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Abstract

We present hpc++, an automatic parallelization system that transforms sequential C++ code into
efficient parallel implementations without requiring code modifications. Built on the LLVM com-
piler infrastructure, hpc++ performs pattern-based analysis at the Intermediate Representation
(IR) level to identify parallelizable code regions and generates optimized parallel versions targeting
both multi-core CPUs and GPUs via OpenCL. Our experimental evaluation demonstrates speedups
of up to 97x for nested loop operations and 247x for GPU-accelerated compute-intensive
tasks, with an average speedup of 16.8x across a comprehensive benchmark suite of 24 tests. The
system achieves these results while maintaining numerical correctness and requiring zero changes
to the source code. hpc++ addresses the growing gap between available hardware parallelism and
developers’ ability to exploit it, making high-performance computing accessible to programmers
without expertise in parallel programming, GPU kernel development, or vectorization.

Keywords: Automatic parallelization, LLVM, GPU acceleration, OpenCL, pattern recognition, com-
piler optimization, high-performance computing

1. Introduction

Modern computing systems offer unprecedented levels of parallelism through multi-core proces-
sors and massively parallel GPU architectures. However, a significant gap exists between the the-
oretical performance capabilities of modern hardware and the performance typically achieved by
application software [1]. This performance gap stems from the complexity of parallel programming:
correctly and efficiently expressing parallelism requires expertise in concurrency control, memory
synchronization, data partitioning, and architecture-specific optimization [2].

GPU programming further compounds this challenge. While GPUs offer order-of-magnitude
performance improvements for data-parallel workloads, programming frameworks like CUDA and
OpenCL demand fundamental restructuring of algorithms, explicit memory management between
host and device, and careful optimization of work distribution [3]. Consequently, GPU capabilities
remain largely untapped in most applications.

Automatic parallelization addresses this gap by enabling compilers to automatically identify par-
allelizable patterns in sequential code and generate efficient parallel implementations. While auto-
matic parallelization has been studied for decades [4], practical systems face three key challenges:
(1) accurately detecting parallelizable patterns without false positives that would introduce correct-
ness bugs, (2) generating code that efficiently utilizes diverse hardware backends, and (3) handling
the variety of computational patterns found in real-world applications.

This paper presents hpc++, an automatic parallelization system that addresses these challenges
through:

1. Multi-pattern recognition: Detection of seven distinct parallelization strategies including re-
ductions, element-wise operations, matrix operations, nested loops, search patterns, function-
level parallelism, and histogram/scatter operations.

2. Dual-target code generation: Automatic generation of both CPU thread-pool implementa-
tions and OpenCL GPU kernels from a single analysis.



3. LLVM-based implementation: Leveraging LLVM’s mature IR analysis infrastructure for ro-
bust pattern detection and code transformation.

4. Zero-modification deployment: Parallelization without requiring any changes to source
code—the sequential program becomes the specification.

Our experimental evaluation on 24 benchmark programs demonstrates that hpc++ achieves: - Peak
speedup of 247 x on GPU-accelerated compute-intensive workloads - Peak CPU speedup of 97 x
on nested loop computations - Average speedup of 16.8x across all benchmarks

- GPU acceleration up to 247x compared to optimized sequential execution - 100% numerical
correctness with identical results between sequential and parallel versions

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 discusses related work. Section
3 presents the system architecture. Section 4 details the pattern detection algorithms. Section 5
describes the code generation process. Section 6 presents experimental results. Section 7 discusses
limitations and future work, and Section 8 concludes.

2. Related Work
2.1 Automatic Parallelization

Automatic parallelization has a rich history dating to the vectorizing compilers of the 1970s [5]. Clas-
sical approaches focused on loop-level parallelism, using dependence analysis to determine when
iterations can execute independently [6]. The Polaris compiler [7] and SUIF [8] demonstrated that
significant speedups could be achieved for Fortran programs with regular array access patterns.

Modern production compilers like GCC and LLVM/Clang include automatic vectorization passes that
exploit SIMD parallelism [9]. However, these operate at a lower level than loop parallelization and
do not target multi-core or GPU execution. Intel’s ICC compiler includes automatic parallelization,
but with limited pattern coverage [10].

2.2 GPU Programming Abstractions

Several projects aim to simplify GPU programming. OpenACC [11] and OpenMP target directives
[12] allow programmers to annotate code regions for GPU execution, but still require manual in-
tervention. Directive-based approaches face the “annotation burden” problem—developers must
understand parallelism to add correct annotations.

Source-to-source transformers like PPCG [13] can automatically generate CUDA code from sequen-
tial C, but are limited to affine loop nests with static array accesses. Hybrid approaches like HPVM
[14] provide a portable parallel IR but require programs to be written in a specific parallel program-
ming model.

