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Abstract—K-means is a widely used algorithm in clustering, how-
ever, its efficiency is primarily constrained by the computational
cost of distance computing. Existing implementations suffer from
suboptimal utilization of computational units and lack resilience
against soft errors. To address these challenges, we introduce FT
K-means, a high-performance GPU-accelerated implementation
of K-means with online fault tolerance. We first present a step-
wise optimization strategy that achieves competitive performance
compared to NVIDIA’s cuML library. We further improve FT
K-means with a template-based code generation framework that
supports different data types and adapts to different input shapes. A
novel warp-level tensor-core error correction scheme is proposed to
address the failure of existing fault tolerance methods due to mem-
ory asynchronization during copy operations. Our experimental
evaluations on NVIDIA T4 GPU and A100 GPU demonstrate that
FT K-means without fault tolerance outperforms cuML’s K-means
implementation, showing a performance increase of 10%-300%
in scenarios involving irregular data shapes. Moreover, the fault
tolerance feature of FT K-means introduces only an overhead of
11%, maintaining robust performance even with tens of errors
injected per second.

I. INTRODUCTION

The K-means, one of the top 10 algorithms in data mining [1],
is widely used in image classification, vector quantization [2],
knowledge discovery [3], and pattern classification [4]. However,
K-means is increasingly vulnerable to transient faults caused by
high circuit density, low near-threshold voltage, and low near-
threshold voltage [5, 6, 7]. Oliveira et al. [8] demonstrated an
exascale system with 190,000 cutting-edge Xeon Phi processors
still suffering from daily transient errors under ECC protection.
Recognizing the importance of this issue, the U.S. Department
of Energy has named reliability as a major challenge for exascale
computing [9].

Intel Corporation first documented a transient error leading to
soft data corruption in 1978, marking a significant recognition of
such faults’ impact in academia and industry [10]. Subsequently,
in 2000, Sun Microsystems reported server crashes and outages
at major sites like America Online and eBay back to cosmic ray
strikes on unprotected caches [11]. Similarly, Virginia Tech, in
2003, had to dismantle and sell its newly assembled Big Mac
cluster of 1100 Apple Power Mac G5 computers due to a lack
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of ECC protection that resulting the system prone to cosmic ray-
induced failures [12]. Despite advancements in ECC protection,
transient faults continue to challenge system reliability. For
example, a simulation by Oliveira et al. of an exascale system
with 190,000 advanced Xeon Phi processors revealed daily
vulnerabilities to transient errors, even with ECC [8]. These
faults are not just theoretical concerns; real-world impacts have
been recorded by Google, which experienced transient faults
causing incorrect outputs in its production environment [13]. In
2018, faced with the ongoing risk of transient faults on its large-
scale infrastructure, Meta launched an internal investigation to
seek solutions [14]. Transient faults may cause either fail-stop
errors, which lead to system crashes, or fail-continue errors,
which produce incorrect outcomes. While fail-stop errors can
often be addressed through checkpoint/restart mechanisms [15,
16, 17, 18] or algorithmic approaches [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24],
fail-continue errors are more problematic as they silently corrupt
the state of applications and result in incorrect outputs [25,
26, 27, 28, 29]. These errors are particularly dangerous in
environments where safety is critical [30]. This paper focuses
on fail-continue errors within the computational logic units,
assuming that memory errors and those causing system stops
are managed using error-correcting codes and checkpoint/restart
techniques. We refer to these issues as soft errors.

