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Abstract

The serverless computing paradigm, as a new form under the cloud computing paradigm,
has become an emerging approach for service deployment due to its advantages such as
pay-as-you-go billing, elastic scaling, and rapid deployment. However, because of the in-
herent stateless nature of the serverless computing paradigm, it still faces some challenges
and limitations when migrating stateful applications like the training of distributed deep
neural networks. On the one hand, due to the stateless nature of the serverless computing
paradigm, direct network communication between computing functions is impossible. The
implementation schemes of current communication channels and communication modes
bring about relatively high communication overheads, making the communication stage a
bottleneck for the overall training efficiency. On the other hand, although the serverless
computing paradigm relieves developers of the pressure of deploying underlying resources,
when it comes to distributed training tasks, developers still need to configure many system
parameters related to training performance. Incorrect parameter configurations will simul-
taneously lead to a decline in model training performance and an increase in training costs.
To address the above challenges, this paper proposes an efficient serverless deep learning
training architecture - FasDL, which includes the following three parts of work:

1. This paper designs a communication mode named K-REDUCE between worker nodes
under the serverless computing paradigm, aiming to reduce the communication time
required for parameter aggregation. The K-REDUCE communication mode can select
the optimal number of worker nodes to participate in the aggregation according to
the training and communication performance of the model, so as to minimize the
communication overhead. Meanwhile, the K-REDUCE communication mode devises
a Hybrid Asynchronous Parallel (HAP) protocol. Through unequal data partitioning
and asynchronous strategies, it can further accelerate the training by making full use
of the idle CPU computing power of non-aggregation nodes during the aggregation
phase.

2. This paper constructs a lightweight mathematical model for the performance of dis-

tributed training tasks under the serverless computing paradigm, which models the
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end-to-end training time, training cost, and convergence performance of the training
tasks. By correlating the performance indicators of the training tasks with the config-
uration parameters of the training load, this architecture can achieve a good prediction
of the performance of the training tasks.

3. This paper designs a two-stage heuristic search algorithm based on the pruning strategy
to achieve highly efficient optimal parameter search. This search strategy prunes
the search space of system parameters and divides the process of parameter search
into two independent stages, thus significantly improving the efficiency of parameter
configuration with only a slight performance degradation.

To verify the performance of this architecture, this paper implements a prototype of the
FasDL training framework on the AWS Lambda platform. The experimental results show
that in terms of training performance prediction, the prediction error of the performance
modeling module of FasDL is controlled within 6%. Compared with the communication
mode implementation of LambaML, the K-REDUCE communication mode improves the
training speed by 16.8%, reduces the training cost by 28.3%, and achieves better convergence
performance in most cases. In addition, the FasDL training architecture is compatible with
the implementation of communication channels of different storage services. Compared with
the ADNN based on the parameter server, it saves 78.13% of the training cost under optimal

conditions.

Key words: Serverless Computing, Deep Learning, Communication Optimization, Resource

Configuration
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Table 3.1 Key Notation in the Modeling of K-REDUCE
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Sm RS K /N (Size of the total model parameters )

S Z 5y Fr K/ (Size of the model parameter shard in transmission )

Sy B KN (Size of the training dataset)
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[Pup PR 5 AN AR 2 (8 1) AT FF ik E (Upload throughput of serverless functions )

1P down PR S AN AT 2 B ) 472 (Download throughput of serverless functions)
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Hrb, p(M) ARERAERFE WAFBCA M T RTIE BB B8, T 1(M) ik 7 BEE 7y
RN, R RIZERGE R p(M) M t(M) 2 5k TRS it E-F 6 A K
MRE, I HAE BT E <G AR, £oR SN M AERE]— R
AP R AN R AL AT 7 VEAR R

FoT Bk E AR = AN B N A, AT DU R R A A R A
(@15 B T2, BT

Tiomm = Tup + Tugg + Taown
_ Su +(W—l L] )S_m S
IDup IDdaown tPup

+ 3-7
K tpdown ( )

N TIRIUK G BRI S,y TAET B0 WORIBRE N A7 RO M JE {5 ]
Tcomm = %é%z‘ﬁﬁ% K E‘J?‘%/\’ ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ)ﬁ?ﬁi”ﬁ I

Ci
T4 = — 3-8
z + G (3-8)

comm

Hrb, €M G, STEIRST a3 TS R B S A B IR 55 Z IR A O, BNt

B9l =X B-107 75~ - | |
W —
+

IDdown tpup

C = Sm( ) (3'9)
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1 1
+

IPup  TPdown

R B-1R, AR S, BEEREST SEE K D, 80 A
KN S, BEZ 3R B BRI B AT AN, ToHR S 88 55 R A0 5 A7 R 45 2 (8]
G 1Dy M 1paown VTASE T IOIRSS 28 0HE R B 255 55 . hisF C1 A1 C2 ALk
NEE, JBAE I TR Teomm A2 RAT mEE K B E, W B-8fTR.

BREVREE K BORN, SRS FIONECNISE . i, GRS
SR RS ST IR SS Z RIAR A & tp.,, T 1D aown FHBEZ PR LS . AH L
Hi, C1 A1 C2 ¥ Podisfy R, 35 SO P E T Toomm BEZ TG

RN, KR RAEIR TS ] Teopm FER G A EE K BILHI#
Fo XTI ResNet50 BAY, HmEWS EKAMFTE BRI, ARG REE K /N
T 70, 2 2 I R ECE R B RRAE . 1 S R A T AR K AR R, At
W7 EES. RAE20E—A “U” FIRIEN. AT SqueezeNet H4, H
THRIRUA G LU B, RSO/ S, B/ BRI, BB I 25000 oK/ S, IR 4
TV TR M TR 55 ds v S eR B WX 2% s SERE . IRt BESE R& 1 RUCE K )3
hn, BEARIEE N BT Teomm AW LK. BEARRMZEZINE K A1 2 2 ERFCT R,
PARCN 2 Z JE AW BThiass . 5 R21T A I S 38 4125 B0AIE 1 AT H S @ AE I 7]
FE4H Teomm BRI IERANE . 57 [SIEE S I0H0 204 b — 25 B0 AIE 12 B R HE R 1

MmATTFAERE T A, HIEFEN BN EE B TENAE . B, 5%
ARG S EE S T, W B- TR

T

comm

Co = Su( ) (3-10)

= Tup + Tdown
S Sm
= +
tpup tpdown

(3-11)

3.3.1.2 IS a) A

ARSI GRS BEAT 2. CPU b i S AR S B M P AT I [ 32 21 J T 8 3%
M2, o3 AR R BT I TH R B AR SRS A S I 53R RS A Svu s N e
AT MRS, AU ZRBACRI AT I 8] 2 BRI B (batch size) H1TE
AR 55 A T SRR A N AF R M ORIRE I . e, SR B HRGE TN ZRIEAR P A
WEZRRIBHE SRR, M ANAFBCET M 5 o R S5 &7 5T S 1R 0645 s CPU &
NBREERE, BIEMRKKIKR.
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AR T ResNet50 AT SqueezeNet 158 7E AN 6] (WAFHCAN M AL K/ B
TS EARI VI GRARRS A Xt VI Ry TR T4 s A 1 S % . &1 B.6RN ] B.71% 7 7 [
SEMNAFECE M T, NGNTEERICK/DN B Z AR R WNEFTEUEH, MHNAE
BRI M AR, IR R SRR B 2R R HTELRESHFITEEE
BREH) CPU 5 5 H NAFBCHBUE EL] 73 BE, DRI N AF IO AT M E N, )
SBR[ E o T B G A R YIRS TR B8 5 I R38N e g K

(o2}

@~ Memory=512MB
Memory=1024MB
Memory=2048MB

®— Memory=3008MB

()}

N

N

Training Time (s)
w

—_
L
®

25 50 75 100 125
Batch Size
K] 3.6 ResNet50 58Il 2k i) B #ih Rk K /S 1) 22 404 L
Figure 3.6 Training Time of ResNet50 with Different Batch Size

0.8
&~ Memory=512MB
Memory=1024MB
0.6 Memory=2048MB
B’ &~ Memory=3008MB
£
- @
o, 0.41
£
£ o
©
F 0.2 -
L
(N — -

25 50 75 100 125
Batch Size

Kl 3.7 SqueezeNet #i74 i)l Zxi [H] Bl ik 2 K/ AR AL 1 L
Figure 3.7 Training Time of SqueezeNet with Different Batch Size

I, A SCHE € At/ B NI 1 IR ) 5 A AF O M2 TR 9R &R
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W B8N B . A RTLAE b IROR/AN B AR, ISR ] 5 A A7
WM RIS EEBIR AR . RITE € I 2R 8080 B R 8n s B A B M, BRI 5
JIGH IR B8N, ISR R e S P (8 PRI TR) B 2 B

»

e— Batch Size=8
Batch Size=16
Batch Size=32
Batch Size=64
Batch Size=128

()]

SN
®

N

Training Time (s)
w

—_
s

® ®

0L , ; ; ; -
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Memory (MB)

3.8 ResNet50 174 )il ki ] B P A7 Bic 8 124G 1R L
Figure 3.8 Training Time of ResNet50 with Different Memory Quota

0.8
e— Batch Size=8
Batch Size=16
0.6 Batch Size=32
E’ e— Batch Size=64
£ Batch Size=128
041
oY
£
£
©
F 0.2 O
& s X
0.0 >

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Memory (MB)

Bl 3.9 SqueezeNet 15 % Il Zx b |] i P9 A7 B 8 ) 22 4045 DL
Figure 3.9 Training Time of SqueezeNet with Different Memory Quota