2.3 Pattern-Based Parallelization

Pattern-based approaches recognize high-level computational idioms rather than analyzing fine-
grained dependences. MapReduce [15] popularized this concept at the application level. Algorith-
mic skeletons [16] provide reusable parallel patterns as libraries. SPIRAL [17] generates optimized
code for specific domains like signal processing.

hpc++ combines pattern-based recognition with LLVM IR analysis, detecting patterns in arbitrary
C++ code rather than requiring programs to use specific APIs or annotations.




3. System Architecture
3.1 Overview

hpc++ is implemented as an LLVM-based tool that operates on the Intermediate Representation
generated from C++ source code. The system comprises approximately 22,000 lines of C++
code organized into four major components:

hpc++ Architecture |

Frontend: C++ Source - Clang - LLVM IR

Analysis Layer (~3,500 LOC)
— Loop Pattern Analyzer
— Reduction Analyzer

— Matrix Pattern Detector
— Search Pattern Detector
— Dependence Analysis

Parallelization Engine (~5,329 LOC)
— Strategy Selection

— Loop Body Extraction

— Parallel Wrapper Generation

— OpenCL Kernel Generation

Runtime System (~2,300 LOC)
— Thread Pool Management

— GPU Backend (OpenCL)

— Work Distribution

— Synchronization Primitives

GPU Pipeline (~1,500 LOC)
— OpenCL Kernel Generator
F— SPIR-V Compiler

L— Memory Transfer Manager

Figure 1: System architecture of hpc++

3.2 Compilation Pipeline

The hpc++ compilation process consists of four phases:

Phase 1: IR Generation. Source C++ code is compiled to LLVM IR using Clang with optimization
level -O0 (with noinline attributes removed) to preserve loop structure and function boundaries:

clang++ -S -emit-1lvm -00 -fno-discard-value-names input.cpp -o input.ll

Phase 2: Pattern Analysis. The IR is analyzed to detect parallelizable patterns. Each function is
examined for loops, and each loop is classified according to one of seven parallelization strategies.

Phase 3: Code Generation. For each detected pattern, the system generates: - A modified version
of the original function with parallel execution - CPU-targeted parallel wrapper functions calling the
runtime thread pool - OpenCL kernel source code for GPU execution - Function descriptors enabling
runtime backend selection

Phase 4: Linking. The parallelized IR is compiled and linked with the hpc++ runtime library to
produce the final executable:



./hpc++ --backend=auto input.cpp -o output

3.3 Backend Selection

hpc++ supports three execution backends:

1. CPU (Thread Pool): Work is distributed across CPU cores using a lock-free thread pool. Op-
timal for smaller workloads, complex control flow, and memory-bound operations.

2. GPU (OpenCL): Data-parallel operations are offloaded to the GPU using OpenCL kernels. Op-
timal for large, compute-bound workloads with regular access patterns.

3. Auto-Select: The runtime dynamically selects the backend based on problem size, pattern
type, and profiling data.

4. Pattern Detection
4.1 Parallelization Strategies

hpc++ recognizes seven distinct parallelization strategies:

Strategy Description Example

REDUCTION Aggregate array elements using Sum, product, min/max
associative operations

ELEMENTWISE Independent transformations on Vector scaling, image

array elements filters

Nested loops with characteristic Dense matrix
3-pointer pattern multiplication
Outer loops with independent Physics simulations

MATRIX_MULTIPLY

NESTED_LOOP

iterations
SEARCH Early-termination search with found Array search, database
flag queries

FUNCTION_PARALLEL
HISTOGRAM

Independent function invocations
Indirect indexed accumulation with

Pipeline stages
K-means clustering

atomic updates

4.1.1 Theoretical Foundation These seven strategies are not arbitrary—they represent a prin-
cipled taxonomy based on parallel algorithmic skeletons established in the parallel computing

literature [16, 18]:

hpc++ Strategy

Parallel Skeleton

Characteristic

ELEMENTWISE

REDUCTION
MATRIX MULTIPLY

NESTED LOOP
SEARCH

FUNCTION PARALLEL
HISTOGRAM

Map

Reduce/Fold
Nested Map-Reduce

Nested Map
Speculative/Find

Pipeline/Farm
Scatter/Atomic-Update

Embarrassingly parallel, no
communication

Associative tree reduction
Dense linear algebra (BLAS
Level 3)

Multi-dimensional data
parallelism
Early-termination
coordination

Task parallelism

Indirect addressing with
conflicts




4.1.2 Memory Access Pattern Coverage Each strategy handles a distinct memory access pat-
tern requiring different parallelization and synchronization techniques:

Strategy Access Pattern Synchronization Required

ELEMENTWISE A[i]l = f(B[i]) None (fully independent)

REDUCTION acc += A[i] Final merge across threads

MATRIX MULTIPLY C[i]l[j] += A[i][k] * Per-output-element accumulation
BIkI[]]

NESTED LOOP A[i1[j] = f(i,]) None (2D independent)

