) #J o
f(&) =D.
HitE S 5RAES D MG RN
9(Si) # 9(Sj), ifi # j, ®
9(8) =D.

3.3 REHIT

TRAIFAT (hybird parallelism) J2&$6 45 & 45 B 45 14 R mU B RETHE RSk REEHFRF A, FIH 209t
AT NGRIT AT RKIUBEIR BE 22 SR ) 2 AEFEIFAT ISR, B 3(c) Jean T 4 Mg BIRGEUREIMT S
BRI FEAT IR T V. R0 SCHRE R A Rl AT B e I G 16 R O 34 DL R A T 3 55, J I 45 A ix ik
T, IR FEAT 7 Re i SE I A Y I . B an, R e g B s ST R B 2R, & R
PSR TP B8 1) o A7 £ 3038 50 A FR 26 45 )N B 46, T ESS RS PP X B 67 ik A7 R
5y, B Ja TR DP SR AR (I R, 1x 007 2R, AT BAZE 23 I 45 2 P 00 s 5 Sk 6 TP
B IEE G IE A5 T4, 1P &5 s (ARG AR 1R s 2 RS PP AR A X B0/ (R 7K 2 2 [ PR e 45 T4,
AL DP k787 R AR K EMTHE S A, SRR =i B 250 B br.

HAT Z A RS IAT T REFHES DP 5 PP [ 4ER & 3471145 48,4959 D) KR4 DP,
TP LA K PP MI=4EiR & H4T 43601 gboh EP 454 DP, EP 454 TP & 475 w4 s
3 MoE FKABAMINLE. LLHET GPT-3 5 KRB IFAT ISR WIEHRIFAT . IKREIMTE S
WAKZIAT IR & AT IT N0, R IRAK LRI p, IREIFATUEE N ¢, BARIFATYEIE v ¢, B
W2 pxtxq=|D. BHERKMEMTEE G 738 p MESKAMZHETFH {01,0,,...,0,}, Rl
G={01,02,...,0,}. T 0;,1<j<p FWENET O,V 0 € 0;, SIKEFHATHRML, AV I
SNt NTET, O = {o1,00,...,0:}.

ST REES D, BATEHUL R EFRIER, BE D= {djl <i<ql<j<pl<k<th
FEMCEA b, ATER &S D b LER AT EEHES A, WKL ITEEHES B, UKLKE
ATHRGEHES ©, BMBEEHB SR &R, FIR e DRSS £ G T 5785 H4E
B A, BATE S E LTS HEAEA A = {dijr € D1 < i < g}, R E BRI TEGEHES
A={Ajll <j<pl <k <ty NTRAKELHATREHES B, BATE JoE L& r@EH
Bir = {dijr € D1 < j < p}, RJGE RKLEIHATIEBFBHES B={Bi/l <i<q,1 <k <t} XTIk
BIMTIBEAES O, BATE ow L EEEA C; = {dijx € D < k < t}, RJEE ik IT
ITBEHES C={Cy1 <i<q1<j<p}
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fE LAl b, IR A AT IR AT I G = {01,0,, ..., 0,} MESIBIHTEFEHES A
FITE R BRI BIE S (U coer Atk Urarer A2k - Urcney Apn ) £, BRI O; AR R4
HBIIARFEITCE . S FEFFY 05,1 < j <p, HREBWEEEEN £(0;), BA |£(0;)| =qxt. &
114 £(O)) = {An, Ao, ..., Ay}, o TR OC RN FIX ] [1, p] HPIEEAN RS X T O; HINE T
O = {o01,02,...,0.},Y O € O;, AV H ¥ O WEZR| f(0;) & HI%# b, HARKFHET of HE
1E £(O;) FIAFICER L. B S BN ¢ DN TEFEEE {S1,5:,..., 9.}, B 8 ={S1,5:,..., 5},
WRIEREES D WAL, RATTLLA £(O1) = {Cir, Cory. .., Cgr b, FoH v ARIEBII 5 RN AX
] [1,p] HAIFEAEEEL. IR FE b, R EFAT KU e MRS S MARIBEGTHIE 6 Yoy
RS —ANET RS O IERRSES f(01) b, BARKFEEE S, B £(Or) FIARTT
F LT PEIEE S, 1 <i < g IR s, WA AT BN TEHRE S, A R&EES
g(Sy) b REIATIIERBEAES ¢ = AUBUC, BNRS HAT 7 R 44 & R B I T8 1
HEA A WKEHATEGHES B, UUAKEHITESHES C ML

i b IREIHAT TR K ¢ SIS ES D MEUERRA

f(0:) # f(0Oy), if i # j,

f<g>={ U 4w U 42, Apk},

1<k<t 1<k<t 1<k<t
floi) # f(os), ifi # j,
f(O) = f(0;), VO € 0,1 <j<p.

BHEE S 5SR&AES D MR N

9(83) # g(S;), if i # j,
9(S) = f(On), (10)
g(s) =g(S;), VseS,1<i<q.

4 FITERINGRBERA

FEAT R BE N SR A AN B R L IFAT USRI 1 3EAT5 9%, (B, W AR B e AR AN I 25 &
GUIRS R, RIFAT R REN ST kAT AL, R AT REFE IR AT I ZR R GE R0 70, S R AT B REUIZR v T
SRRANY FPERE, TSR IMBEAR 73 o AL SO A5 DA A5 AT B RE VIR SR A il .

4.1 HEERISHEAR

TR IFAT T, Z2 AR A LRI ZRIE — NS A, BRI 43 07 o0 HARBE A i1 H B Ak 3
AIEAS 5T A W& 5, B 4 Bros BB R 3 R & — Tde = FRAT M 2R i o s Bk, ok
B ZE R ANV A SR AME 9N, 50 F R 8 B SRR IR 1 v 20 A0 S AT OB 1 8], TR B2 I BRI 2R 1)
THEE R DAL —DNE R (directed acyclic graph, DAG), 3CHk [61,62] F8H, FRBIEH ALV
R A ) CIA BRI 73 72 — A NP-hard 18]/, O 1 3RAFIX — [ @I U, W 58 F A TEA R 3471
SN, e TR R R 2y SR s 2R B
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Model graph

° w Distributed model graph

Model partition

algorithm
Device topology :

| Worker 1 l:l Worker 2 | | Worker 1 l:l Worker 2 |
I [ X1 I I [ X1 I
| Worker 4 I:l Worker 3 | | Worker 4 I:l Worker 3 |
Node 1 Node 2
[ ]
4 (MERFE) REMNOFARRIEE. ERTEESHESF AR T HBENKXR, BEHRINPIELRR
Tig&IE) IR