1 [3.6/F1 14| 3.8 ResNet50 A [ — L4 4fs s i A 153 BIMRLE . XAt T
LR/ B BRI, I SRAE Y P 75 B0 de /D W AR B 2 3G 0. X B N A7 T FE B G A7
it ST HE (R YN S BRI 5 A% J i R v A () R o DR T — S N AR B M
AN R OR /N B BRI i, TolR 55 11 5 oK B FE I 25 ResNet50 A8 3 2 H B
T WA H (Out of Memory, OOM) 4% .
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et N U e AT o5 3 & MRS AT RN A O SR ZRR B

s b, AN T B GE R I Ty i e 5 BN (LA M L RN Z5E
UK B Z IR A, WAB TR, B LR, BUREREIGI T T, e 5
PN B RIEHE R, 55BN R M SR %R,

B+b
a-
M+ m

(3-12)

Ttrain_iter =

Hrf, a. b Alm 2 S5VIGERR 18R, RAE TR S 2 FE . 5
B E ik 50 2R A O 1 R B AT T PSR 30 B
3.3.1.3  WIUEAL I ) A

A IR AR T IR AR A FE I AT A . ARz B, &% LAE W fURs Z b
RIS (i AWS S3) Hr NI ZRBE BRI L 5 XN St B4, DABRAT J5
SEAR N ZR. BT A I 3R H G IR S5 28 F 1 6 0 o R 55 s 1 SRR U ok
A AT T PRI, FIa07E AWS Lambda “F & I, Lambda BR300 5 K2R A LA A
15 73%he T — R SERE R 73 A N ERAE S5 i T IR B SRR PE R, 3 0 B X A B
RIS TR PR Ao DRI, &S A1 R0 0LE R BSGER IS AT — A — Bk A s 1R I 25,
I BTl R — R I B AR S HAT U ZRe BRAh, BT EARSS # U S R B TR S
PE Cstatelessness) , BEJCHT il & ) oK 250HT w7 22 OB IS BB 46 . 25 b, SEBRi
g e, BRIREI RS a5 TS R B 2 BT TR EEHAT — IRV R

W BT, BT RECT AR50 X o kms, FERA SRS
R EC RN 2 2B s . Rk, AW AH BRI FER SEPRER T AR R S
Mo HB22MTHrde H,  EdE K oI 43 BL gh AN R A 6 I 20 5000 B 1 L A -5 7 35 1)
RN B I ELBIRFF—3. B, JERE W R FE BRI EIE S E Sipeq KR A
3-13, i}

Stoad = Sm+Sa - Be (3-13)

Hodr, S, NGRSy NGBS RN, B NARR G AR

/N, BS RAERHLIOR AN Bk, 2RO B8 s SCA— M ERE IR, BT

TAENT RIS FEA SR . Rk, Be W LRR AW B-140R, BIFTE TAET
U JRIEBHE R N2

BE=B"-K+B"-(W-K) (3-14)

Horp, WONTARYW REE, IR EW RAMAER & R EBE 2 A8 K fw - K,
B NRETT RN
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Hitt, AT DA £ TG A B BOIN SR SRR T AN SR B B I Tpua 150 3
13171 o

Bn
Sload _ Sm +Sd " Bg

tpdown tpdown

(3-15)

Tload =
3.3.1.4 i B vy I A ] AR

FEXEERT B NSRBI BRI AR A I B2 Al i AT B0 I, ATt o0 A 20l
25 1 vty 21 o I 2RI TR AT S . FEARSCIALTE T, B — MR Cepoch) VISt il
i iR — 5 TR S5 A R BOR SE R o BN I [R5 L3S T — IR a6
WIS 18] Typaq VARG SEEBERGEAR Citeration) P2 A2 I YIZRIN 8] T, rain iver FUIEAE IS [E]
Teomme FHIG, FTUARIEEH — NI RS T, pocn, WA B-1677R .

Tepoch = Tload + Tiler -1

= Tload + (Ttrain_iter + Tcomm) -

Hrfr, Typer RER—UGEAHIHINE, RIEAC ISR (A AEE (A 2 A0, 1R T —A

R RERE . HT N SR T MRS — R e8I, Fit, W]

PSR AN b kAR 1, i B-17FR .

_D

Bg

Hrr, D AIGEIEET FEASE, Bs NRRfUORN, RIBRYJGEA T g TAE

T RN GR BEEAS B S A

T ERRINGREIRE E, A SN ZRAT 55 8 3m 23w W ZR I 8] T _repuce ™

AR NI EREE IR I T, pocn FENIZREEEL E ITRFR, 402X B- 18775

(3-16)

(3-17)

Tx_rEDUCE = Tepoch -E
= (Tloud + Titer : I) -E (3'18)
= (Tload + (Ttrain_iter + Tcomm) . I) -E

3 A4 AR T 4 SR T R R 0 R 25 S R SR TG, 9% (0 £
6] Tyomm FIIGR ) T,y crer BRI, T AR ZE A0 2 PR 18 PRI 0 R I5 R
FHZR. STERAT A, GRIEAAN 77, R AR B0 Hh, 1%

I FII Rt o9 AR R &9 Stk B, B s e 12, B T B AR AN

train_iter
TEMNABEL
Tirtler = Ttr:ain_iler + Tcnomm
B"+b S, S (3-19)
= + +

M+m tpup IDdown
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TR AL, SRR 7o, RR R B0 ok, VIR T,
IR 2 B 9 R &7 kORI B, Tl sy el 77, BFE T B RER T
=B

E?er = Ttarain_iter + Tcaomm
B+b S, W-1 1 \Sw  Sm (3-20)
=a- + + + — +
M+m tpup tpdown tpup K tpdown

NV PRIERE T ARG R Z B [F 2, RO 2 P R IGE AR S I 22
[ —2, naB-21FR.
T, =T¢

iter iter

$ R B-20 A B- 1A K B-21PFL i &, 7T LA#3 3] K-REDUCE M5 R &
TR ST R RS AR ) R AP 2 N =X B2 7

(3-21)

=T

Tn
train_iter

train_iter

+ Togyq (3-22)

3.3.2 E&FiEITHEREER

T 55 2 HAE T, 20 An A ZRAE 55 R A Jo I 55 28 v 558 R 51 I 56759 5
AT BT IR S MBS M IE SIS HOR & B, RENITFHIT /AR T
IR 25 25 VT B3 R B ) T B R AN A A IR 5 BT B N 4
3321 ToRSS#RHE R AT P

TeRRSS et Eu A, FEX R TR AT 3% (pay-as-you-go) FRJTt 345
s B TR S5 25 1 R R BUE AT I A X s AT Wl AR S I SRR E AT . T
TR &I EFGRH TUNAENT ORI E TR, BARERT 25 R 8
BRINFE M BB FR, BEARE v S RIS AT I R T e . Bk
AT NG AT HUR 2 W AN REGEAT NS, IR R iR Bot 9% ¢, AT BAEROR
N B-23 Hrdr pt AL R AR AFECAT N Lambda 2R AL RE

Co=prt-T-M-W (3-23)
3.3.2.2  HMNEBAFfE IR ST T AR

B AE 8 1) ELARSZ I AT AR YR 75 SR B BEAS R R A7 68 IR 55, W0 FF A A7k
R%: (n AWS S3) BRZEA7EIRS: (tn AWS ElasticCache) » #i## K-REDUCE JE/{Z B30
HIHFAE CA B A7 i AR 5 O E 28 772, AT BLA3 S A @A [R) A7 AR 45 18 I i R 1 11 9%
R,
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X T REAR GAFAER S, LA AWS S3 4, HXSF#R R i L% (PUT) AR
H (GET) #AEih 2k, MAEX W RIEMEA ST . Hfkdh, S3 % LA&HITH#H
RS B R AT I %, H SRR RN TG, AR 58 2 o K-
REDUCE {5 #4047, AT PAGE T A A8 1% AR P i) AR5 SRR Ry, AR 835K
AL Raown o

St EFEEA R FAEE R R, 16 EARM B, W ATAET SRS 4
R KA. BRIE W= K AR AT S LR K M, K MREEE
R E S5 R AMO K - 1AM e EREMEF, K AREN S MEa ST
SRR IR A TR e I, IR P AR SR ICEL R, 1 B-24PTR

Ryp=(W-K)-K+K-(K-1)+K -1
=K-W

T EEEA FHERKE Riown » EREWERST, K DMREWATHRIAR
W — LA TAET s b 5 B 8P SR 5 o 78 R8T, W - K NMEREH
BUFHR AR K A, T K ANTA TR E S SRR AN K — 1
MNRE TR . Bk, SRR I B RIREL Raown 103032575

Rigwn=K-(W-1)+(W-K)-K+K-(K~-1)
=2K-(W-1)

G 1 BN T E T AWS S3 17 IR 25 1 Wl 5l i B T8 2% Css

K B-26s, Ho pres, A1 prsd. 9 AWS S3 %Ik EARMER R SR ek 2k .