Existing fault tolerance methods are feasible for K-means
clustering. Taamneh [31] proposes a checkpointing strategy,
which involves periodically saving the centroids to stable storage
during normal operation and restarting from checkpointed
centroids in the event of a failure. However, this method
cannot detect silent errors and requires recomputation after an
error. Dual modular redundancy (DMR) verifies computational
correctness by replicating instructions and comparing the results
[32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. Figure 1 left illustrates the K-means
workflow. We find that DMR can protect the memory-bound
routine efficiently, such as the centroids update phase in Figure |
left step 3. It is because the memory latency of loading the data
points is so high that all arithmetic operations can be duplicated
without introducing an overhead over 1%, even for synchronous
instructions like atomicAdd. However, DMR failed to protect the
compute-bound distance calculation in Figure 1 left step 1 due
to the redundant computations. In Figure 1 left step 2, nearest



cluster matching is fused within the distance computation kernel
to eliminate redundant memory access. Algorithm-based fault
tolerance (ABFT) reduces this redundancy by using checksums
based on equivalence relationships, lowering the redundancy
to O(1/N), where N is the problem size [37]. Efforts have
been made to apply ABFT on GPUs, designing kernel fusion
schemes to minimize the overhead of ABFT by hiding it within
the memory transactions and computing unit gaps [38, 39, 40,
41].

However, existing ABFT fusion strategies lack architecture-
aware optimization. Kosaian [40] proposes an error detection
scheme for tensor-core but the error correction requires a time-
redundant recomputation. Although error correction is discussed
in [39, 41], they only utilize a register-reusing which becomes
outdated for Amepere architecture. The register reusing stage
is illustrated in the SIMT GEMM part of Figure 1 and the
asynchronous copy is presented in the Tensor-core part. Before
Ampere architecture, the global-to-share memory transfer passes
through the register file explicitly, enabling register reusing
for checksum computation. However, the latest asynchronous
memory copy enables a new data path from global to shared
memory bypassing the register. Without register reusing, check-
sum computation requires additional expensive memory read,
destroying the carefully designed pipeline. Additionally, these
fault tolerance strategies consider matrix multiplication individ-
ually, with no awareness of the underlying K-means routine.

Furthermore, in the state-of-the-art K-means implementation,
cuML suffers from fixed kernel parameters, resulting in sub-
optimal and low utilization of peak computing performance
over various problem sizes. For example, the K-means in cuML
obtain a performance of less than 10% of the peak performance
for both single and double precisions. Due to the underlying
tall-and-skinny matrix multiplication computation inside the K-
means, a code generation strategy and a parameter selection
scheme are necessary to improve the K-means performance for
various of input shapes and data types.

To address these issues, we propose FT K-means, a
high-performance K-means implementation equipped with an
algorithm-based fault tolerance scheme that detects and corrects
silent data corruptions at computing units on the fly. More
specifically, our contributions include the following:

« We begin our work by optimizing a K-means baseline without
fault tolerance. Through a series of optimizations on kernel
fusion, FT K-means offers performance competitive to or
faster than the state-of-the-art library, cuML. FT K-means is
available at an anonymous link.!

« We explore the fault tolerance K-means designs at the warp
level using both the CUDA cores and tensor cores. The
combination presents a low overhead even under tens of errors
injected per minute.

« A template-based code generation strategy is developed to
reduce development costs. The template-based can generate
K-means kernels with or without fault tolerance for a wide
range of input sizes and data types.

Thttps://github.com/shixun404/FT_KMeans.git
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Figure 1: Workflow of K-means. The red illustrates our motiva-
tion.

« Experimental results of single precision and double precision
on an NVIDIA A100 server GPU and a Tesla Turing T4 GPU
show that FT K-means offers a 10% — 300% improvement
compared to the state-of-the-art library cuML. The fault
tolerance scheme in FT K-means introduces an average
overhead of 11%, even under tens of error injections per
minute.

II. BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORKS

The K-means algorithm aims to categorize M objects
{X;}M  based on N-dimensional features by grouping similar
ones into K clusters. Starting with initial centroids YZ-(O)i:p the
algorithm iteratively performs two main steps until satisfies a
termination condition. Firstly, it assigns each object X; to the
nearest cluster Y using

argmin || X; — Yj||2. e))
j=1,,K
Secondly, it updates the centroids of each cluster with
1
Y= X @
|SJ| ’iGSj

where S; represents the set of all points X; that are assigned
to cluster j, and |S;| denotes the number of points in cluster j.
This formula computes the new centroid Y} as the mean of all
points assigned to the cluster j.