Figure 4 (Color online) An overview of model partitioning. Arrows in the model graph represent the data dependencies.
Connections in the device topology represent the paths between devices

4.1.1 E-FEEREX] 5

TEGK G IF-AT H, BRI 73 BRI 2 B H b P &K B H 8 A 3 DL PR K 7 ) ()i {5
B, MR B A R R DL AGE SRR, BRI AT B K R IEAT 45 A IR A AT I,
DAPPLE 49 &1t 7 DAPPLE Planner, H&5-& 508 ()3 Fb DL SRR 544, A FH 20 25 )R B0 5K il
AR AR BRI 43 SR R WL BAE IF-AT . UKL IAT S A TR EIAT I =4ER -5 477772, Piper [6°)
Rt TR A FEAR LB A] (time-per-sample, TPS) f/MEIIILAL B A5, i e IR 73 SR,
Piper B /e it 1 —ANa KBRS FEOL TR TPS Se/ME, F45 6 3h A UL K 7
42 )5 TPS S/ MA, 5 8 IR I8 H 4 R S e Ag B B K1) 7 SR AutoPipe 61 2 BLFE B
IKEG AT ITIERS, WK ZR IR R 12 (critical path) XTY/K R FIL E&HF — € 152, JF H Al H
BEEEAR AT LUK ORI/ ALK 2 4T Rl 40 & 48 28 2 [A], DALt AutoPipe $2HH 1  F OB B AT SR Al e A0
BRI 4 SRS (1 3 A s, BT o E Bl R AR AL R 4 SR (1 K1) 3 BEAR A1, FTPipe (04 AR VR B 2
SRS S m) v B DA S AR R B A OCHRR , $R T B IR K 2R AT B (10 ] e A A ) o S mgs, 9
A SIS I6AIE T IX P [ 5 RIS HRmE B DN ROR . HPH PO B S b i B et T — AN IR
15, TR S R WA B AN [F VSRR TG 00 T P S K R 1 2. R B R K 26 AT B Kl 43
FiAR BERIRI 3 7E 5T 8] (inter-operator) 8(#H 2 NMESH FARIIBALZE (40 Transformer JZ B Fl
LRVR ZERA W) [T, A s AT Sk BT IR SRR — 3

4.1.2 BTRERRS

fEREIFATH, BRI EARBAES T (intra-operator) AT, PR R IIZRRCE N B bnidt AT
BRKI 5. OptCNN (691 ¥ 5 2% [E B - N BT A vl RE IR o0 48 R, LT BN AT 55 B0 S N R i,
OptCNN 275 JEAR AL 5 S5y N () At B0 | 9 P2 vy FE R T 4, 509 i o X S8 4 152 ] A &l 4y
EAFRKTHRE A b, S OptONN @7 T — MU B Rl AT 2 — Fh ) 73 SEmE s A7 208, e
187 F B A5 BRI B0 A3 B e A AR R K1) 23 SRS, {H& OptCNN H BEAL IR 2 PE 4514 (5. TensorOpt [66]
WS RI B i B AR AL, SR1 BRI R A Al S EENEE AT [ K, Bl TensorOpt
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PR3 T o IR BT PR ER R ME B KN (frontier tracking linear dynamic programming) 572K
FEARIFAT RIS R R JE. BRIbZ AF, FlexFlow 7 75 OptCNN (1Al 1t —DHRE T A MK
2 YERE RISy, FEAE A AL S K AT R EE SRR I& (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) H.i2:
PR 28 R BN ST SR BRI IR AT S

FE RN 257~ A 5 57 AR 73 ORI, B8R 3 D7 i R R PR — 80 K, aa ki
TR R R, Alpa (681 J By LU H 43 2 1 75 208 R ARG 1- 18] AR B K 4 S, 44>
J2 HH8 2R A (R Wb B THSEARRER) R A5 . B SE, Alpa SR T T RR THSRLAE AR $1 B B0 I AR
(device mesh). Ffi)5, Alpa Beit 17— MRUZEHRE R REE, WEN— MRS PR IR R & ILH)
ST SRR 73 T7 SR AR A M R S50, A 22 DS ] — A A A2 ik R 50022 ) 285 SR 9 AR T 3
ARRIEE, TR BR B2 RI 73 2 V% PR DL SRR 73 28 45 e A PR e D0 A, B 5 b B Ta) P RS AR
X143, Unity (9 MO S3 3] DU 7 BB e se . BARTIT S, Unity MR IFATIVE LK
TR T 1258 T — RPN BB AN, SR )5 48— =00 R S R 0, AEH R #.
TR UL T BB BE 3 AN T5 THREAT SR R, ARG — DRI S R o) S

4.2 HEMUFAR

HS TR RIS () e MK T BRI ZR A e T N A7 75 oK, IWAETREHE (out of memory, OOM) 52 K
RN Zxrh e H MBLI AR, B REUIZR R G0 B ek A R, ORI A BEI 2k R e KA A
RISHERE T EZ R . A ferx B RE VI 2RI RE ) AL A A P BEAT TR BE DAL, 412 i vt P A 10 4 P 20
DU BEIN 20 2R G K BUARE R ( SCHERE T, ON AT B BEVI SRBAR IR T AL

4.2.1 BHFEAFERKL

BAFALHR (swap) & —FA ] CPU WARRMRAEHIRITHRE S R A GPU WAFR M BT, a0
Kl 5(a) Frx, e 2 BAR R AE B % A& o o AR B B BOEE N GPU WAFEIEE] CPU A7, 7
ST A A7 TR B A% oK T e L S I3 GPU WAE . 1883 T GPU AT 5 ST 55 ] It
ITE, swap A A S GPU BAMATHE BRI A, H2 R T PCle BERR AT %, EIE SN
(R EsS T) HFES AE AR BBOR. swap J7 VA vDNN 70 2 50 B FHLE TF SN LA O Ak A AL I 25, AR vDNN
REBE BRI GPU WAFIIE A &, (H2 R A IR I 15 A RIS UZ FIRHE, HA2 B oo 5528
I swap 8§, moDNN [T X% 7 I HEAT T ek, FEARYE AN [R1 45 AR o 50 75 P9 A7 25 (] R R M B AN [
(1) swap #l&. SwapAdvisor (721 il g% B0 AY (I o FEREAT S, MTTT B B 1 th SR A5 S A 11
swap HME. JRTM, BiE HARTE 5 AU KT, BERNERR 7T 2N, BiES I ERET
L HZ T F A S RO AR A S AT SR ], X — R A1 swap J7VE RIS T AR THIR K.