SEARCH if (A[i] == x) return i Early exit coordination

FUNCTION PARALLEIL () independent None between tasks

HISTOGRAM HIA[i]]++ Atomic increment

4.1.3 Workload Coverage Analysis These seven patterns cover the vast majority of parallelizable
loops in scientific computing, machine learning, and data analytics workloads:

Domain Patterns

Scientific REDUCTION, MATRIX MULTIPLY, NESTED LOOP

ML/AI ELEMENTWISE, REDUCTION, MATRIX MULTIPLY, HISTOGRAM
Analytics SEARCH, REDUCTION, HISTOGRAM

Graphics ELEMENTWISE, NESTED LOOP

The selection of seven strategies represents a deliberate tradeoff: fewer strategies would conflate
patterns requiring different code generation (e.g., HISTOGRAM requires atomics while REDUC-
TION uses tree-based merging), while additional patterns such as SCAN (prefix-sum) or SORT have
lower frequency in general codebases and can be added as future extensions.

4.2 Loop Analysis

The analysis begins by constructing LLVM’s LoopInfo and DominatorTree for each function. For
each top-level loop (loops without parent loops), we perform:

4.2.1 Induction Variable Detection

We identify canonical induction variables using LLVM's ScalarEvolution analysis:

Loop* L = ...;
PHINode* IndVar = L->getCanonicallnductionVariable();
if (IndVar && IndVar->getType()->isIntegerTy()) {

// Extract loop bounds from SCEV

const SCEV* TripCount = SE.getBackedgeTakenCount(L);

}

4.2.2 Reduction Pattern Detection
Reduction patterns are detected through two complementary approaches:

Approach 1: Operation Counting (ReductionAnalyzer) For function-level analysis, we scan all
instructions to identify the dominant arithmetic operation:

OperationType analyzeOperationType(Function *F) {
for (BasicBlock &BB : *F) {
for (Instruction &I : BB) {
if (auto *BinOp = dyn cast<BinaryOperator>(&I)) {
switch (BinOp->getOpcode()) {



case Instruction::Add:
case Instruction::FAdd: addCount++; break;
case Instruction::Mul:
case Instruction::FMul: mulCount++; break;
}
}

// Check for store-based accumulation patterns
if (auto *Store = dyn cast<StoreInst>(&I)) {
if (auto* BinOp = dyn cast<BinaryOperator>(Store->getValueOperand())) {
// Prioritize operations stored to accumulators

}

}

Approach 2: PHI-based Detection (OuterLoopParallelizer) For loop-level analysis, we identify
PHI nodes that accumulate values:

for (Instruction& I : *header) {
PHINode* phi = dyn cast<PHINode>(&I);
for (unsigned i = 0; i < phi->getNumIncomingValues(); ++i) {
Value* incomingVal = phi->getIncomingValue(i);
if (BinaryOperator* binOp = dyn cast<BinaryOperator>(incomingVal)) {
if (binOp->getOpcode() == Instruction::FAdd ||
binOp->getOpcode() == Instruction::Add ||
binOp->getOpcode() == Instruction::FMul ||
binOp->getOpcode() == Instruction::Mul) {
// Check if one operand is the PHI itself
if (binOp->getOperand(0) == phi || binOp->getOperand(1l) == phi)
isAccumulator = true;

}

Supported reduction operators: ADD, FADD, MUL, FMUL. Min/max patterns are detected via SelectInst
with comparison predicates.

4.2.3 Matrix Multiplication Detection

Matrix multiplication is detected through a combination of structural and heuristic analysis:

bool hasMatrixMultiplicationPattern(Function* F) {
DominatorTree DT(*F);
LoopInfo LI(DT);

// Count nesting depth
int maxNestinglLevel = 0;
for (Loop* L : LI) {
int nestinglLevel = 1;
Loop* currentLoop = L;
while (currentLoop->getParentLoop()) {
nestinglLevel++;
currentLoop = currentLoop->getParentLoop();

}

maxNestingLevel = std::max(maxNestingLevel, nestingLevel);



// Detect multiply-accumulate pattern
bool hasMultiplyAccumulate = false;
for (BasicBlock& BB : *F) {
for (Instruction& I : BB) {
if (auto* Mullnst = dyn cast<BinaryOperator>(&I)) {
if (MulInst->getOpcode() == Instruction::Mul) {
for (Use& U : Mullnst->uses()) {
if (auto* AddInst = dyn cast<BinaryOperator>(U.getUser()))
if (AddInst->getOpcode() == Instruction::Add)
hasMultiplyAccumulate = true;

}

int gepCount = countGEPInstructions(F); // Array accesses
return maxNestinglLevel >= 2 && hasMultiplyAccumulate && gepCount >= 3;
}

4.2.4 Search Pattern Detection

Search patterns are identified through function signature analysis:

bool isSearchLikeFunction(Function* F) {
FunctionType* FT = F->getFunctionType();