(3-24)

(3-25)

Css=E-1-(priyy - Rup+prier - Raown) (3-26)

X F2A7F 55, L AWS ElasticCache 9%, it 2ed: AR SRR/ 1
BE—RREIINZRry, &5 R R A R B0 i A I T AR R 5 3R 70 ol 1 30M A% — 3k
R E . 303245 3-25| FRon 1 — R IE AP A 9 sl AR N R S k. B
DA S H RN S i B-1r7m. Bk, —Hak A AL 5 2 80 SO0

Siter W17 [3-27] -F}:fTo

Siter = Ss * (Raown + Rup)
=8, (3W =2)
2 b, AR AR g AWS ElasticCache 22471 A3 (S 1018 1 S T 4511 2%
Cee WA PB-287R, Hrh prE€ Jy AWS ElasticCache S i B /N 1% B AU 9% o

(3-27)

Cepc =prE€ - E-(2S+1- (S, - (BW —2))) (3-28)
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NS DN 2 e A UAT S H3E LRSEIEER T S
3.3.2.3 S ITEY T T A

BN FEF NGRS ST P Cx_repuce 5T Lambda BR T 92 AIAF
fi e 25 vk g 2 A, Q329

Csz  with S3
Cr_ =C, + 329
K=REDUCE = ™4 {CEC with ElasticCache 29

333 EBWSIMHREAR

XN GRAT 55 1 S 21 S I SR (R EAT 1 B, TR AT 55 I ROR I S A
WSGE FE A . BRI ZR45 2% (training loss) [F] B 52 29I 25 % VRN 42 =3 R L Ik
KAZXHANHR RN BRI H, EHPEE 72 BmNgR k)G, BES
SRR/ In, AL I 7R B 2 IR EE IO BRI B 0 B ZRd B . B
YL, BRUSOEE 5 2 RO N AR R R R o BRLIGAE YIRS TR i E 1 1
DU, 7 B PR 4 R LR /S DA R 2 e SR . 3R B-140R0R Tl 4 it
RN e F AR B R R, ASCRE — MR /RN B TERX A
WS RE 203, s B-30FT 7R «

BS=B“-K+B"-(W-K) < B¢ (3-30)

- max

34 HatSHECERR

MG HET, ARGt S ZANSHMEEMS, H2A S
HEBBR RN R AL R A R R BRI, HIRMSHE S
PR VERE IR . I, JFRCE AT MR S5 A H SR 2R A28 A SR SR AE 55
I, T e 24000 B R PR . v, AR EI BRI &, DSt misiA
IR EEARVEBE R, JFRRARH P IR E fidH. B2k, BAITH@E T BIRS &5
WA MR LRI AL RS, R KRB E S 8. ik, BAZK
F BT R SEmE /N SR B R R 0], AR AR B 2B . B, BAJT IR T
—ANEH AN PR BoR R A R AR, DBl A B S B E

341 MREfLILEIE

AR T RS 2 EE R T oA UG gE b ) . 25 B M pE
R T IR =AM ReTe bR, 70 92 b 2 5 YIRS 18] Ty _repuce~ ZRIT4Y
2% Cx_repuce ANAERIFIRSRE . PG B-18 20 [B-291 K 3-30[7I %1, 7F K-
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REDUCE #5820 N, BAIIZRMERE S DL R HANSHCE 55, 2 o 50T Py A7 i
oM. TAETSREE w. BET SR K. BET ALK KN B MdER S
T RIHLROR AN BT

oA AN ERAT 55 B RCR B AT 55 1003 3 1 R e PR RS S5 R A IR 3R A
B, fESHIRE S, T BRI ] T, MEBCKHINZEHIR BE 0y HEATH
FORIPR . PEREOLAL 1) B H b 2 7F_E IR 1R BE 2 B8 BIMRAIE (RT3 R T S 80E R,
Pl /MBI ZRr 451 9% . [FIR), K-REDUCE B/ A B RER ST A MIERE
T Az AR EL R, R B22F R, 41, K-REDUCE i@{E i T oA il
145 1) 2 000 B AR e g mT LA =X B3 1

" Wr%i%a B Ck-REDUCE
st. T < Ty,
= Imax> (3_31)
g 4
B S Bmax»
n _ qa
Ttrain_iter - Ttrain_iter + Tagg

e B-8l A B-11) A B-12 K B-15FIB-1THRAAB-18, FFH A B-23 A B
Relfn = 3-28)5 T, i £ USRI 18] Tee_repuce MNZRMFFRITH2R Cx_repuce 5
PRI AFICAT M TAETT S EE w. BETARNEE K. B8 RN
B FAER ST St OR/N B 2HELME (non-linear) G &R . AHMN M, K v 2] 3 1
WERRHA] Ty _repuce FINGRPITFE T Cx-—repuce MIFRIENANRIAX B3, Lk
AR AR Y, T — AN AEZR RN K] (non-linear integer programming) 1] @1, X
7] ) SR fifE 2 NP R HE (NP-hard) ©0, PR, ATt 7 — AN SHETE SRIE AT — A
P B A K A AL, DU S EECE A B B R, JHRA RS MM A
M S HIC A R .

342 SHHBIRM

N R IR NP XA R, A0 A% O S B R S (A AT BT R,
DA RO R RIS E. T OURIO R A AABCE M. TR REE w. Ra
WRIEE K. BE1 SO B MEER S /RN B iS4
WM AT I, S BN S B REE N EA ST 5.

3421 REWSAIERE T RRHLICK/ N B 1 B

BRI ZRrr, #HEIROR/N (batchsize) AR T — Rk I ZRm B A B . A

S R ik AR BRI TR) A IR B e AR O I 2RI % (training rate) o FRYE
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2B 12 R ), YR IR TR i B-32H77r .

B _M+m . 1
Tirain_iter a 1+ %

Xt av b A mZSIZGARRA R H &R E. K, 3T milZsi,
IR LW M, M A R . TN SO AN B AL
T BRI BRI L) . it B3

1
T+ L

BEE U251 Rt B N, AR AU R R B 2 0. Oy 13RI B 1)
IgRE R, DUIPRII R, AR SCRE T — NI Y, TEHERN]
NRAE. BEEALOR/NRIEIN, BASYIZR P & B9 At RE B0 . I ZR% LAt R
NI R B/ T AT N AEAS R I e B N AF SR DRI, AT AR R e S A A7 T
B E Gtk EBRME . Z8 b, INZRTT ARk DO/ 148 2256 1 an X 3-34) s

Hrr, By NWAFECH M K al AT GRS R ALK

b
1 1 = Biower < B < Bupper =By (3-34)

TR =

(3-32)

4 (3-33)

Ymin

T K-REDUCE {5 B AT A A AER & AR K NAE, F+ HARK
A B3 2 & % 8 T e KA RO /N S R SR R LR Rk, 78
o B #HLRO/NEE,  BE AT SRS B FIAER A A RLIK /N B iE Rl 2 B
BREA LR %A, =X B-33R.

B -K+B"- (W-K) < B¢

- max

B"+b B“+b A\ AR (3-35)
a- =a- +(W-1)- +
M+m M+m [Paown  tPup

HH T YN 2R L ORI AR R Bl S TTAR T Sl w AN ARG A M AH K,
S HER R NS E TR S E0E W N AR M, FEfE B a1 SR/
B FIAER AT S LR KN B Ah, UIZRIEIR IR /NE T BN 164 32 B K
LR KN N THESEI RN SRR RIS 2 RIS 1, A SRS R
PR RN BB R P KN 16,
3422 TAEWAKHEW

FERSE T INGRILIR I N IR Biower J5, TAETT RECE W I EIRAZ 6+ B 2R
ORI Birawo HIBG, AR s 808 48 2890 B a0 5 B-36) 7

Bgmx
I =Wipwer W < Wupper = B— (3_36)
lower
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AR mitcE W AR R E N T IRAE 1 2 ERE Wapper o B LAET RBEER
1EF, AR N HLIIZE (stand-alone training) » 28 [5.6[15 FF 4341 2 )1 AN
FHLNZRRIVEREREAT T XTI LE
3423 RN ES M

X T BRI AR BCET M, ol 5548 v P G BRI 1 A - o] i B R B X [A) . 451
1, AWS Lambda V& & & 7 HBARE N AFECAHIX B A 1 MB 2] 10240 MB, HIE
BREAN 1 MBo A MG 1T ERFIEL B A R ZCR W7, 6 BRI N AL
M PEFEEAT T

X 45 8 I GRBE BRI HE VR /S, IR T 75 (R N A7 75 Bk B e 1 i/ il is
TS, Bikth, EMEMET, B2 A 52 MHRMBE (weights) Tl E
(biases) o XEESHIEY L TEH FHFEAFMEENFH, HHEEBRRBIEG L (2
o2 BEMSUEEND, NEMAMRE SHAFSESREN. i, 7
W ZRad 2 Hh 77 BT SRR R R EOC TR R S BB B DL TE T B . T — AN T]
WS H, MHBEAAEIBE ., Flin, ERIAMEREZS, @ SR R e
ey RS R g o K e FE () RN SRR S A RN ] BT DA SRR AR
BHSE, MEAGIHSHFE - CINAF. b, EERMN A ESRES, &7
AVFZ RS R XS R TBEAAMENFT, HIELZEHETER. TH,
TE 1) A 475 1ok i Hp A1 75 B0 e o ) & TRORT SRR B o ISR B8 2 Ak IR (batch) Ay
FATANBIBAL R ), Rk, R SR R B AN AR . S AT R
— NI (Profiler) , XTSI T 75 (1 /N AT IS AT N AFHEAT BRI 3 b A
AR

FEYIZRd FE v, eR B N AF IO 75 20 2 LR A /R oKk, DRI 75 A B4 1)
B/NNAFRCAT . ZBCERI N N AE M AR RIE IR FRR . 1 A7 B KL A e i
TR a8 H R B & M R KN, B TFELRES BT FE L, RN
EFRE I IRDG, R, BB N AFRCANR 1 7 B e s AT E R A, iy
mE G . ERMSERERE RS, RELRSFTE PG4T 1 MB 5
FCKE 2, HON T B TORS S S8 R R 2 AP, ARSCIEHE 128 MB /E N R D
Ko ZM P KIEFET BRI EIR, ORHIE TR 8.