H TR (recomputation) J&— i LR ] 6 23 [A] (040 532%, tnl&l 5(b) Fros, H3: 2 B R A #r
)AL 3R TSR o T 45 R (RIS RYOEAE) 76 B 1R AL I A~ 2 B A FH X — 4 A, E I ) e R ok 0 20
TEAE ELEE 38, A8 I 0] A% 75 BN 75 2 HEAT A R0 A% 3% 00 T S DASRAS T R O BOS . S RA0 A 2
RERE ST 2RO B N A, (H 2 LB S [FIRE AR R, DROA AR AT I 0] A% 4 I 75 2 F AT — IR ) 1
X BAMOTEE T, EIFE AR ET Checkpoint 73 W Z 751k T BT 2 % B T AR 1)
RO E, AN R0 (B 5 50 SRS 2 S BUE TSR AR R 97 BT 4. Checkmate (741 38 3 652 )|
SR FEREAT A, ) B A R 77 R SR AR 75 S ORAT ) PP (BB, 0 T i A W] LIRS R
fift. DTR 751 AN 75 BEEE HOC BB I ZRdEAT SRS SR, T R AE VI ZRig AT a8 R sk ok 3 A1k 4%
BRI RS A
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Forward pass . Backward pass

-~ ;
/ \ .

MatMul - -
\ .
- “ .

(2)

(b)

Forward pass

-~ .
/ \ .
MatMul ] ===
@ \ . °
- “ "
: ° ﬂ CPU memory

5 (MERFEE) (a) BEZEM (b) EVERATEE. ANRARTIHEEEREINGIIEFEETTERHE
ERTFIEF

Figure 5 (Color online) Illustration of (a) swap and (b) recomputation. Both methods reduce the memory overhead of
activation of the matmul operator

SuperNeurons 76 & VK EiHE A swap HiEgs &3] —#2, HAEIBHE B A KA 5 2
BN, AL )Z . VH— 40255 2 v S TR AE P 23 AR R A, X A2 K HL swap 7V 1T %t
W25 E R T HE VKRB GPU W A7 Capuchin 77 N3E— 25 %} SuperNeurons FIJ77153E4T
e, R I 2R R AT 0, BN [FE I N AR TT 8, SR i 4 1 N AL AL SR
DELTA (78] Ul — DR i3 2 3 R Bk 2 74 M i g I 2R () I AZARAE SR B b 4h, MPress (™) 7E45 4
HITEA swap HiERIEA b, 32 TR AL GPU 25N AR IR YIZRI 732, RIs AT B WA Ak
HE TR LK.

4.2.2 ZHEARRL

FEZ I ERES 52 HEEIFAT RGNS, WL EARA 7R, R8T IR,
FICRMALE (ZeRO) B WAERAE AW R AL BIRES  BREERISH ) 7y 22 %A THE & B, A
T ¥ B TR AR FF4Y. ZeRO-Offload 81 E ZeRO HJERE b, K7E GPU FARAF IR AL AR A FIH
FERIV) o3 BN N AE, I BAEBNUIZRIT Bos AL 3RS e RFE W A2 P, ZeRO-Infinity B2 g —35
¥ NVMe fE#EIMA BB IFAT NG R G 2, MRS HOT e 2 5 R, 7EAEH sk & IR 47 U115
Transformer BEAYN, A #5055 RPN 7, FIHATHAR B3 YONR R 7 IR R TUAR M, @it
AllReduce JB15 & # i ReduceScatter-AllGather 15X, Hokt 5 881 1% N W& e 51 48 B 317X 47
FEAIG 13X BT B 5 T BT 4.
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4.3 BSHEERUER

K Z AT B R BEAT 20 Al ST B RE VISR, 7 BAETH S R & AT R R A 24
HAE. BeAh, B SHOREE I UL S TERE R I =, R S HOEE B S BURFE R Mt —
AN, ZHOEE AR BN R KM AT B REVI Ry e VERE A £ ZE R,

4.3.1 BIESURESBFAR

BT HE AT OBEHLES B2 R B 5% (data parallel SGD, D-SGD) 491 T B4 | Zrih FE 2 0] 47 % Hh
BT H0EE, R &N IZEE R AL, 76 D-SGD IR JGER A, tFE 4 s i e {1,..., W} R
FE mini-batch ZIE Xti cA{xy,...,zn}, I S [ AL R R B SR SRR gg = ﬁ ijeX;' Vfi(wt,%%
W5, &M HRSS SR G HE, BRI R R S8, Horb B RS O W (AR S IHAT R e I 25
HES E S HAEE RIS EORE). XM SEOEAE IR SRR A0 2OFAT B Re I R b AN T gk
G, BATESEOEE REBIREE R T x G, Hf T RRERIKEL, ¢ R sE i E.
T D-SGD IIZx RBYBRL I AR B 2, B BE AR B (S 480E) BoK, BRI R G HEEE
IRK, BRGEPIEME — tFE LR g AT BN ZR R G AR b DAL R e di.

FEBYGEAF BAR BRI IR T @ E SR T 7T LA ROt @ (5 S — ) D-SGD SikfEst
DB TH R B B 5 R TR AT S H0EAE, MR IEE IR 5, B 2 A 4T — IR R
A0S, IXFERT AN S RIEE TS T x G, B3R+ RGZE. McDonald 55 B4 £ 1 T 5T 8
EIH BEALER BN B SLVE (MA-SGD). MA-SGD H Ty &5 siiAT 2 UG, FEAH B 28, SR
JE R HIGR B g 1, RREE R T OGERA BT — XS H RS, BT 72D R R B2 R
F#% 53 (asynchronous stochastic gradient descent, ASGD) 35~87] 724N H 845 5 0 57 b i) 0o &5 551
HEIEBR L . P B B, X — LA PR T B8 AN W AR 18 1 &5 A, RIATREAT LS. E R 2
ASGD W] REJRIE 4 R A U SO B2, — LB AT T N 1 32 HH SE I [R5 RAT IR (stale synchronous
parallel, SSP) 83891 1 YR o iF— e tH A4S S 2 (81 — & FIRIEAS (R B, DASCGE AR AU SGHE .