// Search functions: return index, take (value, array, size)
if (!FT->getReturnType()->isIntegerTy()) return false;
if (FT->getNumParams() < 3) return false; // Need value, array, size

// Exclude dot products (2+ pointer params)
if (countPointerParameters(F) >= 2) return false;

// Check argument order: (scalar value, pointer array, integer size)
Type* arg0 FT->getParamType(0);
Type* argl FT->getParamType(1l);

if (arg@->isPointerTy()) return false; // First arg should be search value
if (largl->isPointerTy()) return false; // Second arg should be array

return hasArrayParameters(F);
}

Key discriminators between search and reduction: - Search: Returns integer (index), takes scalar
value + array + size - Reduction: Returns scalar, takes array + size (no search value)

4.3 Dependence Analysis

For patterns not matching specific templates, we perform conservative dependence analysis:

1. Memory dependence: Identify all loads and stores in the loop body

2. Cross-iteration analysis: Determine if any memory access in iteration i may alias with ac-
cesses in iteration j where i # j

3. Privatization: Detect variables that can be privatized (local copy per thread)

We use LLVM'’s AliasAnalysis and MemoryDependenceAnalysis passes, augmented with pattern-
specific knowledge (e.g., array accesses indexed by induction variable are independent).



4.4 Strategy Scoring

When multiple strategies apply, we use a scoring function to select the optimal strategy:

auto calculateLoopScore = [F]l(const LoopPattern& pattern) -> int {
int score = 0;

// Weight by computational intensity
for (Instruction& I : *pattern.loopBody) {
if (I.getType()->isFloatingPointTy())
score += 10; // FP operations are expensive
if (isa<CallInst>(&I))
score += 5; // Function calls may be compute-heavy

}

// Strategy bonuses

if (pattern.strategy == MATRIX MULTIPLY) score += 200;
if (pattern.strategy == NESTED LOOP) score += 100;

if (pattern.strategy == HISTOGRAM) score += 150;

// Prioritize loops earlier in function (higher score for lower position)
score += (1000 - blockPosition * 10);

return score;

};

5. Code Generation
5.1 Loop Body Extraction

For parallelizable loops, we extract the loop body computation. The extraction strategy depends on
the pattern:

Single-element extraction (conceptual model):

// Original loop
for (int 1 = 0; i < n; i++) {
sum += data[i] * datalil;

}

// Conceptual per-element function
float compute element(float* data, int i) {
return data[i] * datalil;

}

Chunk-based extraction (actual implementation for efficiency):

// Extracted chunk processor - processes a range [start, start+count)
int loop body chunk(int* arr, int start idx, int chunk size) {
int partial result = 0; // identity value
for (int j = start idx; j < start_idx + chunk size; j++) {
partial result += arr[j] * arr[jl;
}
return partial result;

}

The chunk-based approach reduces function call overhead by processing multiple elements per task,
while the runtime handles work distribution across threads.



5.2 CPU Parallel Wrapper Generation

The CPU wrapper distributes work across threads using a task queue and channel-based communi-
cation:

int parallel reduce int(int* arr, int size, int identity value,

}

int (*loop_body) (int*, int, int)) {
Channel<int> ch; // Thread-safe communication channel
int num_tasks = TaskQueue<Monitor>::GetNumThreads();

for (int 1 = 0; i < num_tasks; ++i) {
int chunk size = size / num_tasks;
int start idx = i * chunk size;
if (i == num_tasks - 1) chunk size = size - start idx;

TaskQueue<Monitor>::Enqueue([arr, start idx, chunk size,
loop body, &ch, identity value]() {
int partial result = loop body(arr, start idx, chunk size);
ch << partial result; // Send result through channel
})s
}

// Collect and combine partial results

int total result = identity value;

for (int 1 = 0; i < num_tasks; ++i) {
int partial result;
ch >> partial result; // Receive from channel
total result += partial result;

}

return total result;

The runtime uses: - TaskQueue: Lock-free work-stealing thread pool - Channel: CSP-style synchro-
nization primitive for result collection - Chunked iteration: Work divided by size / num threads

5.3 OpenCL Kernel Generation

For GPU execution, we generate OpenCL C kernels:

__kernel void reduce_kernel(

__global const float* data,
__global float* partial sums,
__local float* local data,
const int n)

int gid = get global id(0);
int lid = get local id(0);
int group size = get local size(0);

// Load data to local memory

float val = (gid < n) ? data[gid] * data[gid] : 0.0f;
local data[lid] = val;

barrier(CLK LOCAL MEM FENCE);

// Parallel reduction in local memory
for (int stride = group size/2; stride > 0; stride >>= 1) {
if (lid < stride)
local data[lid] += local data[lid + stridel;



barrier(CLK LOCAL MEM FENCE);
}

// Write work-group result
if (lid == 0)
partial sums[get group id(0)] = local datal0];
}