3424 FEAEWEMEEK

K-REDUCE 185 #8 Ao TAET 3t AT 74038, WsI N T —DNE4 =40, |l
REWENEE K. £EWALENST, KADWEERNEEY S, HEW-KA
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MAERAERAT . ik, BAWA K HHENIVEGEREMMN 13w, MRETHM
N 1 B, K-REDUCE @SB FI4k N AllReduce MG, RIUERER [
s (leader) ENERAGT A 4R ET MMEEN W K, K-REDUCE 8155 UkE
%4k ScatterReduce HEHET, RIFTE T HHMIEARE T RS S5 REEMBRNSHEER
I\

K-REDUCE @ E A RIE T AN 5. — 7, BB a Ui R A
MEE K, Ul /MUBE BT, B—JH, Bl R HEEMBHIERS
TR CPU H O BE, P indgod . Hik, sMrEE T ASE K 1
{E, BIRN IR A e i A FERAS B5 RARL ) A

343 AMBRBAARREE

ARHET E =S EETE SR, R B3Frd ik . s B4+
i, A A R R — AN AR EE ORI (non-linear integer programing) )@, H:
KAEZ NP NAE (NP-hard) ). BEBE, AFTERE 1 — A& T A I ZRA8HA B PR i B
B R A REIE,

7£ K-REDUCE MG T, —HHHINSHFERE, 55 02 R £ i A7 B A
M. TAEFAREE W, BETEHEE K. BEIWSHHLRKN B fIdER AT
MO B, o, H1F K-REDUCE J#{5 80 5] N T $AT F B IR ER
B R, BUEBSNEIN T A S, 2l R EE T REE K AEHERS KRN
B". TM{E ScatterReduce EAEHA A, W T 3 NSH, O AFRH M. TAE
T EECE WS SRS Be. AT @4k K-REDUCE @158 T 1331
RN, RIE K HLS ScatterReduce B F LA AT X LA 04T 513 B 5] 2
B2NEW, FEAHFIMIAAFECA M TAET SRIEcE W ORISR &7 s oK/ B T &
T, PRI RS T AR K A S 3RS AR/ B", K-REDUCE
A AF AT 1 21 vty 1 R N TRD R 2R TR 85 AN B ScatterReduce 18 {5 152 20 0wty 1) vy
YGRS T AN 254

513 3.1 qug}w* Tk-repUCE < TscarterReduce

HERA  TEMFIR AN ARA M. TAET SEE w MRS St/ B¢ il E
T, IEAEREREET SEE K A F2P LR FFER & Stk B R,
K-REDUCE 815 £5% 2 1) ity 24 3t 1| £ 15 18] /N T 25 F ScatterReduce 3815 45 2 1 3 21 i il
SN [A]
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%35 oSt RN AR A SN A BT Entin il N 2 e A

5 B34 48 H 7R T 2 D M R4 #F 30 3211, K-REDUCE [ %t 1|3 11| 5 i
6] AT DAAR 38 SR & s B AT R s 454 58 2T M 82 A 2 B-700 5 & 5 sl (5
I IR TR BT 0, JE I G Bl L SR &1 SR K 7T DAFE SR & W Be i AT FE A R %k
WX 2y B8 2 (B A a1, AT S /MBS B BRI FERS o [Rlitk, AT DA H N iR
o

Krygrll* Tcomm < Tcomm(K = W’ B" = Ba) (3'37)

Fah, R B-12AT k0, UIZRR B R I 5 s B AP TCAT M DL R R I TR
KN BFH K. Ht, K-REDUCE @SN R G A A IZRIT ] 5 ScatterReduce il
ERERAE . T — 45K B, K-REDUCE 85 B2 JFME T ScatterReduce i
(B

ng} Tirain_iter < Tirain_iter (K = W, B" = BY) (3-38)

7E K-REDUCE i@ {5850, P8 M HER &1 stk R/ B 7 EARIE R B
R RS PEL RAZ BIGIAE, BIAER A S — 3k o e 2 R/ Bt KT
Be. Ak, K-REDUCE {515 X AEAH [F] 1 TAE Y R8s W MR-G5 s thek
/N B FHIAE RN B8 78 KT ScatterReduce IS A5 20 104 Rk K/, 45 € HH
7] R AE A SR D, ScatterReduce {5 B AR M IZRAE H 7 LS B 2 #0%
s

min I < I(K =W, B" = BY) (3-39)

o,

Xt T4 — BRI I Zk F IS, ScatterReduce 381545 304 T+ K-REDUCE i@
B (HiZ— KM L IR 2 Rk R Ih s 4. Rk, AR =X B-18) 2
1) 1) v Y 2RI () RT 0, AES DL SR &7 U8 KA 2 RDB PR L R IR SR &5
LK/ B" T, K-REDUCE 3845 85 2 ) i 21 v Y11 250 [8] /N 155 T ScatterReduce. Hi
Uk, AreAfS 5 B.L n

513 3.2 qugl* Ck-rEDpUCE < CscarrerReduce

WERR AR AAAECE M. TAEY SR w MRS ok B BB
N UEMFERIL R R AT R ECR KA L R PEZR AR RS mitcoRs BT T,
K-REDUCE J& e B B I S5 45/ T 56T ScatterReduce 3815 BEUHI I ZR 4 o

SIFRB.IRER THE LR 44T, K-REDUCE 38 {5 B2 iy i 21 i I 2R 8] /N 146 T
ScatterReduce 15 152X 14 3 23 I SRS ) AR e B0t 9 AR AL X B-23mT S, ZEAA TR
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et N U e AT o5 3 & MRS AT RN A O SR ZRR B

FIAAEECET MA TAE S EE W N, HRE0 2278/ N T4F ScatterReduce JH {5
PR BB 9 .
min Cy < Co(K = W, B" = BY) (3-40)

1M ScatterReduce B F X HEH KRS R EE 2, FMEAFENS )
A% . AR 32500 B-24rT &0, R S3 MRl E I, AT PR ScatterRe-
duce W EMF N 5. 1478 F ElasticCache {E Vi (5 81E, &R EIE A= T
o, MM I AE R .

Kq?gl” Cs; < Cs3(K =W, B" = BY) G
KIE};I,}* Cec = Cec(K =W, B" = BY)

25 I, tR4E0[B-29, K-REDUCE @5 T IR e Jr a5t 9% /N T2 T Scat-
terReduce BEME. Mk, WL H 5 H[B.2.

n

% 5.4/ % K-REDUCE 815 B 2C AL PE REREAT 7 SZIR I S 7 3E Bk 5]
PR IERAYE, SRR N S H R E THFE N M. TR R R W RS
T REHLICOR /N Be BB T ScatterReduce 185 IR R 2 (counterpart), UK LE
R 1 i 21 )1 R B TR RN SR F 8 T 9%

BT EiRiAgE, wTLLK K-REDUCE @ E X A H 5 APH: (1) NAE
BeA M. TAET B8R WSS9 SO/ B (2) RE T RIEE K A
FERE TR KA B S HE =282 5 ScatterReduce 115 A5 2 AH 5 1) 18
S5, s —HrmAS2300 & K-REDUCE B E R AZIN AR H. #ik, &
TERRH T —ANEHTARNGZEM PR B S K R EE, BSR4
RSB B, 23 7l K AfE BRI S50
3431 W T 6 R ML ScatterReduce Il 2RI 4

AR BOS WAFECA M TAET m e W MRS SRR B =424
AT R, SIEE MG P B2NERH, EAHFKSHECE T, ScatterReduce 1372
7& K-REDUCE @ a0 RE M L5t DRk, AP BoRH R4k in) @t = B-310%) B AR AN
KHL ScatterReduce M AE R T W HMSHICE, LALiEL K-REDUCE H) it 24T
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53 % EMRS RS R AR R LB TSR 3

B EHERE AR RN B-42 R

min C
M.W.Ba ScatterReduce

st T < T";“ (3-42)

B® <B% -0

max

51 BN 5| B2ERH, fEMFIIAC B 240, K-REDUCE @150 1 2
Ui YIRS A AH LG ScatterReduce B B fi . [FI, K-REDUCE #{E#0T 4 )R
RN T HE RS AL ORI KA B oK. Rk, AER AR B H
FRARAG IR RIS, AR E T — MR EER 1 6 (0<8 < 1), HTIRIERM ScatterRe-
duce 31515 20T e B 09 2 o I (R 25, TR INE g 2 US4 0t 4 R iR/ N 23

AW B UL ScatterReduce 1 (E 15X T Bl ZatEgeE AL H bR, £ ScatterReduce
WERAT, A T AEEARE T RS 58E, Bk UUEEZ K-REDUCE
WERAT, BREWAHE K ST TEYREE W, JERET SR B & T
BET AR/ B R, ¥ K =W F1 B* = B* fAAN B2 [3-14 X B-18F1=0
B-29FF, FILAfS 3] ScatterReduce A5 2 T 14 RHLIK KN i 31 3t )1 2R BF 18] F 91
ZRIT4

AW B S B R A D RS a0 B BT R . RIS AR AR R TR SR
W, WAFECEL M AR A TS HER KN B BIRFAR IR E BT . NS BN R
23 (A AR 2 3. 4.2 H (B 45 R mf e . Lk, B SEARIEHLIR KN T IRAE Biower i
& TAET RAEEN FIRE Wopper o RIEN T 2 EIRAE Woypper T8 1 AT XS
WNAFELET M AR EIRME Moy per [0 NP K 128 MB #H4THE . XK/ B
HWRMNILTIRIAE B, TTIRTEOP K 16 BEATH P, B30 P 2 250 N A RO R w25
(R 5 KA R /N B Rt ORI T 48 7€ s R4 Jmtb ik, AR N 41 WARBCAT M
ATAET SgEm W N RECOR /NS EBRAE Bupper o FoHR, 1E3 7 N AFBCET M 1)
AR, HREE NAFECE T A 28 B AR R I R, A — 2 4a /N N AR
B TCE LN TR A . BRI, ASSCHE B R B s, BN — A1
EN B E B s, iR A D ERZHE R, DINESH R, £
SE NGRS A 2 AN 4 R LR RN HRR, 592 B.1HE 2 ScatterReduce 3815 5 3X F )
BN Cscarrerreduce VABOW NI TAETT R BIEE W, WAFELET M ARG 5
HIREIRR AN B2
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B 31 BT 0 FEUIME ScaterReduce VIZIFRM B B2 50k
Input: X NGIERL: model; WEEIEEE: dataset; NI E; HORIRIZIH: Thaxs
BRI KAN: B AR T2 6.
Output: ZE&T7 RO B TAET s s W WAFECH: M*.
1 Initialize: Cscurrerreduce < ©0;
2 Biower < Eq