4.3.2 MEEHEFEAR

8IS mini-batch HOETHEL H 0086 FE R AN B AR EARFE I TG ImAL T, AR B B BEALYE,
HEBIEE, ARE KRR ). — it A E R TR T RS0 1) D-SGD Hi%, XSk K 46 7772
ATCAZ = FpR A Sefh . ML A AR AL,

MEEW. — A AR RS BB 1 bit B4k (1-bit quantization) 190, X Fh 5 kAR H AL
W FEMEER I SALE R, TS AT LA 1 bit 46, MEE 32 bit BIFSEERRIES T 32
F. AER X P A S0 TE T R R R e B O B I B, AR R e SR B I R PR R B 3 % Dt ke L i
QSGD P FEH T Z K Stochastic Rounding FiA, HFEENLEAL = E AT, FF45 H TR
SR S FEAIE B 191~94] . TernGrad 2] SignSGD 931 F1 3LC 195) 2 TAENIZE QSGD fJEht b, Kt g
HEAT > KB4k, BRbZ A, SketchML 196 {8 Fil Quantile Sketch %86 34T Bk, —Sbpf AL TAEHT
FUHAEGRER RN GAE FE ORI T, Sem B VLR 2. i, TINYSCRIPT 7 ALQ fil AMQ
SR (98] S Ik U E SRR BE A 1) AR R AL B R i M R Y R 4R R 22, Bai 25 09 MIBETE T R 4E - il
(B RAAR Y @ AT 55 T B R AT R Re I 25 2R 40 vh TR 4 6 B 1 T SR

MERE. BRI R, B EUE AL R B A8, HoarAmderh. X3RRI
SHAE— UOENR P A TG EAREAT H . IR AR ZR I — R A5, Strom (1001 S5 H T H6f BE A B Ak 7 ¥2%,
18 P — 5 RMEL IR 30 0 B0 FE A T8, FRTESR Y RSBl T e m R4 26 TopK Jy i [101~106] iy
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FARIBE RGBT AL 715, XS4 7710 R e T8 6 B 0 285 (R f 2 A A B B JEAT I8 A . B IR 2 AME
A (Error-Feedback) fe& PRI G A0 I GRS RE FE 10 R i DG B, L SRR M A A R 22 AR 31 e 4
EARIBEE . Karimireddy 45 P4 7E218 FIEB] T Error-Feedback HyAMULSIGE . MIPD HO7) K44
B RR BEdE— P A, O R 4 2 T B R B S RE 2% 1) R, FCAE TR 4ok BE IR 5 R T A S 41
HEME

ERFRIA AN, — LSBT0 BE T80 FEAE FE 00A5 B TUAR, 2 K R B 4 A R 15 B0/ N ) e (108~110]
W RRIT T 7. Bh PR BRI BT 7257, PowerSGD SEHL T ik 128 50 45 5. (H J2 1 B TR 4
SRR R4 2 0o v mT g 3 USRS B2 B A1, TR 1) e 4 22 S Te ks e ik — B g/ D IB 5 B RR R, B
XTSRS P TR 4 k% ACCORDION MU S5 i Ak SRR I AL 7 v, 1 PRSI 2 1 AS [ B SR
G FR AN A 73 3K, BRI OCH#E 2 2] X (critical learning regimes) K [H 2l 1 #5147 2.

4.3.3 HABEMULKRRKR

FRINRHIIE SBIE. TR I G B b FF EOR B AR S IEAE IR, TR AT R BRI 2R R G
HAE i, 41 NVIDIA NCCL®), Intel oneCCL?, 2B 141X AN FIFH IS5 14 ) AllReduce 532, H1 403K
f¥] Ring AllReduce 121, BIRY Tree-based AllReduce M3, Fi— @A HAT R LN ARG H4E
WE T ZAEBEMLIAI, F— PCle Switch 8( NVLink HIEM] GPU Z 4], &R 4N NUMA
G R IA) . JIRESR  TA) R I8 A5 7 i 5 ANAH [E], 17078 FH I Ring AllReduce 595 HE DL 73 1 FH 22 4E 9 2% (1)
TAE 98 TR, S5 RE R 4h Ry 5 — A X BRAIK, Goyal 45 136 3185 I F2 95 70 N4 S Reduce. &5
&UA] AllReduce MZE5 5N Broadcast = AMBTEL, J/b 185 45 s FEAS BT & 1 A9 . R0,
BlueConnect 114, PLink 11°), Blink 7 55 £4u41 % 2 i@ (E 0T T ERAXESGBEHEIE, s
PS5 A RS 58, Themis 1160 g — 30 %) Bo4% 2 4185 W2 S PN IFAT BRI ZR R G B 1Al 58
SRR PRI YA P AR T I R AR S A P B R AR RN, S T ARG AR A AR

ERBENESBRE. REMERAEARRBAD 7TEERE, (HR RS R A kT N
RRAE, X E R K46 5 1086 B AT AllReduce.  —SBAF 57 A f3 (106,108,110, 117, 118] 33 38 | f: 4
B FE B BRI X — 08, HIF R T 5 AllReduce RAE IB6 B IR 4R H0oR. X 46 B B i Ak 7 1%,
ScaleCom 1001 SketchSGD M7 D) Je J T DU 37 56 56 o B2 SRAE B2 (81 {5l FHY &8 w0 I) — B0 A i o
R ARV ESE R E AT AllReduce. OmniReduce M9 ¥it 7 — S £ G s AL £ AllReduce £
TERIEAS R 4t. GradiVeQ 1081, PowerSGD 1101 Yt B 43 fift Dy ml A ELFEAR /N RS, L PowerSGD
JiiEA338) T PyTorch MR FSCFF.

4.3.4 BE - HBEEERE

FH TR B o ST BT (R AN R 2 BN I I B R T LY, A 4y R R T S B
[, VFIEAS I, 53 EANEPATERETHE, P AT DOl 3845 5 1 5 5 B 10 J7 V2 R8s 7 45 T 4.
Wait-free back-propagation (WFBP) FiA (120121 Fi| fix — sOf AR (RB6 BE Zp He, Mg ST s
FEPALRIIEAE, kb 7@ S I ] HZ, [FE R WEBP BRI R 4 AR R 225k GPU BHJE
G, R BCRANT 122, B e RIX — &, 1% WEBP AR 586 st A 45 & 1375, OMGS-WFBP
X BRI GR A IE A ) BEAT @S, B AL RO T B — Wb — i SR,

6) NCCL. Github, 2022. https://github.com/NVIDIA /nccl.