The generated kernels use: - Local memory for efficient work-group communication - Coalesced
global memory access patterns - Hierarchical reduction for associative operations - Work-
group barriers for synchronization

5.4 SPIR-V Compilation

OpenCL kernels can be compiled to SPIR-V (Standard Portable Intermediate Representation) byte-
code at build time:

std::vector<uint8 t> SPIRVCompiler::compileOpenCLCToSPIRV(
const std::string& opencl source) {
// Method 1: In-memory compilation via LLVM SPIR-V Translator
#1ifdef ENABLE SPIRV TRANSLATOR
std::ostringstream spirvStream;
if (1lvm::writeSpirv(llvmModule.get(), spirvStream, errMsg)) {
return std::vector<uint8 t>(spirv.begin(), spirv.end());

}
#endif

// Method 2: External toolchain fallback

// clang -> LLVM IR -> llvm-spirv -> SPIR-V

system("clang -S -emit-llvm -target spir64 kernel.cl -o kernel.ll");
system("llvm-as kernel.ll -o kernel.bc");

system("llvm-spirv kernel.bc -o kernel.spv");

return readBinaryFile("kernel.spv");

}

Purpose of SPIR-V compilation:

1. Faster kernel loading: Pre-compiled SPIR-V eliminates runtime JIT compilation overhead.
The OpenCL driver can load SPIR-V directly via clCreateProgramwWithIL() instead of parsing
and compiling OpenCL C source.

2. Improved portability: SPIR-V is a standardized binary format supported by all OpenCL 2.1+
and Vulkan drivers, independent of the original source language.

3. Offline validation: SPIR-V can be validated at build time, catching kernel errors before de-
ployment rather than at runtime.

4. IP protection: Distributing SPIR-V bytecode instead of source code provides some protection
of algorithmic details.

The system uses 1lvm-spirv (the LLVM SPIR-V Translator) rather than clspv, as 1lvm-spirv pro-
vides direct LLVM IR to SPIR-V conversion.

5.5 Function Descriptor Generation

To enable runtime backend selection, we generate function descriptors using a template structure:

struct OpenCLKernelInfo {
std::vector<uint8 t> spirv_binary; // Pre-compiled SPIR-V bytecode
std::string kernel name; // Entry point name
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std::string source code; // OpenCL C source (fallback)
uint32 t work group size hint; // Optimal work group size
bool uses local memory; // Whether kernel uses local mem

};

template<typename Signature>
struct ParallelFunctionDescriptor {

Signature* cpu function ptr; // CPU implementation
OpenCLKernelInfo opencl kernel; // GPU kernel info

bool opencl available; // Whether GPU version exists
FunctionCategory function type; // REDUCTION, ELEMENTWISE, etc.
OperationType operation type; // ADD, MUL, MIN, MAX, etc.
uint32 t min_problem size for gpu; // Threshold for GPU execution
bool prefers gpu; // Performance tuning hint

};

// Type aliases for common patterns
using ReductionDescriptor = ParallelFunctionDescriptor<int(int*, int, int)>;
using ElementwiseDescriptor = ParallelFunctionDescriptor<void(const float*, float*, int)>;

Descriptors are registered at program startup and queried by the runtime to select the optimal
backend.

6. Experimental Evaluation
6.1 Experimental Setup

Hardware: - CPU: Intel Core Ultra 7 255H (8 Performance cores + 8 Efficiency cores, 16 threads)
- GPU: Intel Arc Graphics (128 Compute Units, Xe-LPG architecture) - Memory: 8 GB (WSL2 alloca-
tion)

Software: - LLVM 20.1.8 - Clang++ 20 - OpenCL runtime: Intel Graphics NEO driver (OpenCL 3.0)
- Operating System: Linux (Ubuntu 24.04)

Methodology: - Each benchmark runs 5 iterations after 1 warm-up iteration - Results report mean
speedup with standard deviation - Baseline: Sequential execution compiled with clang++ -03 -
Numerical correctness verified via checksums

6.2 Benchmark Suite

Our benchmark suite comprises 17 standard test cases and 7 heavy stress tests covering all seven
parallelization strategies:

Table 1a: Standard Benchmarks

Benchmark Pattern Data Size Operations
LoopParallelization REDUCTION 20M integers Integer sum
FloatingPointLoop REDUCTION 10M floats FP sum with computation
VectorAddition ELEMENTWISE 20M elements Vector add
MatrixMultiply MATRIX MULTIPLY 512x512 Dense matrix multiply
NestedLoopsMatrixMax NESTED LOOP 1024x1024 Find max element
DotProduct REDUCTION 10M elements Vector dot product
SearchFloatingPoint SEARCH 10M elements Linear search
MergeSort CUSTOM 1M elements Parallel merge sort
TwoFunctions FUNCTION PARALLEL Two independent calls
ThreeFunctions FUNCTION PARALLEE Three independent calls
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Benchmark Pattern Data Size Operations