3 Wupper — Eq ,
4 foreach Win [1, W,,,..] do

5 K «— W;

6 foreach M in [M,,.,, 0] with step -128 do

7 Bupper < Profiler;

8 early_stop « false;

9 foreach B¢ in [Bj,yer, Bupper] With step 16 do
10 B" «— B4,

11 B8 « Eq

12 if B8 > BS,,. - 6 then

13 L break;

14 T «— Eq[3-18

15 if 7 > I2o then

16 early_stop « true;

17 L break;

18 C « Eq

19 if C < Cscarrerreduce then

20 L W* «— W, M* «— M, B* < B? CscarterReduce < C;
21 if early_stop then

22 L break;

23 return W*, M*, B**;

3.4.3.2 IR )29 o) AR S50HE 2 29 31 N i /ME K-REDUCE Il 2544

AW BRI b —B B e i AR s e W NAZECE MRS s iR
KN Be, PASB-31WE A B bt #iik— 5 i 2 K-REDUCE @15 BA 41 51 N1
BT R K FAERA T ALK /N B

R B SHAE R RIS 5L B2FR. 1o, BT B AR
HMIEE W, WARCE M FRE T SRRLRRN B =435 5, N1 EZE WK
Y I AT AR K, TR T [R5 20 R 5 B-22ff e X B K R IAER & 19 A5
IRERCR /N B, B 23R B E 9 2 VI 2R ] RIS S0 26 29 3Rk 2R T B¢ /Mt K-REDUCE
WHIFHEMSHACE. B TAEE—MBENSEE RPN T —Mdi A+ 6 7E X
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%35 oSt RN AR A SN A BT Entin il N 2 e A

B 3.2 VI ZRBs 1] 20 RIS S0 R 2 o e /Mb K-REDUCE Ik HF 41 1) 5
BB RE L

Input: IR E IR model; WHEIELE: dataset; NELFEIR: E; BRI LR Thax:
R AR/ By
Output: RAE 17 S HLOR /DN B TAET S8R W WAFBCAT: M JE5RE T Stk
N B AT AR K s/NIGTTFES: Cx_repuce-
1 Initialize: Cx_repuce <« o0;
2 foreach ¢ in {0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9, 1.0} do

3 | WM, B* — Algo.1}

4 foreach K in [1, W] do

5 B" «— Eq[3-22}

6 B8 « Eq|3-14

7 T «— Eq|3-18

8 if B8 > BS,..orT >T,,, then

9 L continue;

10 C « Eq

11 if C < Cx_repuck then

12 L W* «— W,M* «— M,B* « B*,K* «— K,B"™ «— B",Cx_repucke < C;

13 return W*, M*, B*, K*, B™, CK—REDUCE;

ScatterReduce 115 15 xUM K-REDUCE 18 15 152 Ui LM e 2 18] 22 EC 51 I F00i, + BR1 0t
KB BRI 4a R+ 6 R FIRE R, IR 2R R PR R .

SR MR B AR B AR, R IR AT AR K IR R
WWAE . XTEEMEBOAR .. SHORBE NI 41 SqueezeNet, HA ] T4 /> 11
RBEWREE K DI E s i S B E A R s . Rk, 28R AR
B B A SRR A A 8], i A] T e B SN U A R 1 6. MR, W T E RN R
Ay SHFBECR AL A0 ResNet50,  H i A 2200 & i 17 - H AR AR Wi 4 A
T 6T

A B E RS R EE K MAER S RO/ BT /3K T K-REDUCE
WERB T PO RCR . b, BRIRHERE T AR K RS AR AT B
W 285 e 2 (A AR fe AP A, DA S BCR G aE g8, MEHERE 7 s toR
/N BT WEGHH 7AEER ST SRR GH BRI W CPU Byt — 2 7l grid 4.
RItt, AP BifisE AN 2845 G 7 IR PIT AL, BLFE ScatterReduce 181515
bt — 2 im0 g R U RIS TR), R D B AR RN R T4
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et N U e AT o5 3 & MRS AT RN A O SR ZRR B

3.4.3.3 {HRE VLR E 34 FE AT

AR TAEF B W B B a & U8 R R S 88 R R R A ER AT A2 3R
By Bl e TS S ECRE W AAERCA M ORIR ST SRR/ BT =424
PR BT, BHE T X BIRAE R 6 T &e/ME ScatterReduce 1815 15X 2544

MSHACE. B, SRR HERERN O(p-g-D)s K, p=Wipper—Wigwer+1
&7 TAET 5?&% W I RIGHE, ¢ = M + 1 AR T ARG M 18R
TIRPIRA, 1= & + 1 AR T 'EEI’J?H:(JJC/J\ B RPN MHEE
B2AM 12| W ﬁr%é‘% 5?&% K, FRdid [ 2 o 2 3220 e AR TR A1 s itk
KN B R, SIEB2MR MR ZE N o(W), Hb, W ORELBA e T/
MR

FEBEDEWRAE R+ 6 T—uas i, W BRI R R Bk, W
BRI RIS R E N O(p-q - l+W) HEhs I BRI S EAE &R DA RIS 4 A
T HE T FRMERERE. HHTWHH T 6 EI’JEME RN R B, A
UG IR AN S e AR R B IS T S R BE . TR B I R BER, &R EH g2 8047
WER, HERERERN O(p-q-1-W). ACIRE I BG k8 R E R EE
IR N AL B, RS RN RIS REMN O(p - q - 1- W) FEILE
O(p-q-1+W). 54, ZHd 22 8] i BTAS R il A48 2R 0 A A 1) 4 g gk — 2D ik
DT ZERIR R, NS REIER R SRREL, 2P BRI R
Bk e Al i) R X B-3 1l A AR L T — /\Tﬁﬁﬂiﬁl}ﬁ#m B, DURU/D BRG R4 2k 4
BUS i R R .

3.5 KT hGE

ASEERF R R TE AR 55 A THSRLE IR 1 IR e 20 A S ZR28H FasDL [ BETH#EAT
THHNH. B, MZRGRBRIG UL TERERTE. )5, 7255
SR P =AM DR E T T, 7092 K-REDUCE S P RE AR LUK
SHIE RN . K-REDUCE M5B G 2R 7 oM os st 5aalh, %]
A T IR 1) 1P S RS BT 25 B e LA AR SEEL 1 v 2 E s S e
BEMSHOR. Bk, 22T RO 7 2 Bk 55 4 vE e o0 A NG AE 55
T I D e AE8 A 69 R 25 50 B R K ) AL
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et N U e AT o4 3 RS AR A A R S B

F£45 ERF[UHETLBRATHHBRINERHSEIHN

F T2 Bl # FasDL YIZRHEZE 58, A CTE AWS Lambda P& LSl 7 —4
FasDL {72 . 7EIE(51EE K SEH b, ASCESE T RAF0E RS AWS S3 FIZ2 A7 ik 55
AWS ElasticCache WM FEAR S . A TR 78 7 A B DL K AT+ K-REDUCE 1815 8
A ZRRE 2R SR T AT U B o SR B A A U 2R T 46 H1T 43 ol 0 A8 23 47 28, A
NS 25T B S RHEREAT 00, VR NS B Rk A2 o0 I 20t B TR0 1) SCHE
S T 0 A B R (R SE AT Ui B . T #E K-REDUCE @5 F, A=l
S5 HHIC AR S5 23 1T 5 bR B AT A [R) 2R ) A 4 50 R0 35 T A A7 i S B0 ) G5 T TE
PRI RS B 5E e 2 [AL205 o P 25 E I 20 48 v (R S B A T R

41 BIFTIERSE

AR T — DR TS Profiler, 73 X I ZRAERURTIE AR 55 #1151 & 1S
AEBEAT M XTI, A3 HT 3% Profiler i € F AN ZRFT 75 K B /N AT IS AT AT
MM IERAN R R KL av b m. XFIHMRS &IHFT &, AB I ds Profiler 1€
Lambda bR % E A5 AH IR R 2 0(M) AT p(M).

4.1.1 WIS MEEED

R R R BE 1) 20 A B0 48 1 A BRI R AR OQ R B & AN B/ Al s AT A iR
ARGy, PASCRRIRIERE RV AN S B R M BT A . 55 BT M 1 R B3I 2R v )
Tirain_iter FINERIINN B FIRBNAZICA M ZRIFK R, X B-12w. Hr,
SNGBRIA R RBOFE av b Fm.o T 58 BATSTEXT T s ZRAE IR B 1048 236 H
BEATBIARCRS, EE A RN B TN IR s B /N AT Is AT A7 E e L BRAE .
4.1.1.1  BARLYIZRA R R 4L

s B-127R, SIS REA DG REEHE av b B m = A BERLEISR
IF 18] Train_iver FINGRIARAKAN B TR BN AFBCE M AHSC . BB NAFILAT M 5
BE A, MR RN B Yug T — 3tk Wl SR8l 38 . Rk, 7k
SR A Profiler IS TEAR R GHALI KN B FIBRE I NAF LA M 26 R 2 IR fil )k
X RN SRR I 2, IR0t B — 5 kAR I ZRm ). B2 R ok, HEF Q0 B2 —
Bk I ZRmT a] AR, R /N 3% (Least - Squares Method) X i i 45 2
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54 5 oS AT AR o0 A SN AU S L N e AT