7) Intel oneCCL. https://github.com/oneapi-src/oneCCL.

8) Cloud TPU. https://cloud.google.com/tpu.
9) NVIDIA DGX. https://www.nvidia.com/en-us/data-center/dgx-systems/.
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Toolkit era Data streaming era Massive parallel training era

2010 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2022

e O 0 6 0 ¢
theano Caffe DL4)  Keras CNTK PYTéreH off BRI 4 Jittorstm @

DEEPLEARNING4)

) @xnet #5252 S Caffe2 O

'/ MegEngine

Hetu B

Tensor 2% Angel V] &R
{:3- Chainer

Bl e (MERFE) REZFERNLR

Figure 6 (Color online) Development of deep learning frameworks

NP RERGEAE I, TicTac 123 $2H 7B E LSRR, HAESHUIR S5 45 o £5 A1
MSERESE I BABIECA T OL5E 2 A, JEAE D0 5B 200 LART I THSEIR S e, 4346 S s iR Je 2 R (5 4
A SE R RESR T IT a6 T — IR AR AT T 5, MM AEAS AR A0 56 2 (3 A5 5 A ml LURIER 23 Ri ) - 5
B EUEHR I BLA b, ByteScheduler 1241 i {5 1 B2 572 5 R BE 2 ST T SHE SR MR, IR a5 424
MZHUIR S5 4540 e 2 AllReduce, [RS8 FH 5K B 20 FIBOR DUE QAR EE BEAT R, ALIEEHRAE AT IE 2
Mo I TSR R, AT SR AR R 5T, 725 SR AR, EmbRace 125) LK@ (5 4 4
J& BRI E AT, 1R W B E SR 5 AL BRSO o A S AR R T S NOR.

5 FTEREISGIERRY

B REVISRHESE N RE Y T A SR I g A RIS AT IS, X TR BE 2 o) K e B s 2 4N 1R
H. SR, & DI ZRE0E A S ORI IS K, B R IR 7R ST H BB & BRI R, JEAT & eIl
257 BRI E 2%, 444011 TensorFlow, PyTorch &5 3L AR FE 27 ST HE L L 28 AN B T /2 KUY BE AR
R R AR R, PRk, B8 A7 VI ZAEZE R A FRAT VI RAE SR S 5 il H Jd sk X 47 2 e |
SRJ7ERAT RS, R R B IR P B O, BRARIRAT R RE I SR g A M 2, 1 — D HESNIRE 5 ST 1
5.1 ELALREF SJHER

TREE S SIREZON R RETH S A AR e L U ARSI R IR M 1 EAI ) g R B 1 FB AT M 5.
6 JE7N 1 IR B S HE SR EAE TR o >0 R R R M\ T B A A Q3 B U IR AR P 38 B AT Y R AR
FIREIIFE. 2010 4, B ANARE 22 SIHELZE Theano 1200 1ER KA, JFJa 7 IR 2 SIHEZEHF & . H
ii, T L& T KEMIRES SJHESL. W P IEERE, B /M IRIRE % S HESE Py Torch [127)
F1 TensorFlow [128] f] F ;AR RE 4014, 7 H. PyTorch U1 4528 T %F TensorFlow S, BN
H AT $50 52 U0 (R R JEE 2 S HE SR,

5.2 HIEHITIIZHESR

FESETVAR S 2 STRE AR TR -, T DRI SR B, BRS04 01TF R T 50 55 e S
FEATIILRAEL. 52 IR 3047 VI SR 2 190 (00 2 O 4 ST 8, MU AT U ZHE 7T B4 ey
PRI R LB K. 7Er L ALY SEIL v b, TF-PS 19 (1] gRPC S AT TensorFlow %
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import horovod.torch as hvd import bagua.torch_api as bagua import Merak
# Initialize Horovod # Initialize Bagua # Init parallel degrees
hvd.init() bagua.init_process_group () dp, tp, pp = 2, 2, 2
Merak.init(dp, tp, pp)
# Set Horovod optimizer # Transform to Bagua wrapper # Set Merak training args
optimizer = hvd.DistributedOptimizer () from bagua.algorithms.gradient_allreduce \ args=Merak.MerakArguments ()
import GradientAllReduceAlgorithm
# Broadcast parameters model = model.with_bagua( # Set Merak trainer
hvd.broadcast_parameters (model.state_dict()) GradientAllReduceAlgorithm()) trainer=Merak.MerakTrainer(
# Do train # Do train args=args,
for data, target in dataloder: for data, target in dataloder: model=...,
optimizer.zero_grad() optimizer.zero_grad() train_data=...,
output = model(data) output = model(data) eval_data=...,
loss = F.nll_loss(output, target) loss = F.nll_loss(output, target) )
loss.backward() loss.backward() # Do train
optimizer.step() optimizer.step() trainer.train()
(a) (b) ©

7 (MEIHFE) (a) Horovod, (b) Bagua # (c) Merak FH{TIIZIEZRR AT PyTorch IIZHAKNKRER
=&

Figure 7 (Color online) Code examples of (a) Horovod, (b) Bagua, and (c) Merak parallel training frameworks applied
on PyTorch scripts

OHESE FSCHL T SRR 2R 5, A T TensorFlow BRI IIEE 4707 . 6 £ Ptk se sy ik
-, Horovod ) J&—ANHe 2 AR L2 STHE SR B0 JFAT VI GRHESE, FOST R 5 4 il L] LASE
ZAEHERL 5BA5 E, W KRB G — AL 7772, Horovod &R F T REME 1 far iy 56 R FH 26 1 7 2 i
% (tensor fusion) HEARM Ring AllReduce 53k, B 1075 HI8 15 B3R DL ZR AR iR 3. Py Torch
DDP (129 J& PyTorch VR SIHEARER MBI AT W7 58, FLRE SEAF R I T S ARV AT A
RS 7, T SN HERRIRS BE AR (gradient bucket) S5 flA 7715, DU % I8 (5 SRS FHRE S
PRI RIT 4.