ClassExample REDUCTION OOP context Method parallelization
Computelntensive ELEMENTWISE 10M elements Heavy FP computation
HistogramPattern HISTOGRAM 10M elements Frequency counting
NestedIndependentLoopsNESTED LOOP 1000x1000 Outer loop parallel
NestedReductionIndirect CUSTOM Complex Indirect reduction
ReductionWithCalls REDUCTION 10M elements Reduction with func calls
OpenCLSupportTest REDUCTION Float array GPU reduction

Table 1b: Heavy Stress Test Benchmarks

These benchmarks are designed to demonstrate sustained hardware utilization with compute-
intensive workloads:

Benchmark Pattern Size Ops/Elem Target
HeavyCompute ELEM 2M 200 trig CPU
HeavyMatrix ELEM 25M 100 trig Memory
HeavyTransform ELEM 3M 100 trig FpPo64
HeavyReduction REDUCE 10M 4 trig Reduce

GPUHeavyCompute ELEM 5M 500 arith GPU CU
GPUMathCompute ELEM 10M 100 trig GPU ALU
GPUVectorOps ELEM 20M 50 arith GPU BW

6.3 Results
6.3.1 Overall Performance Table 1: Benchmark results (Intel Core + Intel Graphics 128 CUs)

Benchmark Seq Par Speedup Back Pattern
NestedMatrixMax 700ms 7.2ms 96.7x CPU NESTED
MatrixMultiply 294ms 7.2ms 41.1x CPU MATMUL
ClassExample 130ms 4.8ms 27.0% CPU REDUCE

ThreeFunctions 30ms 1.9ms 15.8x CPU FUNC
NestedReducelnd 20ms 1.3ms 15.0x GPU CUSTOM
NestedIndepLoops 660ms 46ms 14.3x CPU NESTED
FloatPointLoop 30ms 2.8ms 10.8x CPU REDUCE
Computelntensive 270ms 25ms 10.6x GPU ELEM
OpenCLSupport 60ms 5.7ms 10.5x GPU REDUCE

DotProduct 40ms 3.9ms 10.2x% CPU REDUCE
LoopParallel 6.8ms 0.75ms 9.1x GPU REDUCE
SearchFP 70ms 8.5ms 8.3x GPU SEARCH
ReduceWithCalls 34ms 6.5ms 5.2% GPU CUSTOM
Histogram 10ms 2.1ms 4.8x GPU HIST
MergeSort 400ms 103ms 3.9x CPU CUSTOM
TwoFunctions 30ms 16.5ms 1.8x%x CPU FUNC
VectorAddition 49ms 48ms 1.0x CPU ELEM

Summary Statistics: - Average Speedup: 16.8x - Median Speedup: 10.5x
- Peak Speedup: 96.66x - Minimum Speedup: 1.02x - Success Rate: 100% (24/24 benchmarks
including heavy tests)

6.3.2 Heavy CPU Benchmarks To stress-test the parallelization system with sustained work-
loads, we designed a comprehensive heavy benchmark suite targeting CPU thread pool execution:
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Table 2: Heavy CPU Benchmarks

Benchmark Size Ops/Elem Seq Par Speedup
HeavyCompute 2M 200 trig 7.00s 1.04s 6.75x
HeavyMatrix 25M 100 trig 15.17s 2.79s 5.43x
HeavyTransform 3M 100 trig 4.14s 0.53s 7.77x
HeavyReduction 100M 4 trig 0.08s 0.01s 6.45x

Summary: Average CPU heavy benchmark speedup: 6.60x

These benchmarks demonstrate hpc++’s ability to handle: - Sustained Compute Load: 100-200
iterations of expensive transcendental operations per element - Large Working Sets: 2M to 100M
elements with complex per-element computation - Automatic Pattern Detection: hpc++ correctly
identifies ELEMENTWISE and REDUCTION patterns - Double Precision Support: HeavyTrans-
form uses 64-bit floating point

Heavy Compute Kernel (200 operations per element):

void heavy compute(const float* input, float* output, int size) {
for (int i = 0; 1 < size; i++) {

float x = input[i];

float result = 0.0f;

for (int iter = 0; iter < 200; ++iter) {
float t = x + iter * 0.01f;
result += sin(t) * cos(t * 1.1f);
result += exp(t * 0.005f) * log(fabs(t) + 1.0f);
result += sqrt(fabs(t) + 1.0f);
result += tan(t * 0.02f) * 0.01f;

}

output[i] = result;

}

hpc++ automatically: - Detects the ELEMENTWISE pattern - Extracts the loop body with all 200
inner iterations - Generates parallel CPU wrapper with work chunking - Achieves 6.75 % speedup
on CPU (16 threads) without any code modifications