TG, SRR ANV GRERL I ZRA 5% R B

H TSGR RB R 5INGHERASH G, B S il fE A &G
R 45 Fe tH S BRAUNIE S . EEERNAARCH M RIS TR S5 I ZRtR N B 2k
PER R, WAL E MR/ B NGRS NAERCE M s LLfoe R . &
b A m A RIRAE T IGHLK RN B MINAFECET M P S5 Zhi (R 7E ik 26 &R
P fwAs &, T RE a WIFRAE T 7ERE € BRI S5 — & B0 I /5 R I [R) B 21
R, X FEMBONE R BESHIRZ N, KR o —RMBK. 55107 sE
B R TN SIS A AEGHAT T BRI AL A A R, R RLIZR R B R
BIFR. SHHT—8 FE a SEEREIRE RIS, MRE b M om N5
BT A By (R MEAR G
4.1.1.2  f/NATIBAT NAF

SRR P HEREENZAIX KN B SREANAFBCHT M Z B Z R K H, Bl
PR AFICET MR T NGRS R ORI B BT W /NPT IB AT A7 . FERR AL ZRid
FEA, A = 2 =0, o AR IZRAE A INGRAtb ok LRI Gk Ta] &5
o GBRLEIRAN S, R BE R, HANGER HZAAE RPN IR
s LN S N BIRR L A i, DR g — b OO 25000 0 5 ZEA7 R AE AT P Ik
LRI RN N ZRREA R NI ZR IR B € . Jidh, B—RIBAEE T
HI A FE AN S AR SR PR . AR AR R I AE T, /5 B Al e A% 6 2E (1
[A) 45 KRR AT SEBE L. U7 2R 0 v 1) 45 2R 0 K/ S R R A B 1 45 4 LA I ZR RT3t
KN BATK. L, BRI AAEHFESL, R A SR B R FA
Ky HRUEASGK R B, #xOK/N B NIE/NTIZ AT NAE Mp i B-1FT7R

Mg=k-B+c 4-1)

Hr, Rk SERNSGREM GBI G S, RAE T UG 20 AR s #6
PINAFE. TRE c MAAE TR E BRI S HAER N & .

E LRI RE av b A m o HrdREd, R EEA ALK/ B
TSEPRVEFERT NAEAE & Mg, JFEilId &/ —3k7E (Least - Squares Method) #4174k
PSS PTUARE R k A co HHUG, tRA] DUBf e AE XS R N AFRCE M T, JIIgkitt
WK/ B B EIRAE By 02 E-257 7

M-c

BM: k

(4-2)
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et N U e AT o4 3 RS AR A A R S B

412 EZERFH[HETLEEEERESTH

FEXT TC IR S5 2% V1 550 6 B A5 1 REdEAT /0 AT NE, 55 R0 o A0 B AR i AR
H EAT R R AT AR B8 o 5 B2 RO 8% B R 1 A ik B R U ) TR M
PAR ARSI 5 e KN S A 9% 35 B.31]T H A HE B AN R BOR AU TE [3] 78 4 A7 FL A0
M T, B tp 545K Ss 2K R, A B-SFIB-6F, p(Mm) Rl (M) 551
FELERRE WAZIRA M R B RO 56 FE ik B ) 3 0d0E R . (BRI N AFIC MR,
BRE AR & p BEAEHI 75 KN Ss ARG LA T AN [H . BRI, p(M) Ft(M)
bR FRAFNAZE M FIWHRBES .

G T A Profiler I il R AN F N AFECAT M (1) BRI AN AAAd EA T Ba AL
WIS AR F 5 BRI Ss I EAT AR AT (8] HE 0T B R A Ak &, Rl RATE
BNFEXT NN AEECA M R rp BESY R/ Ss BB L. S5, RAS/DN
eiF: (Least - Squares Method) #EATHLE, W LLAE X NI RE p(M) Al 1(M). 5
B.42 ik 128 MB ENWAFRCA M BB, Rk, ATTFRMERH 128 MB
TR Bk oMb NAEBCE M )i DI TRI R, KIS B2 H R 5. 74h, T WAL
M BEFRFS R I R, R AE M ST AR OE AR . Kk, wIbL
AT JE SR N AR M AT IR, TR AN L B RGBT BB ST RR T
AWS Lambda 5 S3 2 [afEffrmt &AL K. T pM) Fr(M) (N5 TRt
HVr 6 ARGREEMMERA S, MSNZGMETR. Kk, ST ARMPIIZER, R
FPAT IR R AT R

4.2 HF K-REDUCE @SRRI IEZESSIN

B.Sl 4414 T K-REDUCE 50 N IR ie, SHiREE 1 msE K
R, I ZREE S 1 KI5 L & K-REDUCE G S0 R 140 i il 2k A% K-
REDUCE I ZRHESE ) — Lo S LA 1y BEAT 3 . 158, SR B2 AP0 IR an Ak B B i
SKIBAT UL, BARINGSHIECE . IR R0 LN TR MR . 55,
55 2201 X IR 72 h 2 MO A (A S P S I AT U, 04 AT R Y
SRy St ARAMBAAR RS k. Bom, 55 B.2.30T900 I ] i o e B ok
Az ity SIBR A0 TRIN R A FEM EAT 1 B0
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54 5 oS AT AR o0 A SN AU S L N e AT

4.2.1 INZ&#MIEL

MRS IFEIEAT, LIRS I E R B 8 TR PR Al gh. Xt
THRERZNGAE, EPATHMRNNGZ/, TELHAT— RINMPIM6L T
B, A5 E K-REDUCE BEHA TS HEE, JHKIES B INGEHEE, R
J i R N7 ) R BT R oy AT N e TE IR AT FIWIGR AN By, A SCE I E 1T — A R
BAE b & S Trigger PUT FIRERAE
42.1.1 JHESHBE

Tk F A N A BRI 2 A model. R EE 4R dataset. W 2R IR
E - i 21355 () YN GRS TRIBR ) T AL IR 2 SR HEIROR/INBR ] Bl o iR 7T 55 Trigger
B B M Profiler P SRR HEAT b, B & M 2R 2. A5,
fil &5 55 Trigger T WY Bos &\ R 5092 3.2 ¢ K-REDUCE i {E# =~ 1) A
ZH, BFEREANAES M. TAETSARNEE W, BETANEE K. BE6T A
IR/ B TR & s RN B .
4212 INSEHEEL >

FERfE T TAE W A EE W MRS RNEE K 5, TEWRgR NREET
RAEHER G RS, FINEE 7 E BIIZRIERON B f B . oK, ikt
s Trigger BT PR AR RUAIHCE S BLHECOR AN, f el Il it de . B
fRHL, XT D AMIGFREAR, RBEN A RIINAREAS D A B-3s, ERET
AT ZRREAE D -4 7R

B B

D‘=D-—=D- 4-
Bg Be-K+B"- (W-K) (4-3)
pr=p.% _p =k (4-4)
7 Be B"-K+B"-(W-K) )

fil 15 R Trigger fEAHLE SN BIR R G, B&H TS, I g
£ AWS S3 8E MM (bucket) H1o [FIIF, fil &5 5 Trigger M FALYIZRIEAL 22 AWS
S3 T RSN . T ZBEE AU AR R, BRI HE AT 4
JE AR, I HOR R AR AU BB A 5 AT S
42.1.3 YN TAERR R

FEFER T ERWIIE TAE G, flUR TS i Trigger ¥ IFAT AR 2 A AR ROTREII
Zro MRYES B BB Borf e X N bR B 1K) A A7 ORISR M, SRR b ot e Wi
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et N U e AT o4 3 RS AR A A R S B

YETT R TR, A1 5 Trigger i8I PAEEAR 5 [m) %% AR T 5 Worker 1518 HC B 24U,
AFETAET RS iv TAETARNESE W, BETANEE K. BE1 SR
/N B FIHERE W RO/ B e TAEW RIS i MO B W - 1. Hi, Zis/h
T K B TAET SR AT A Aggregator , VURLIR K/ B FFIEINZR, REBCRH
A0 BT SRl . 1 dw 5 KT5 T K W AR mifE NAER G i Non-aggregator , LA
KN B ISR, REBORF 0 kg . fil &5 5 Trigger ¥440153 5 1
SRR X B g 5 IF BAL, & AR S fil & J5 A AWS S3 H S B0 3 4 5 1 1)1
ZRAHREE

42.2 B{EHRESEH

H T TR 55 A% v SR B JOIRAS R 1, R B v e R AT M2l A5 . ik,
BEPTBLAR G mAE N RGN PAT BAL,  IF DLANEAF i A 55 15 D e K e 3E £
MIAEAE DAY, ANTTSEIL 1 — A i R BRI . AR5 o 2 Jol) AR s (U A A1 A
ik 0] 5 Y 308 45 B ) B AR S B
4.22.1 HRZH Fr 5 A b

FE—R R, & TAET AT e R R IR A 2R e, 128 N B30 AS B Bt
TZHRE. £ MEN BRI TN E, & TR S 20 nl AT B A 24
5y M EH . B TERENSER NS WEONE R, FIEFITER S H 7 2
A A S A e 75 AT e S S P S A . AEFR AR E R, AR e A
BB Z RN — A — e &, REREFEALLEPRET ANEERS
B BRI K AN e MAERIFIEEREY, TAEWRKBERESGER K M35
gy BT PR O 4R R R, SRS AR BRI R i A B A N S

EIEAE P B AR S, % TAEW S0y i g — MR 5, MNimihfrZ
BREGH—8UE. £ BAER B, N1 1 RIER, RN i TN AKE N5
BoahmsN S, o EEGHERT, fWM5A ¢ RS RPN RIEAC 1 BT
B =t B R BIAMBITRG, REHRRSERNSEI RSN AL, HIER
HMERAEAE IR S B JE s FE NERT B, BRE T RS 4 AR AR [F]
HRIERBR G GRS E e N TRET A, HTEEE I RIEATHIA K M
G AL MIANTAEREGW A, HTEEE - 18T K MRG0
A A .
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HNEAAE IR SSAE MBS B P s BUR B S A, FERME L TR, B
M, ANEAT GG IR S T B AR TAETT S S ER P S Er B, IR A RR =
WA FR . Mo, AN S T BN AR SR A R 5 I AR R O R )
APL #: 0. N THRIED AR INGE R P SER G R, AN RS 8 7 B2 it
BRI IR R A . TR B IR R BE T AN AF i ik 95, FasDL A] LAARYE
AT S5 B T R AR . A SCIEHE T X RAFME RS 10 AWS S3 FIZZ A7k %5 AWS
ElasticCache, 3¢5 & 1E i@ (5 @ IE K SLBLEAT T U RTINS b

X RAFE RS a0 AWS S3 5P A7 nt R, 1Rt T HBER MR A E R RE ). [
I, AWS S3 $24t [ SRR, BeRS i As NON OR B AR A A S R RS R . 1R
ARV, AWS S3 $24E 71 5 e R a4z 1, BRI R A A, H R
FHHE U7 1] 3 R AR 18 . AWS S3 FR AL T AT R get_object MR
AT ZR I put_object, BEBEILIETE & MIAF A 44 FR DL AN GBS N RBEAT 4
fEo 74k, AWS S3 $2ft THIE L FRIE RN R 1ist_objects_v2.