A. Fault Model

FT K-means is designed to identify and correct errors in
computing units that could influence the final results. It operates
under the assumption that memory errors are managed by ECC
[42] and communication reliability issues are addressed by FT-
MPI [43]. For compute errors during runtime, a fault-tolerant
strategy is implemented based on the single-event upset (SEU)
assumption [44, 45], which posits that only one soft error occurs
within each detection and correction interval. This assumption is
supported by the low frequency of multiple soft errors in [34, 38,



39, 46, 47]. The fault tolerance method involves high reliability
in detecting faults with minimal false alarms [48]. Specifically,
each threadblock randomly selects an element to corrupt by
flipping a single bit, either in its 32-bit float representation or
64-bit double representation. A checksum test with a defined
threshold § then attempts to operate the corrupted computations,
followed by an application of an error correction scheme.

B. Previous Work for K-means without Fault Tolerance

Historically, the simplicity of the k-means algorithm has
led to its frequent reimplementation on GPUs. These imple-
mentations vary, starting with early GLSL-based versions [49]
and progressing to initial and more recent CUDA versions [50,
51]. Lutz et al. [52] highlighted the significance of single-pass
processing in GPU computations, which avoids the redundant
loading of data into GPU caches. They reported a significant
performance improvement, with speeds over 50 times faster
than contemporary CPU implementations and twice as fast
as ’double-pass’ strategies that involve separate steps. This
method is particularly effective for simultaneously processing
multiple small k-means instances by using kernel fusion [53].
Meanwhile, Cuomo et al. [54] conducted a detailed analysis of
the performance costs associated with transferring large datasets
between CPU and GPU for specialized processing. The kmcuda
package provides a GPU-optimized YinYang K-means algorithm
on GitHub [55], which enhances processing speed on CPUs but
faces significant overhead with GPU parallel processing, and is
widely used in data analysis tools like R. Nelson and Palmieri
[56] emphasized the significance of memory management and
synchronization, discussing the trade-offs between using global
versus shared memory, and different thread synchronization
models that involve memory locking. Martin et al. [57] present
a detailed analysis of individual computation steps and propose
several optimizations that improve the overall performance.
Kaiming et al. [58] introduced an integrated approach to the
critical steps of the K-means algorithm, which significantly
enhances performance by reducing unnecessary calculations and
memory operations, outperforming the Intel DAAL K-means in
both sequential and parallel environments.

However, existing works fail to provide enough optimization
toward the tensor-core computing units and the asynchronous
memory copy presented in the GPU architecture after SMS80.
cuML [59], one of the state-of-the-art machine learning libraries
on GPU, has provided a K-means implementation using the latest
architecture properties. Despite using tensor core computing
units and the latest architectural features, the performance of the
cuML K-means implementation remains below its hardware’s
peak potential due to fixed kernel parameters that do not optimize
for different input shapes.

C. Algorithm-Based Fault Tolerance

Soft error protection algorithms aim to identify and rectify
errors that can arise in iterative or computationally demanding
applications, such as scientific computing [60, 61, 62, 63]. The
development of these algorithms dates back to 1984, with Huang
[64] first specifically designed for matrix-matrix multiplication.

The fundamental concept of these algorithms involves encoding
matrices X and Y into checksums X “ and Y, respectively. This
encoding is achieved through the following equations.