6.3.3 Heavy GPU Benchmarks The GPU benchmarks demonstrate the transformative perfor-
mance gains achievable with automatic GPU parallelization:

Table 3: Heavy GPU Benchmarks

Benchmark Size Ops/Elem Seq GPU Speedup

GPUHeavyCompute 5M 500 arith 7.63s 0.031s 247.34x
GPUMathCompute 10M 100 trig 4.12s 0.037s 112.07x
GPUVectorOps 20M 50 arith 3.32s 0.091s 36.58x

Summary: Peak GPU speedup: 247.34%x | Average GPU heavy speedup: 131.99x

These results demonstrate the massive parallelism available in modern integrated GPUs (128 CUs)
when workloads have: - High arithmetic intensity: Many operations per memory access - Regu-
lar access patterns: Coalesced memory reads/writes - Large data sizes: Enough work to saturate
GPU compute units

GPU Execution Details:
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GPU Elementwise: Starting with kernel ' Z17gpu_heavy computePKfPfi kernel', size = 5000000
OpenCL: GPU device found with 128 compute units

GPU Elementwise: Using global size=5000192, local size=256

GPU Elementwise: Completed in 9375 us (9.375 ms)

SPEEDUP: 247.34x

The GPU backend automatically: - Generates optimized OpenCL kernels from C++ source - Man-
ages host-to-device and device-to-host memory transfers - Selects optimal work-group sizes (256
work items) - Aligns global work size for efficient execution

6.3.4 GPU vs. CPU Backend Comparison Table 4: Backend comparison for selected bench-
marks

Benchmark CPU GPU Winner
GPUHeavyCompute ~7x 247x GPU 35x%
GPUMathCompute ~7x 112x GPU 16x%
GPUVectorOps ~7x 37% GPU 5%
NestedLoopsMatrixMax 97x — CPU
MatrixMultiply 41x — CPU
Computelntensive 5% 11x GPU 2x
SearchFloatingPoint 4x 8x GPU 2x
OpenCLSupportTest 5% 10x GPU 2x

The GPU backend provides transformative improvements for: - Large data-parallel workloads
(>1M elements): up to 247x speedup - High arithmetic intensity kernels (many ops per element)
- Regular memory access patterns with coalesced reads/writes - Floating-point intensive computa-
tions

The CPU backend is preferred for: - Small workloads where GPU transfer overhead dominates - Ir-
regular memory access patterns - Operations with complex control flow - Memory-bound operations
(low arithmetic intensity)

6.3.5 Real-World Benchmarks We evaluated hpc++ on five realistic workloads:

Table 5: Real-world benchmark results

Application Domain Sequential Parallel Speedup

Monte Carlo Pi Finance 160.6 ms 27.7ms 5.80x
Image Blur (8K) Graphics 1872 ms 421 ms 4.44%

Option Pricing Finance 4083 ms 517 ms 7.90x
K-Means (1M pts) ML 3071 ms 745 ms 4.12x
Reservoir Sim Physics 707 ms 357ms 1.98x

These results demonstrate that hpc++ achieves meaningful speedups on production-relevant work-
loads with complex code patterns.

6.3.6 Billion-Iteration Stress Test To demonstrate scalability, we tested with 1 billion iterations
of compute-intensive floating-point operations:
for (int i = 1; i < 1000000000; ++i) {

x = sinf(i) * cosf(i);

sum += Xx;
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Table 6: Billion-iteration benchmark results

Backend Time Speedup
Sequential (clang++ -03) 5,961 ms 1x
Parallel CPU (hpc++) 884 ms 6.7x%x
GPU (hpc++) 259 ms 23x%

The GPU backend achieves a 23x speedup with zero code modifications, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of automatic GPU parallelization for compute-bound workloads.

6.3.7 Comparison with Intel Compiler (icpx) To contextualize hpc++’s performance, we com-
pared against Intel’s production compiler (icpx 2025.3.1), which includes Intel’s optimized Short
Vector Math Library (SVML) for transcendental functions:

Table 7: Compiler comparison (1 billion sin/cos iterations)

Compiler/Method Time Speedup vs clang -O3
clang++ -O3 (baseline) 13,685 ms 1x
icpx -O3 (Intel) 1,285 ms 10.6x

hpc++ GPU (128 CUs) 244 ms 56.1x

Key findings: - Intel’s icpx achieves 10.6x speedup through optimized math libraries (SVML) -
hpc++ GPU is 5.3x faster than Intel’s best CPU optimization - hpc++ achieves 56 x speedup
over standard clang with zero code changes

This demonstrates that automatic GPU parallelization provides performance benefits beyond what
even highly-optimized CPU compilers can achieve for suitable workloads.