%A IR 55 1 AWS ElasticCache &4t T i PE e AR ACIE 1 A7 508 B . B0 A7
TENAEH, Bt INERBR U R R RS, 0 3 3R s U n) R4 BE AN L B8 77 . AT HE,
AWS ElasticCache 1404 Vi 1 (1 AR . ERAF RS, Bl DU XS (key —
value) WAL, PRt T EAEIRFE O set MTEEIEIE D get. AR, #E
i P 300 o R AT R S B A 2R R ]

5 S AR b S R AR ARG R S5 I BE R R . ARSI SR AWS S3 Fil AWS
ElasticCache 1E Xt RAFAik IR 55 FBAF RS AR, FEAS RN SR 608 R IR T 14510
i 28] v P TR AN ZRTT8,  FERT PR AR 185 838 A 5304 T 1 XT LL A3t .

4.2.3  EREER K 4 B B BRI 40 32

AN R, NGRS R T EE L DINGR IR N REZE#T. A, &
ik 55 25 1 P 600 T S eR AU B K A A R A REAT TR 40, 7E AWS Lambda 5,
Lambda BRE I f KA M AN 15 7080, DRk, 75 ZAA0 51 N\ SR i vk ok 20 i K AR
i JE SR R AU ZR IR BR il o

A AEY T LambdaML #1143 )2 8 F 5 #%  (hierarchical invocation mechanism) fi#
R bR B KA PR BT PR ) o PR VT 5 Trigger filR TN TAER G, 2 TAET &
197 TE AR — IR ST DS . EZR IR TE G, & TAE T s AR %G
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FIIZRAE R AL 2 AWS S3 HHE A A (checkpoint), #RJE#-H ik H & (trigger
self) PUEZN N —# Ml gk, BAkth, A TR RO BAY 3L B sl 5 AT R
I Al SRJE fil AR I TE B RR BT BN LRI R R, DAARSE TN — R R 2R, BT
il B TH R R BAR R T EH R BB BT A R A B DL R S, DR, AR SR
(R ZRZE R AT LAAE 22 58 )1 R AP AR 5 AR IR R S DA RN R85 SR ) — 01k

43 EZhgg

AR FENF TE MRS B A T A RN R ZE A ) SE IR T i AT B . B o, ANE
487 FasDL B4 A 7 80 T A BR K ST 5 58, B0 G 0 I e Y SRR OG5 2% 11
HPEMHEREM AT HIR, AT 7T K-REDUCE @15 15 20 U1 ZRHELL ) S
YT, EFEWIUAALIY B A fid R T S RSB T B R B AT B A R IE Y
S A R I8 5o B 50 KA i ) SRR o) A4 A B SR o R TR A A QN SR A SE PR
%, ARSI T —> FasDL 22 R RS, HT T — = KPERRISIESE 5 .
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BSE WETH

A B BT M) FasDL JERYLE AWS LambdalP®? & FIF s, PLISIE I 2R 48
FIERE. B2, SBEATAA T LRMEE, BRINGRELL L AERSIER. R
JG. B B2 W2 ME B B R ABIRS P REAT 50 IE, B0 35 v 21 s 1) I RS [R] DA
BANGRIF A TR . $e,  58 [5.3115 % 58 B4y h It B B R A8 R B 1
PERERHATIOUE, AR REENM R BB USMERER S BB mE. BT
K, AR B2HT 4R H ) K-REDUCE &3 20 5 id 4% TAEBEAT6FEE, 20 A
i B I ZRI TR YIZRTTFAE LA R USSR = ARSI AT b kA, BBt T
FeTF A F A7 A IR 45 1038508 2R K-REDUCE TERERL, K 5RTF IR %2
(B 7 R AT X . Beda, .6 T FasDL K A5 IS5 ML ZR P RE
FK o

51 SERCE

51 YIgkmnk
Table 5.1 Workloads

WIZRPEREA R R
a

WA HHRE  BERK/NMB)

b m
BERT-Base CoLa 417.17 234497 237 1145.66
ResNet50  CIFAR10 97.49 37.19 12.48 -111.46
MobileNet CIFARI0 13.37 1350  9.57  -92.88
SqueezeNet CIFARI10 4.71 216 22.60 -93.22

B4, X FasDL YIZRHEZLRT 6 FH B TC IR 55 23 vH B 6 v AAEAd R 55 A R 25
FEGHEAT U . AR SCAE AWS Lambda FHJ% 7 K-REDUCE 8 {5 82 Il 25 TAE
[E, A SCik £ AWS S3B3 Fil AWS ElasticCache® 1 Ay3d {5 8 38 b 1 M B 170 K 55 -
YN %EFE T SqueezeNetb? . MobileNetl®!l, ResNet50P! A1 BERT-Basel®?! {15
AL HTH =AM ALE F CIFAR-1013) {E Il Z: %0854, 1T BERT-Base Il Zxisi 7Y
i CoLA®H fE NI 4 . RIS, ASCAE 58 BT H 508 i 2% Profiler it
RTINS RLRT AWS Lambda Y Z5F & FIRFEREAT 8T . R BRI T 24113 H
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(R PO AN AR TR (R TR K /N DL R SR e A R I R B v b AN m. 4L, BB
K B2 3ER T AWS Lambda 5 S3 2 ] FAT IR AT % & (04 45

(syg) indybnoay L
(o2}
o

5(/’3 40 4
a 20
y/OQQ’ (MB)1 0 0 0 N\e((\o

Bl5.1 AWS Lambda fil S3 2 [f] LT HEHEMELER
Figure 5.1 Fitting of Upload Throughput between AWS Lambda and Amazon S3

(s/g) IndybnoayL

Mgy~ 0 o e

Kl 5.2 AWS Lambda fl S3 Z [ FATEHEMELER
Figure 5.2 Fitting of Download Throughput between AWS Lambda and Amazon S3

Bk, XSGt b b g B 3L #E  (benchmark) HEAT VA . S T 36 UE X I 2k
PERE P A R 12, AR SO X v 28] B I R B TR RR )1 25 85 1 PO 5 S BB 1R AT
X N T SRR BUR K A UEIR YRR, A SOR S B J R EIREAT A, B
185 SR R R A R 25 RGBS 7 Tl . 7E58E K-REDUCE 3@ 45 #E =X f PE RE I
A%k FE LambdaMLUI4 tif) AllReduce 1 ScatterReduce 15 A5 20 AE st Hb I v
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T LambdaML JfHEFE MRS 88 1H B0 R, BIASCHE T AllReduce #1
ScatterReduce 7E TR 55 25 115030 0N FISEIL T 580 7R BUAS [R5 i i S I 7 21
PEBERS, ASCXEL T AWS S3 Al AWS ElasticCache W5 R 77 i 55 1) 72 ()48 {5 188 38 1)
MR, RN, A SO ADNNIE (RS0t L ik, X LIS 77 it 10038 15 8 38 1) 1 g 5 2
TSHIRFSHNEFEEER TR, &5, A SCEMW 7T & INGABR RIS, IS5
FasDL IIZRHESE T~ 153 A0 R ZRidb AT X L

5.2 BTN RERIE

A0S B3N A R ¥ R G MR R AR I TR VR BEBEAT BT . SAER S BT ER Profiler
K DU B B I Rk R 1 2 T 45 R IR B R R B av b Bl m FR. #:F
Ky ASCRAPEBUR K AR EE R WA N8 N S HACE, JFT
58 B3I A 2 19 R e P R ARV B L %A A7 i 28 i 1 R AR )1 25 1) T
fi, SRJEHH S LR A7 Tl 2B T 0 b, 45 R 53R

| — Loading Time r3.5
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7000 { 7 7 "/ 7/ Cost of Lambda 3.0
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K 5.3 K-REDUCE & 552 T Il Zr itk B it P
Figure 5.3 Precision Analysis of Predictions for K-REDUCE

B #RyE T & AN G, YINZRE IR AI Y 25T 8 1 T 5 SEBRig AT 2
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(R PRY R 22 o 1 e AT I N TB) R0 I 2 48 1) Tl 1= 22 e KA I 6%, %I Mo-
bileNet I SqueezeNet 8, I LR 8] A1 2585 7 T % 22 AN 8 i 2% i 1) i
A1 2RI 8] 43 i 9 in ik 18] (Loading Time )« YIIZ5HT[E] (Training Time) A5 B
[A] (Communication Time) . X TIIZIT44, 40N Lambda BRELHIITH (Cost of
Lambda) 1S3 x5S HIH4ES (Costof S3). MEIHF AL, A REFZERA T
Lambda PRI IT4H, 1 Lambda BR £ T 2 1% 22 32 SRR T0] bR Hiz A7 ik F I ) T
IR 22 o T i 28] )0 R N T ) 00 5 22 0 32 2K 15 008 T8 A5 I 1) P 0000 R 22, 1%
ZEVR T LB AT I R E RS A R s . BTl AE A IR ) R AR AR A A2 R EL
A R A A Tl I /N RIS A Y, DR AR T BT O A I T N £
W SRS, 1 RE A HRON YII 254 BE X ER AR e 1 1HE A il TR0 S PRIl 2R R 3,
FLFTUIIAS FERT LLIE 2 94%, AN JE 28 R 40 2 8000 B N = 4R 4E 1 ZER AN PR