BytePS 130 UL rprCof fl 25 o VR IR AR S &, T 56 BytePS 9 LK CPU-GPU 41l
SRERREP AN CPU BRI T8N 24U 55 S B MR THEBAS ROR, BEJ5 BytePS A 45 A A Y
i 98 A 25 RO AR IR A Rt — P Il S, Fa BytePS #§ CPU i server BN EATHR
FE 8, K s BN E RSB ER 2 GPU worker 2 W, T HEFHEE H-AT R, IR SR O
PR 71521 Bagua '3 TN EE T 32450 2 pOIBAS H00%, QAR RID 55300 | IO LS ks L
ERSAERERE ., o5 2SR % Uk BT 182134] ISR AT IR PT BUE L EE 2 1 R
G ok A RIS I 5

FI A A AT WIZRRE SN F P B9 ACE, anll 7(a) A1 (b) Bz, BA Horovod 1 Bagua 9
B, FIP BEAN 75 Z0 M R A AT RN B 25, AT B SR AT B fy s S T &, RS
HENT 2 HERE IR HEAE PR, AR I [e) TH SR 4 A 2 28 5 484 (Horovod X PyTorch HIfLALAR 1
17E %, Bagua W ELEERNBEAT E124), DL G — B AT ARt I /e, B AT s T AL X oK R
) ALY R B AS AT v R A AT U 2k

5.3 EEHITINGIESR

BEE JFAT R BN R =R e, 2 BB RS AT ISRy RS O 9757 anl&l 6 f
7, AR L 2 STHEZR RO IT A HE N KA IFAT RIS AR, JT A R AR % AT T BRI 3
P, T HEZRAE BT Z WK T AT TS Dy B B RE R AR B (135~1381 - SR AT BOVR L 2 I HEZRAE 1))
RE 78 B DL R A DXR R FE A5 D7 T 5 H AT S fiAT VR L7 2JHESE (PyTorch M1 TensorFlow) AH AT A %
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% 2 HTF PyTorch 5 TensorFlow HIXFRMEREHITIISELRRITE »

Table 2 Comparison on representative hybrid parallel training frameworks based on PyTorch and TensorFlow

DNN Available parallelisms Open
Name Details
framework DP PP TP EP  source

DeepSpeed [44,54,80] VA A N v ZeRO-powerd DP, 1-bit optimizers
Megatron-LM [43,83] VA - v Interleved pipeline schedule, sequence parallelism
Colossal-Al [139] VA Ve v 2D, 2.5D, and 3D TP
SageMaker [140] PyTorch v ovorE - - Module-server design for PP
Merak (601 v v v - v User-friendly API, fast runtime engine
FasterMoE [45] v - - V¥ v Dynamic shadowing strategy for expert
Tutel [42] v vE UF v Adaptive TP and DP parallelism switching
Whale [46] v v v - v Hardware-aware load balancing algorithm
Alpa [68] v v v - v Hierarchical algorithm for auto parallelism
TensorFlow
DAPPLE [49] vovro - - v Hybid load balancing parallelization planner
Mesh-TensorFlow [141] VY. - X - v Distribution strategies formalization

a) * indicates that applying this parallellism requires specific modifications to the model

PR, A HAE A TR,

K 2 [42+46,49,54,60,68,80, 83, 139~141] rhi % i 7 BT PyTorch Ml TensorFlow MR MR & IFAT 4%
REZE. WEFEATRT T 2P b R S B ASE s AT I ZR 8%, 14, DeepSpeed 441 ZE32 H T AL TL
RNFFER ZeRO LUSE, BT 1B E AR BAIMAL S 1-bit Adam 142 AT 1-bit LAMB 131 DL i
HE AR R B BT L BOR U4 S R BOR ;. Colossal-AT W B T 5K 8 F47 Il 25 b 58 s 280
FERESR AL, Hit T Transformer AL REEUIZRTE - KE R 741 AL B E R /)2 1451 DL R A 3
AT VIRV T T — ol 5 s 20 5 T S0 B ) oA A7 2 #5272 (1491 ) FasterMoE 490 76 % AT H64)
HEAT T ARRARAL, B 5 T 2B T S MG S T 15 ) S BOR B B, G K P
5 THSE B2 S B S0 AE 50, 1R T TR E RS AT RCR, a7 AR NN Sk 1R S
/DA FE T IE— 20 BRI @ 5 TF4H; Whale [46) Ju) 3L TensorFlow, #37. | AN &R 1ERIE DP,
PP I TP FFAT HEWE LA HH X L8 5S4 R TR 5 JFAT 5, T8 F 60 & 1) T8 20 B 3l A s A v 5
B N IAT TSR, B Whale S H 17 JE T B8N AR B B2 i B0 AR TH R AT 240

TR FFAT VN ZRHE SR 00 18 P AR BB JRATHE SR B8 D9 2 2%, LR P o0 AT R e N SRR A BUAR Y
T fi#. PyTorch IR 2% SIHESL 5 DL Gy PR FR, SR AESRE T PyTorch IR 2% SJHEZL VR & FFATHESE 2
mh RS HE SRR P A8 78 SRR IS A FH A 7 A& QB R e AL T, PR A iR R B T —
ANAT DM IRBAT B2 o, A4 B P AR A ORI DX e () BRATL I R BAS IS 75 ZE X ZRAS HEAT HOK
LR, SageMaker BLAR A UKHAZK 2 AT B FH BAR SR AY ) (H 20X 2 — MR AT I SRESS, % H
THIEARHY HAX Be A2 0. b i = IR 55 A8 A

6 FITERIIGERARLRIEE
FEAT R BE M ZRBOARRHE SR AT I PR e, A7 8CHE T N TR BE SR AN i, AR5 45 & BUAT At
TR T HAT R BRI AHA MR SR s
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6.1 REFIEEFRZRSHTIEAREENEERARSRE

VBRI ReSRETE R () A4 DI RIS AT PRI, FFAT B RE I ZRHE 2L 8001 SRR RN g R4 1 14 1) 9
TRV T4 o BN TR Be R T R, (R JRAT B BRI R HE QAR A8 R e B B B3 S R
RESVETT R THI G B B . AR T4 K B R AT SRR e I Il . a0, GPT-3 31 B2 (1 S 40 s 3]
1750 12, 1 F 32 103 M IR R A I8 F) 700 GB, IIZRid FEM NAE 75 K o 3~4 TB, KA B —HI%L
PEFFAT B AR AT HOR T ATk B RS Re B (1) = RO AT THE, 2 4ERERIR G IFAT UM N
TR BRI R IR B AR, SR, — MBI N TR BB T RN A T I IFER R, 5
FSRE IV T i an e v R AT AR B AT TSRO T B R MBS PR 1080, Rt e A R T R AT Y
Re I ZRgm PEas « SEOLMTVE 2 F I gn e se O . S N T AR A e i 5 s Ve R AT TF S AdA, o 9F
TR eI R LR JR e A