X ‘neode, ye._ (T X, 3)

y iy = Ve, 4)

where e is a column vector, [1,1, ..., 1]. The combinations of
input matrix and the encoded checksums, X' = eq)w( ¥ and

Y’ = [V Y7, are then multiplied to get a matrix D’ that
contains both the correct result and checksum information:
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The final accuracy of matrix multiplication can be confirmed
by comparing the matrix D with its checksum counterparts
D" and D¢. If the difference exceeds a set threshold, it sig-
nals an error in the computation. The cost of this checksum
encoding and verification is minimal compared to the matrix
multiplication itself, offering a cost-effective error detection
method. Verification can occur either during (online) or after
(offline) the computation. Chen et al. [37] introduced an outer-
product matrix-matrix multiplication algorithm that maintains
the checksum relationship throughout the accumulation process:
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where, ¢ represents the step number in the outer-product update
of the matrix D, with D; indicating the result of each outer-
product, namely X'(:,4) - Y’(i,:). The offline version of the
double-checksum approach can correct only one error in the
entire computation. In contrast, the online version corrects a
single error at each step of the update, allowing it to address
multiple errors throughout the entire program. Ding et al. [38]
first presented an implementation of the outer product ABFT-
GEMM for GPUs. To minimize the memory latency from
checksum operations, Zhai et al. developed combined compute
kernels for GEMM on AVX-512-enabled CPUs [39, 65]. Kosa-
ian and Rashmi [40] present a warp-level ABFT implementation
capable of error detection, but not correction. Shixun et al. [41]
proposed a fully-fused ABFT-GEMM that effectively detects
and corrects computational errors. However, the kernel fusion
strategy relies on reusing registers during transfers between
global and shared memory. This approach does not extend
well to GPU architectures post-Turing, e.g. Ampere, due to
the introduction of asynchronous copy instructions. Besides
matrix multiplication, the ABFT scheme is widely adopted in
fast Fourier transforms [66, 67], sorting [68], iterative methods
[69, 70, 71], and computer vision [72].

III. K-MEANS WITHOUT FAULT TOLERANCE

The K-means process in each iteration can be divided into
two stages. First, for every sample, assign a cluster that has



the closest Euclidean distance to it. Second, calculate the
geometric center for all samples belonging to a cluster as the new
coordinates for this cluster. Consider M samples and K clusters,
where each sample has a dimension of N. The time complexity
of the first stage is O(M N K), while the time complexity of the
second stage is O(M N ), so the major bottleneck lies in the first
stage. In this section, we present the step-wise optimizations
of K-means. The optimizations include applying GEMM to K-
means, kernel fusion with thread-wise and thread block-wise
reduction, broadcast between thread blocks, and enabling tensor
core in GEMM.

A. K-means Stepwise Optimization

1) Basic implementation: For the cluster assignment stage,
we launch a kernel. Each thread in this kernel handles a line
in the sample matrix (refer to the matrix definition in Fig 2),
which represents a sample. The thread loads all centroids in
the centroid matrix calculates the Euclidean distance between
this sample and every centroid, and chooses the one with
the smallest distance as its assigned centroid. For the update
centroids stage, M kernels are launched in serial. In kernel ¢,
each thread processes one sample. If this sample belongs to
kernel i, then add all dimensions of this sample to kernel i’s

corresponding dimensions. Finally, launch a kernel to calculate

sum of samples belongs to this centroid .
number of samples belongs to this centroid’ and write the answer

back to Centroids matrix as new centroids.

2) GEMM based K-means: Due to the property of Euclidean
distance, and we only need to find the closest centroid, we can
use GEMM to speed up the cluster assignment process. Ignoring
the squared root in distance computation, the distance can be
computed in three parts: X Samplesy;, + S Centroids?, —
2 - X Samples;y, - Centroids;, As Figure 2 Step 1 depicts,
the first two parts of this formula can be computed by squaring
elements and summing them up in each row. This can be finished
by launching two simple kernels. The third part of the formula
has the highest time complexity, and it is exactly in the form of
GEMM, so we can launch a GEMM kernel to handle this part
and put it together with the first two square terms, and write
back to GPU memory. Then we need to launch another kernel to
reduce over each row to find the closest centroid for each sample.
Also, as illustrated in Figure 2 Step 3, for the updating centroids
stage, launching N kernels is a great waste of time, because, in
kernel j, a large number of threads are idle because the sample
which is handled by it doesn’t belong to centroid j. So we only
launch one kernel to handle N centroids all at once. Each thread
still deals with one sample, but it uses atomic add to add the
values of this sample in every dimension to its assigned centroid
and add one to the counter of this assigned centroid (for average
operation). And the last kernel of averaging over each centroid
remains unchanged. Our optimization boosts the performance to
25x compared to the basic implementation.