53 SRECEMREIIE

AR JE T BRI (W BOR K AR I 2400 B AR A R AT Bk
A i B 2 806 B B BOR i N 2 B e B AR5 R R B R s> 2 8
PR, CONRERIERE. SA0HE BTECK NP A ) 33K T8 R R i 552
K, JFHER T R AT WA LSS IR B S B AT SR E . XT3
e BRI S B RUR, AN R BR MBS HHL R A R IR W 7
AT A . AR R ST R (Brute-force) FVEMENEEHE, RIYESE0UEIBIH 5
N ANSEAT R R R EIPRIUINE AR, A0 MR ERE
VERPEI BUR R ASEHAT SR E, WS HE RS P RexT L& R in 2 5.2
Z

*52 ARBERERATEGEN
Table 5.2 Comparison of Different Search Strategies

YRR R SRR FAMIGIFEUSD) MREEEE HBEANTH6) BEXFERAGE
B B R R R 3.42 32.1

BERT-Base e 202 11.6% 550 4.8x
ResNet50 Bﬁﬁﬁgig?&% 1:2(9) 14.6% 2269;); . 9.1x
MobileNet "1 gi‘g;ﬁﬁ% gig 2.7% 98;_1 ¢ 11.4x
SqueezeNet Pt gi‘g;ﬁ%ﬁ 8:(1)(9);1 6.1% 421411;(9) 2.0x

LT 2R, W BR KA RFIEZ DR REE R T 1.4 15,

62



et N U e AT 5 FE SRS

X R A R 2 O R 0 PN AL B BOR SEDLAY AR BAIR 1 48 2
AR Y AR R BRI R R . 5350, N T IIE M B BUY R BRI R 45 R A 23,
AN SO HE AR A5 B B IR 5 B 0 R BA AR B S AR AR I SROT B i 22 57
R L2 REE RIIVERERLIRTLE decay (15E LI B-1] Fis.

Cos tTwo—Stage

decay = ( —1) x 100% (5-1)

Cost Brute-force

IR 5.2017R, PR BUS & U R EIREI NI ZR 73R B R 45 B RE I =B 2
FE AN 11.6%. 14.6% 2.7% F1 6.1%. f&BIFRTBS K NI RE S, S E R
AL FH 5 2% 45 P RE PR A0 B B4 2R R B 25 3.

54 K-REDUCEB{E#E\L{L e IE

N T Bk K-REDUCE 85 U BRI, AR H 5 LambdaML H111] AllRe-
duce F1 ScatterReduce G AT L& BIXT EEAN 0 #7045 i 21 it R I 2R ) . I
SRITAE LA SIS R = AN 7 THT - AT SEEGSR A AWS 3 I8 {5 3 18 1K) A58 47 il
MRk%5, FERMMIBUE KA R EE AWM A BT S B E, N L R %
PERIS L B 45 R 2k 53R .

x53 AEBEGEATHSHELESR

Table 5.3 Parameter Configuration of Different Communication Patterns

e Pl T 0 = 47, K-REDUCE ScatterReduce AllReduce ADNN
ARs) KPR N M B K B N M B N M B N M B
BERT-Base 2500 640 10 10240 32 4 84 15 10240 32 No Fit 10 10240 32
ResNet50 8000 1024 7 1536 128 4 170 8 1664 128 2 3328 512
MobileNet 4000 512 301920 128 1 192 4 2048 128 4 1920 128 2 2304 256
SqueezeNet 3000 384 2 768 128 1 201 2 1792 128 3 640 128 2 768 192

5.4.1 NS E FINEZE 54 BE X EE

N T IAIE K-REDUCE 315 #5 2QZE A A6 U R TR RN T4 LR B, FRATT A
PN 7 T REAT 6 LE RN 3BT — 5T, XS RIS A5 =R Ak 1n) R X B-3 10 R ik
TX L, 35 K-REDUCE (K-Opt). AllReduce (All-Opt) Al ScatterReduce (Scatter-
Opt) = AMEEMHEN. ZHEMMNE T HISHACE R BIFon. H—J7H, 1M
A B IR EC BN b =A@ E R I gtk ge . B, RA K-REDUCE #{E 155
XL AR S5 E W R BN AR LA M AN Rt/ B 7 AllReduce (All-CP)
M1 ScatterReduce (Scatter-CP) JEAEHEAX NI RIIZR, 1ENXTIEZ (counterpart)
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Figure 5.4 Comparison on End-to-End Training Time and Monetary Cost of BERT
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Figure 5.5 Comparison on End-to-End Training Time and Monetary Cost of ResNet50

54.1.1 AFEEEE ALV T R PEREX H

EBAITIR M T HAR A B 3-31),  DATESA 52 ¥ 5 K VI 2RI 1] 29 R e K 4
IR KANART, /AMEINZRRIJT A TE 3. AR L iZ A 4E 18~ K-REDUCE i
fEHN 5 ScatterReduce 1 AllReduce JEE RN PERERIN. DU 1 ERAEARAL 7]
AU R BE L0 R L & S e B a3k 5.3~ . X F K-REDUCE {5, HES
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Figure 5.6 Comparison on End-to-End Training Time and Monetary Cost of MobileNet
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Figure 5.7 Comparison on End-to-End Training Time and Monetary Cost of SqueezeNet

B E K-Opt B P BOA & I R FIEWI €. X T ScatterReduce 1 AllReduce i
B, HEINSEBECE Scatter-Opt 1 All-Opt 18I 8 ) REFEME . KL, SLbr
FEAE HH FasDL HE22 T K-REDUCE 3@ {5830 £ RE 5 AllReduce Al ScatterReduce i
AR e fE . o, XIF BERT-Base #F1 ResNet50 #2783 A LA ZEHC
B REWSAEAS BN R ]2 R, @i AllReduce i@E M 5 il 2. IX & B %7 F
IR G R, EREN BAUEE D TETAEARE T RS TR
EEAS I R AE . I, ME— ISR AT RN T oA SN SR 1 BRI 2T o

mE 4. EES BB i BT A, T8 2 IZR R 20 54 Rk kR
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LIH %4 T, K-REDUCE &AL E K-Opr fEVIZ5IT48 E35R T ScatterReduce (1)
AL E Scatter-Opt 1 AllReduce W MLACE All-Opt. 5 ScatterReduce #1515 0 AH
kb, K-REDUCE 7£ BERT-Base. ResNet50. MobileNet fll SqueezeNet JYAMEAL |4y
BB T 39.0% 26.7%- 25.8% #153.2% W4, 5 AllReduce B{EHEzUAHLE,
K-REDUCE £ MobileNet ! SqueezeNet - MEAY_F 73 HilFEAK T 25.8% 1 17.6% KV
2T

K-REDUCE {5 1% 2 i 16 e f L A & (1) 3R 671 s DA E 14, IRl id
ANEJEE B R AR A A AT I (HAP) HE— 5 I I ZRid FE, M 78 B4k
AT TG RIRCR . R EIFR, EMFEIFIUIZE EZ KT, K-REDUCE @ {515
A FEVRAC B AH EE ScatterReduce A1 AllReduce /5 #5204 T /DR RYE Can TAE
T EREE WO RE N AARCE M) . Bk, K-REDUCE i85 #5208 Z b 7 HE
N GR T8 T %
5.4.1.2  AN[FEAE LR [ E BEEAC BT I REXT EL

AFi3E— 2 %f th K-REDUCE @15 #5205 ScatterReduce Fl AllReduce i85 #x07E
FHE 2 PR B T R RE R I, LAEE K-REDUCE 38 5 45 278 Y11 250 B a0 1 50T
RS AR . AL E T 5 K-Opr TAEYT SEE W, WA M ALK
/IN B AR ASXT B ZH (counterpart) All-CP F Scatter-CP, 351> AllReduce #1
ScatterReduce BE B XTIT RIS, WK B4, KWE.S KB MEETFw, x4
WAL, K-Opr 7855 2 I 2RI R A 250 85 8T All-CP F1 Scatter-CP. -
%I %, K-REDUCE L ScatterReduce 7E I ZRiT 0] E3EF T 2 16.8%, EUIZRIT4Y
EHRTF T 9 28.3%. 1AL AllReduce, K-REDUCE {5 #5 s ZE Yl Zhist 8] _E3RTE T4
33.6%, TEINZITH EFET T4 31.4%.

EAH R BT AL E T, K-REDUCE 845 B A0d i /5 7 T () A0 Ak ARG T i 281 2 (1)
RISt [A]. —7J7TH, K-REDUCE @5 18 20AE 45 5E I TAR T R8s Pk d% 7 IR R
AR K, Mis/ME T @SR E. 55— 4T, K-REDUCE FIH TIERA T A
EREM BRI 2N CPU %R T8N GEHRE IR, Mk — D s iR i
WZRIEE . BT Lambda BREURITH 5 R IS AT IN R SR BE, - DR Gt 2 v 21 i 1 2
B TR 98k2b, Lambda BT A TH S BBE 2 g2 . BbAh, FHEET ScatterReduce 18151
FIRFTA W ATAEY 52 5#ME4S, K-REDUCE @M AR T EOHENREE
T, TS 7RG B REE TR AR BT AWS S3 XTSI SR PR T
ERIEE, Bk K-REDUCE {3 0l —2eb 7@ Em B it 2. 28 Boy
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