6.2 AHRIITERENGR T RIEMAEAIGE KBRS

YRR SR PERE T ARG — DU Z TR bs, X T R REVIZRAE ST, t T k5
&L BETE . SR EENR A, TERM KR E RSN A, AR RER R FRERS
PRbPE. BAh, BREIZRIVRRFEIAAN, AT ZAE S B Z R AT A S HI SR S5, X T KM
PR AR, TR U, R G BRI 2 5 2%, By T 2R AT AllReduce #21F,
W BAERERIFAT T AR S5 2 [A]3E4T AlltoAll B AllGather. KEAIMA S B9 IH47 77 20N
ZREEEIEIE, B4 KMBIAT B R U ZRA Y VRS 1 ™ IR RBOR PR, Bl inge il 2 =] 1
Megatron-LM M3 fi & FFATUIZR A 1 2@ E T B IR B T 45 A, FEE 2 3072 > GPU L3R4S 1 ik
ANERI ST IR, BJa, B RERE LI ZRFRE S 1/0 BARRIN ), BA I ZRIS A AT AT 5 el — 1
MEMIIGEESE. S8 AT DU R NEORI, Rl 2 T 4 1 R S5 800, 1/0 IRieR
WM REVIZR Y FEIERE. TR, SEBURMBIHT B REIZMEF W I 2 Mtk RE B RE 2k R 4t
E S, BT R AT (IR i HOEM R 1, & B AR o AR & IR AT T ik %
EIE RSB JBE S TR R RS R TR R S s AT B RE VIR ] 3 e Ve L BTV,

6.3 REABETERRSERIFIENEERAR

KPR eI HEE R, R MERMIIAT e R Z LR EZR LA, BRI

S VNSRRI AR T (1 B S B R . AR B AL Uk 24 E SEATUS ) M BT SR , 8 eI LA (R
RN i, VR A AS BT BN T M B e I Zhe U EEH AR F B R T IEEE ArEH 10
FP32, FP16 S FrAE(RE FE A% 20, Bk, Jeffil S AR HONIRFE 2 2148 H T TF32, BF16 S8R
FeaX, FFRR AL BB I A . AR, TH[A) B eI SR VR AR FE LT LA AN 7 AT AR T I K
FUPRAR. A 5] (0% P i s S B AN R B TSR B, T B AN U o 5, B s S TSRS FE R %
FAEE 2 1, AR T KRR REAR Y T SO AR, TSRS FE A0 BT SIS A PR M. KR R R AR Y 7R 2%
)48 AL KR Z e FIp & N4 2, S8R T LUE B 5, BT v S0 A B OGICY; 7ERS
(LSS, 5 RE B (I 25 — AN WA 28 X 28 11 ) T 5 I ) TS 1, b 22 S RS 5
K B IEA R 10, TR BE L R 56 . CPT 047 4 b Tl Zrid F2 A R T 3h &t
SUORERE, (R4 s BRI (0 [FI R B 1 1 OSSR E . TR, o0 AT AN AR 05 58 0 T B 1 0 A 42 X 4 )1
K BE B2, R ARSI T [ R e a3 2 —.
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6.4 FBRMRBINGMUEEN TRAFTINEIERREBRAE S

HREBE ALY ZRI B A 2 @it K S 2R AR, SR e B LE I SR B 0 T R RIS 8, e A
[E107 00 N 0 N 1 2 N e/ SR o 1 == i D AT = N 1177 S D e w2 R 1 | B2 7 SR o
RER Y P22 M ZE YRR AL (AR BItERE TR E T8 Re i AU SR B SR AP 3. (R, ¥
PO I 2Rt S5 Re 8 B Rl D HAT R BRI SR B 18], 7E R FRAT R Re I Zh b, 75 24050 F 308 o
TR 7 BB 2 N INGME S oo kT, SR MIZGREER PR HEE R/ (batch size) 2B
FHE FEAT AL IR HE T 38 K i R N S A S ) R — LA A 2 DX 28 1 S A A 3 A R SEZ B 1)
@t 481 B4, 7F ImageNet-1K Il 25 ResNet50 #8Y f Pkl 28 o, L I 2k DASCSR D i R il £ 5
HEAGY R EEIMH, St E RN 64k, ResNet50 HEA AR MES S, AL, A28 ) 53kt T b
BB N SRIE FE I N AZ T HE. X IRAL AR N AZTEFE IR, Chen 55 0491 $2 K1 Lion LKA TELRAFIL
SIOPE R IR EE A] DU A AN R P AE 5 . (R, W9 008 2L ) I 047 B Be I SR A SR002:, T i e AT 4
Ae Y ZR PRI Z IR BB R A Sl @, 38 A AT R se I SRR R B RIE ).

i8]
B
2|

7 SRIATREEFITEREUIGHESR

T 1) AT R BE VISR PR 5 Kk Je, FRATIFR K IR vt 7 4RI R IE (Merak) JEAT & REUIZRHESE. a1l 8
Fi7s, Merak TN T 6 4L, 156, Merak B APL 24455 FH BOURFE % )T ERESE X422, 3R
EOCFF P fof R 35 R R 2 STHE SR 52 SRR 2 Meral BEf A THSHESR A0 T HoH 5 UL 3y
TR, 105 B A FAS R TH S B e 4 R — 110 Merak 1H5H B H[A]3878 (intermediate representation,
IR); [AIIf Merak #¢ SRS RS YNZR T 75 ) TH5E L G045 - AP0 B U, FReI SRS & =4 (0l & T Bk
1Tgeit, BIangiih & B i THE R IR A EAE AT 9, IFRIE Gt 45 R IR SR SO
HTAb BRI S B S5 45 B S AT SR ) 8 2 AR I 2R B DA S v S v 1) o, A A 2 )
TP RBEROR, WA IE M IHT RIS R B T R & B T ) o B e, IR R
BT AT R RE T R ATV, DA DR AR AL B R AT S B 77 85 204 0B 47 51 2 ) 22 Tk — 2B A
W IFEAT NGRS AT I 5y, WG S ARG BB AL S R BEROR, it o SR8 A5 A R 47
JEE MNTIT R A g B S0l A5 S TSR AR A, AT B AT 51 5 AT SR 1 58 SR AR I 1 B A
BAT RN |5, Merak FAETHRLIEAE SEILE 5 AR TR B8 B AE P A 55 e HEAT IE IS, SEIL
THREEITEAN R A R 450 T 1 = AT