3) Kernel Fusion in thread and thread block level: After
GEMM, we write the result matrix back to GPU memory and
load the matrix again in order to do a row-wise reduction. This
greatly increases the amount of data movement and increases
storage overhead. In this part, we apply kernel fusion [73, 74]

to accomplish part of the reduction within the GEMM kernel.
Firstly, as Figure 2 Step 2 indicates, each thread in the GEMM
kernel handles a small submatrix of the result matrix. After
the computation of GEMM, we can simply find the minimum
column in each row within this submatrix, and write it to shared
memory. After all threads in the threadblock finish this step,
thread O reads all results in shared memory, calculates another
row-wise minimum for each row as the final partial answer
for this threadblock, and writes it to GPU memory. Assuming
each threadblock has size TM x T'N, the reduction kernel only
needs to load and handle TN/N of data compared to the last
part, which obtains a speedup of 1.13x compared to the last part.

4) Threadblock level broadcast: The optimization above can-
not fully eliminate the time and space complexity of launching
another reduction kernel after the GEMM kernel. So in this part,
we attempt to accomplish cluster assignment within the GEMM
kernel. Owing to the fact that different threadblocks cannot
communicate, we use a broadcast vector and atomic operation
to ensure that only one threadblock is changing the assignment
answer in one row at a time, i.e. each threadblock needs to
acquire for the lock of a row before changing the assignment
answer in this row. With this method, the speedup increases to
1.04x compared to the last part.
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Figure 2: Overview of the optimized K-means.

5) Enabling tensor core in GEMM: Modern Nvidia GPUs are
equipped with a tensor core in each Streaming Multiprocessor
(SM), designed to accelerate GEMM. Hence we use GEMM
kernels in CUTLASS [75] with tensor core and enable TF32 in
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FP32 precision to further boost performance, instead of our hand-
written GEMM kernel. The reduction part in the last section
is placed into the GEMM kernel as an epilogue. With this
optimization, we achieve a speedup of 1.45x compared to the
previous optimization. And now, the fully optimized GEMM is
presented in Figure 2

B. Automatic Code Generation

cuML has a highly optimized open-source K-means im-
plementation based on CUTLASS. However, in the cluster
assignment stage, it has hard-coded parameters in its GEMM
kernel, which can trigger low performance in some input sizes.
Moreover, the parameters for a CUTLASS GEMM kernel must
be hard-coded in order to pass compile-time checking. So the
cost of integrating GEMM kernels with customized parameters
becomes unacceptable. We propose a code generation strategy
to generate kernels with different parameters while minimizing
code length to the greatest extent possible.

Default naming of kernel parameters A group of kernel
parameters in cuML and CUTLASS refers to a set of parameters,
threadblock level parameters, warp level parameters, and thread
level parameters. Each level is composed of three parameters
from each dimension. For example, in warp level, the three
parameters are labeled Warp.M, Warp.N, and Warp.K, and they
refer to the three dimensions of M, N, and K in GEMM.