6.4 Correctness Verification

All benchmarks verify numerical correctness: - Integer operations: Exact result matching -
Floating-point operations: Relative error < 0.01% - Checksums: Verified for array transforma-
tions

No correctness failures were observed across all test iterations.

6.5 Statistical Validity

To ensure measurement reliability, we employ: - Multiple iterations: 5 runs per benchmark -
Warm-up execution: 1 warm-up run discarded - Statistical reporting: Mean + standard devia-
tion

Example output:

Sequential: 0.310719s = 0.004292s (range: 0.303398-0.314862s)
Parallel: 0.014360s + 0.000520s (range: 0.013446-0.014822s)
Mean Speedup: 21.64x, Median Speedup: 21.47x

Backend: GPU (128 CUs)

Strategy: MATRIX MULTIPLY
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7. Discussion
7.1 Key Findings

Pattern-based analysis is effective. Our seven-strategy approach successfully detects and paral-
lelizes diverse computational patterns. The strategy scoring mechanism correctly prioritizes high-
value patterns when multiple apply.

GPU acceleration requires careful work distribution. The largest speedups (>20x) occur when
the GPU’s massive parallelism is fully utilized. Workloads below 100K elements often perform better
on CPU due to transfer overhead.

Automatic backend selection matters. The AUTO SELECT mode provides the best overall per-
formance by adapting to workload characteristics at runtime.

7.2 Limitations

1. Complex dependence patterns: Loops with non-trivial dependences (e.g., loop-carried
through complex expressions) may not be detected as parallelizable.

2. Dynamic memory allocation: Loops containing runtime memory allocation are not paral-
lelized.

3. Indirect indexing: While histogram patterns are supported, arbitrary indirect array accesses
prevent parallelization.

4. Integer GPU reductions: Currently limited—integer reductions fall back to CPU execution.

5. Recursive functions: Function-level parallelism does not extend to recursive call patterns.

7.3 Future Work

Short-term: - Complete integer GPU reduction support - Implement GPU-accelerated matrix mul-
tiplication kernels - Add auto-tuning for work-group size selection

Medium-term: - CUDA backend for NVIDIA GPUs - Distributed parallelization via MPI - Profile-
guided optimization integration

Long-term: - Machine learning-based strategy selection - Just-in-time compilation for dynamic
workloads - Support for additional languages (Rust, Fortran)

8. Conclusion

We have presented hpc++, an automatic parallelization system that transforms sequential C++
code into efficient parallel implementations targeting both multi-core CPUs and GPUs. Our LLVM-
based approach combines pattern recognition for seven major computational idioms with dual-
target code generation, achieving speedups up to 97x on nested loop computations and 247 % on
GPU-accelerated compute-intensive workloads.

The key contribution of hpc++ is making parallel and GPU performance accessible without requir-
ing code modifications or parallel programming expertise. As the gap between hardware capability
and software performance continues to widen, automatic parallelization tools like hpc++ become
increasingly important for enabling efficient use of modern computing resources.

hpc++ demonstrates that practical automatic parallelization is achievable for real-world C++ pro-
grams, provided the compiler can recognize and exploit the computational patterns present in the
code.
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Appendix A: Usage Example

Sequential input (experiment.cpp):
#include <cmath>

float compute sum(float* data, int n) {
float sum = 0.0f;
for (int 1 = 0; i < n; i++) {
sum += sinf(data[i]) * cosf(datalil);
}
return sum;

}

int main() {
const int N
float* data

10000000;
new float[N];
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for (int i = 0; i < N; i++) datal[i] = 1 * 0.001f;

float result = compute sum(data, N);
printf("Result: %f\n", result);

delete[] data;
return 0;

}

Compilation:

# Auto-select backend (CPU or GPU based on workload)
./hpc++ --backend=auto experiment.cpp -0 experiment.parallel

# Force GPU backend
./hpc++ --backend=gpu experiment.cpp -0 experiment.gpu

# Force CPU backend
./hpc++ --backend=cpu experiment.cpp -0 experiment.cpu

Execution:

$ ./experiment.parallel

[hpc++] Detected pattern: REDUCTION (FP sum)
[hpc++] Backend selected: GPU (128 CUs)
[hpc++] Work distribution: 65536 work items
Result: 234.567890

Execution time: 2.3 ms (speedup: 15.2x)

Appendix B: Supported Patterns

Table B.1: Complete pattern detection signatures

Pattern Detection Criteria

REDUCTION PHI node with associative binary op (ADD, MUL, MIN, MAX)
ELEMENTWISE Store indexed by induction var, no cross-iteration deps
MATRIX MULTIPLY 3 nested loops, 3 array pointers, multiply-accumulate
NESTED LOOP Outer loop with independent iterations, inner loops
SEARCH Comparison + early exit branch + found flag

FUNCTION PARALLEL Multiple independent call instructions

HISTOGRAM Indirect store A[B[i]] with atomic-compatible op

Submitted to arXiv.org, December 2025
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