U RIEFAT R B VI ZAESE H 57 588 1.0 MR, FH7E GitHub, GitLink 55 ERCF IR, Y
B RRCA E#EERC T PyTorch HESE, B1X0 60 & HHs AT  WKZIFAT LA KB IFAT B & AT IR, 12
BRI it 5 R BN AT Y SR SR MG HIT 2, Merak SEBL T AR Wit 5 AT I ZR A AARAS, FERAR IR
AT RN ZRTT AR FE. it Merak B3t 7 — RFUMMRHIS T (proxy operator), 8 SR 7E & LB
THFERE N AE TR, H HAET torch.fx 1500 T H AT UM s 280 3R 45 e B A T B b4, Merak 15
T T AT DU = AL S5 IR 93 RS T B F138 47 10 5 AR o B ) 20 B30, PSS )7y
17 T4k, HAEH AutoPipe (01 32— /MR T I AY ) 73 5B, Merak H AT Transformers
FFPEAE R 151] 7 PyTorch JFAEMIHY 7 FF GPT, BERT, T5, ViT, Swin-Transformer 25 K A5 A# HY
(1 8 R A FRAT %R, WK 7(c) Fi7R, Merak (1) APT $2 e B 55, 76 ALY SR B0AS (1 25 mt -, AN 75
S0 T UAT AR B AT S B R R S AT I 2R

10) https://github.com/HPDL-Group/Merak, https://www.gitlink.org.cn/HPDL-Group/Merak.
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API
[ PyTorch ] [ TensorFlow ] [ JAX ] [ PaddlePaddle ]
Access model IR Access train resource
[ (e ] [ torch.fx ] [ e i il ] [ GPU ] [ NPU ] [ FPGA ]
Intermediate representation Training resource abstraction
[ IR convert ] [ IR structured ] [ Device topo ][ Profiling ]

Parallel strategy generation

[ IR compiler ] [ Cost model ] [ Train simulator ] [ Device assign ]

Distributed runtime engine

[ Computation schedule ][ Communication schedule ][ Memory management ]
Communication library Computation operator
[ MPI ] [ gRPC ] [ NCCL ] [ Device-specific operator ]

Bl 8 (MLBhFZE) SRIAMRIAITE REVIGIEL LA

Figure 8 (Color online) Architecture of the proposed Merak parallel DNN training framework

FEHTRRA T, FATTEN X 2 AN TRAT IR o) AT T 1 Re LA 77 R kit FFAE Merak 731 iz
7GR AT 7SR Bk, AERUK AT b, AT BNE FHH FH BRKZ TR 4 MRK R
%k 4 4 micro-batch I, VKGN B TN ] 22 2 AIA 43%. #ULRATIR M T —Fhiefe St kA%
HII K 28 B J77% (Merak shifted critical path schedule), #H%FF 1F1B B 51k 191, BEME 2 BRTT AR
FHEARAE, SERTHEAT 0 ST SR AR, (RIS VR 550 micro-batch T EIRIEINT, K RH MR
IK B IRBE AT 7% B BRI /K Gz b, ATATSRAS — b B s R 7K 2 1 2 7 vk

Hok, fERKEIHAT BT F 7T, A WS 7 AR AT 8 Ao AL I, BATTRIE RTX
3090 GPU LillZeA 25 1240 GPT B, JFE Eit HEARSH15 GPU /£7E 1A 11 GB [NAF
4y (BRI AT B SR LB G N A7 ). R BR AR I K R AT AR FE K S %
ANE B A At s 73X — 4% 1, Bt T 2 TR KB TR R (Merak stage-aware recompution), 1%
FORFET KGR, AR FE A F R HOR, e KGRI GPU 2 N AE, FRARE TH R R AR 1%
AMIFES LASR B AT VISR RICR.

e, EFKEIATH, tHEE R & KR RS SR, AR K EIFAT I ST s (5 R A 2 9l
FER) U1 BRA T B B AR R, BIAnfE 25 14 A0S H0H) GPT-1.4B I, 3815 1A) & B ik 52.5%.
NUEFRATTHR T SR BT IR IR KA E R (Merak sub-pipelined TP), 7E5K &8 HAT A4 H 8 ik — 20
Iy NARSLI) T HE, TR AR AT IS AT SRR, AT S AE O ZE A L, KR
HAE AT SR T LA E &, MRS 7 K& I AT TR,

BRI AT B BE SRR 1 SCFFiE ] GPU THEARRE, IERES SCRFIE™ H X FT CPU M MT-
3000 HEEESSFANBE ST & , £EE SR RO L BB E R LR TR T R SR
JS2FH, DB R S e R R R RE S T I SR A LR (3t 1 e R AP AE SR S
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N TR BeF A R ) T B R &8 5% A0 | By g e &R B A B B S, AT B e I B AR FHE L84, 1)
RFEEPERE R RV R G, M) B SN TR e VAT R AIEa AT, N TR Re R ARRREE R I ¢
B, R AR ARSI L. AR T AT R Be I R AR AR G HR, DL IATH
e AEZL 1) A R BIVIR, A8 4h 1 B AN I 9L TAE R st St R, i 1 AT B Re I 4 % Je 1 i
(1) B ARPAR, UASAE # I BATE FF47 2 58 I ZRHESE 7 TH BOHF F0 R SR A R R JL . BEE N TR ek
FIRIE IR, 1ENIRE R SCEERR, 4T B RN 20k G 58 2 iR Bk ik, B E B A E )
12 BN R

N
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Parallel intelligent computing: development and challenges
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Abstract The development of artificial intelligence technology with the use of deep learning has gained
momentum in recent years, resulting in a considerable increase in the scale of deep learning models and training
data, and high-performance computing and artificial intelligence technologies have been continuously and deeply
integrated. Parallel intelligent training has become the main method for the efficient training of large-scale deep
learning models. In this work, we evaluate the basic methods and key technologies of parallel intelligent training,
outline the development status of the parallel intelligent training framework, summarize the challenges and trends
in developing the parallel intelligent technology and framework, and propose development schemes for a Merak
parallel intelligent training framework.

Keywords intelligent training, high-performance computing, parallel intelligent training, deep learning
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