Code Generation Strategy Figure 3 demonstrates the method
we used in our code generation strategy. The code structure
of the CUTLASS GEMM kernel in cuML is on the left
side of the figure. Firstly, the epilogue is integrated into the
FusedDistanceNN kernel. The FusedDistanceNN kernel handles
both GEMM and reduction. And then the kernel is wrapped
into GemmKernel. With threadblock, warp, and thread level
parameters set, it is then transferred to the next template as
FusedDistanceNNGemm. Finally, with all K-means routine sets,
the whole cutlassFusedDistanceNN template function works as
an interface of the cluster assignment stage. In order to generate
a set of feasible kernels with customized parameters, we write a
code to test all possible parameters in the search space defined
by ourselves, as shown in the code generation part. And for every
group of parameters, try it in a demo code. If it can compile and
run, which means it is functionally correct. And then we put it in

01: Registers: A_t[m w], B_t[n_w], C_t[2],
02: Shared memory: A_tb[k_stage][m_tbxk_tb ], B_tb[k_stage][n_tbxk_tb ]
@3: // Load the first k_stage - 1 tiles of A into tile A_tb using
04: for stage =0, 1, ..., k_stage - 1:
05: asm ("cp.async.ca.shared.global [%@], [%1], 16;\n" :
: A_tb[stage][tid],
"1"(A[tid]));
06: asm ("cp.async.ca.shared.global [%@], [%1], 16;\n" :
: B_tb[stage][tid],
"1"(B[tid]));
07: asm volatile("cp.async.commit_group;\n" ::);
@8: asm ("cp.async.wait_group 1;\n" ::);
09: __syncthreads();
10: A_t[0:m_w] € A_tb[0][*]
11: B_t[@:n_w] € A_tb[0][*]
12: for k = 0, 8, 16, ..., K
13: asm ("cp.async.ca.shared.global [%@], [%1], 16;\n" :
: A_tb[stage][tid],
"1 (A[tid]));
14: asm ("cp.async.ca.shared.global [%@], [%1], 16;\n" :
: B_tb[stage][tid],
"1"(B[tid]));

15: fori=0,1, ..., mw-1
16: for j=0,1, ..., nw-1
17: asm volatile("mma.sync.aligned.m8n8k4.row.col.f64.f64.f64.f64
{%0,%1}, {%2}, {%3}, {%4,%5};\n"
¢ "=d"(c[1][3][0]), "=d"(c[i]1[3][1])
: "d"(a[e]), "d"(b[e]), "d"(c[i][3][e]), "d"(c[i][3][1]));
18: asm ("cp.async.commit_group;\n" ::);
19: asm volatile("cp.async.wait_group %@;\n" ::"n"(1));
20: __syncthreads();

10: A_t[@:m_w] € A_tb[(k / 8 + 1) % k_stage][*]
11: B_t[@:n_w] € A_tb[(k / 8 + 1) % k_stage][*]
21: Epilogue

22: ...

Optimized Dsitance Compute & Cluster Assign Kernel

Figure 4: Pseudocode: K-means w/o FT

the parameters queue. With all parameters, we then run a code
generator to modify the three parts of the original cuML source
code, injecting corresponding functions for each parameter in
each stage.

1) Kernel Parameters: The kernel parameters used in code
generation is not chosen by brute forcing every possible integer
in a range for every parameter in the parameter group (a
parameter group means: threadblock level, warp level, and thread
level parameters). We follow some rules. 1) all parameters must
be power of 2 2). Warp.K = Threadblock.K. 3). warp size/thread
size is 8 or 16. 4). thread size is fixed for FP32 (16, 8, 4) and
FP64 (8, 8, 4) owing to the size of the tensor core.

2) Code Generation Template: The code generation strategy
defines the K-means kernel using different tiling parameters. For
single precision, 157 kernels with different parameter sets are
defined while 145 kernels are defined for double precision. The
test workflow illustrated in Figure 3 checks the feasibility of
those kernels and performs the benchmark over 64 problem sizes.
The benchmark result of different kernels will be employed as
the kernel selection criterion. Below, we give a brief explanation
of the K-means kernel so that we can switch to the discussion of
the fault tolerance part.

The main body of the kernel is shown in Figure 4. In Figure
4, A stands for samples X, B for centroids Y, and C for the
distance matrix D. From line number 04 to 07, an asynchronous
multi-stage pipeline from global to shared memory starts and
a group barrier is committed for each iteration. At line 08, the
kernel waits for at least one group to be ready. Once there the
group is prepared, the whole thread block loads data from shared
memory into the register synchronously. Next comes the main
loop along the number of clusters K. At the start of the main
loop, the latest memory asynchronous copy is pushed into the
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pipeline, as shown in lines 13 - 14. After that, the warp-level
matrix multiplication is performed by tensor-core units. At the
end of this iteration, the latest group is committed and new data
is refreshed into the register once a previous group is finished.
When the main loop is finished, the memory-bound epilogue
performs a reduction along the row of the C matrix. Due to
limited space, we skip the detailed description and the reader is
welcome to our open-sourced implementation.

IV. FT K-MEANS WITH FAULT TOLERANCE

In this section, we present the fault tolerance scheme used in
FT K-means. Our discussion concentrates on distance computing
and the reduction operation to find the nearest cluster. As
mentioned before, the centroids updating stage can be handled
with a negligible overhead of less than 1% by simply applying
the DMR strategy.

A. Online correction with location encoding

Figure 5 compared the fault tolerance scheme in FT K-means
with existing state-of-the-art methods in detail.

One ABFT is illustrated in Figure 5 (a). To minimize the
overhead associated with ABFT, encodings are applied at the
thread block level. Aiming to avoid additional latency during
GEMM accumulation, the prefetching stage in GEMM is fused
with all encodings. In GPU architecture prior to Ampere, the
prefetching stage incorporates all ABFT encodings. With a
carefully designed prefetching strategy, a warp-level reduction
can obtain each element in ¢ X and Y'e without requiring extra
global read operations. Subsequently, the prefetching strategy
facilitates the availability of e” XY and XY e encodings within
a thread, eliminating the need for thread block-level communi-
cation. Ultimately, the target checksums are accumulated via a
threadblock-level reduction.

Compared to the detection scheme specifically designed for
tensor-core GPU, as shown in 5 (b), our method employs a vector
es = [1,2,---, N] to checksum the inputs again, in addition
to the previous e; = [1,1,---,1]. Our method doubles the
computational cost on CUDA cores (7 X, Ye) and triples the

01: Registers: A_t[m_w], B_t[n_w], C_t[2],
02: Shared memory: A_tb[k_stage][m_tbxk_tb ], B_tb[k_stage][n_tbxk_tb ]
03: // Load the first k_stage - 1 tiles of A into tile A_tb using

12: for k = 0, 8, 16, ..., K
13: asm ("cp.async.ca.shared.global [%@], [%1], 16;\n" :
: A_tb[stage][tid],
"1"(A[tid]));
14: asm ("cp.async.ca.shared.global [%@], [%1], 16;\n" :
: B_tb[stage][tid],
"1"(B[tid]));
15:  e1T_A = A_t[@] + ... + A_t[mw - 1]
16: Bel = B_t[@] + ... + B_t[n_w - 1]
17: e2T_A = A_t[0] + 2 * A_t[1] + ... + m_w * A_t[m_w - 1]
18: Be2 = B_t[0] + 2 * B_t[1] + ... + n_w * B_t[n_w - 1]

19: fori=0,1, ..., mw-1
20: for j=0,1, ..., nw-1
21: asm volatile("mma.sync.aligned.m8n8k4.row.col.f64.f64.f64.f64

{%0,%1}, {%2}, (%3}, {%4,%5};\n"
¢ "=d"(c[1][3][0]), "=d"(c[i][3][1])
s "d"(a[e]), “d"(b[e]), "d"(c[i][i][e]), "d"(c[i][3][1]));
22: asm volatile("mma.sync.aligned.m8n8k4.row.col.f64.f64.f64.f64
{%e,%1}, {%2}, {%3}, {%4,%5};\n"
: "=d"(e1TC[0]), "=d"(e1TC[1])
: "d"(elT_A), "d"(Bel), "d"(elTc[@]), "d"(elTC[1]);
23: asm volatile("mma.sync.aligned.m8n8k4.row.col.f64.f64.f64.f64
{%e,%1}, {%2}, {%3}, {%4,%5};\n"
"(e1TC[@]), "=d"(elTC[1])
(e1T_A), "d"(Be2), "d"(elTC[0]), "d"(e1TC[1]);
24: asm volatile("mma.sync.aligned.m8n8k4.row.col.f64.f64.f64.f64
{%e,%1}, {%2}, {%3}, {%4,%5};\n"
: "=d"(e1TC[0]), "=d"(e1TC[1])
"d"(e2T_A), "d"(Bel), "d"(elTC[@]), "d"(elTC[1]);
25: if k % 256 == 0:

26: fori=0,1, ..., mw-1:
27: for j =0, 1, ..., nw-1:
28: e1Tc[e0] -= c[i][j1[e]
29: e1Tc[1] -= c[i][§1[1]
30: if e1TC[@] + elTC[1] > epsilon:
31: correction

32: ...

Optimized Dsitance Compute & Cluster Assign Kernel w/ FT

Figure 6: Pseudocode: K-means w/ FT

computational cost on tensor cores (e{X Yeo, e2TX Yeq, and
el XYey).

B. Implementation of FT K-means with fault tolerance

The red part in Figure 6 illustrates the injected instructions
to implement FT K-means. From line number 15 to 18, the
checksum el X, Yey, el X, and Ye, are computed. This ac-
cumulation takes place inside a thread, getting rid of inter-
thread communication and additional memory operation. From
line number 22 to 24, elTXYel, elTXYeg, and eQTXYel are
computed via tensor-core MMA operation. The overhead of
our ABFT method mainly comes from those three MMAs.
Theoretically, they will incur a computation overhead of m
Assume m,, = 4 and n,, = 2, the theoretical overhead is
37.5%. However, from our experimental evaluation in Section
V, the overhead is only 11% on average. This theory-experiment
mismatch indicates that at the thread level and warp level, there
remains a 27.5% execution bubble between computation and
memory, which is available for kernel fusion. Actually, we first
try to get the checksums e? X, Ye, el X, and Ye, using the
tensor core as well, namely embedding e, es into a new matrix
operand so that we can get the checksum through several tensor
core operation. However, those tensor operations cannot be
hidden behind the memory footprint, resulting in a 50% overhead
approximately.
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V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

We evaluate our K-means on two NVIDIA GPUs, a Tesla
Turing T4 and a 40GB A100-PCIE GPU. The Tesla T4 GPU is
connected to a node with two 16-core Intel Xeon Silver 4216
CPUs, whose boost frequency is up to 3.2 GHz. The associated
CPU main memory system has a capacity of 512 GB at 2400
MHz. The A100 GPU is connected to a node with one 64-core
AMD EPYC 7763 CPU with a boost frequency of 3.5 GHz. We
compile programs using CUDA 11.6 with the —03 optimization
flag on the Tesla T4 machine, and using CUDA 12.0 on the
A100 machine. A100 has a peak computational performance
of 19.5 TFLOPS for single precision and 9.7 TFLOPS for
double precision. The memory bandwidth is 1.55 TB/s. T4 has
a peak performance of 8.1 TFLOPS for single precision and
a peak performance of 0.253 TFLOPS for double precision.
The bandwidth of T4 is 320 GB/s. We first demonstrate the
benchmark result between FT K-means without fault tolerance
and cuML for FP32 and FP64 on A100. Next, we evaluate the
FT K-means under fault tolerance. Then, we benchmark FT
K-means under error injections with cuML and Wu’s ABFT.
Finally, we present the same performance evaluation on the T4
GPU. All experimental results are averaged over ten trials.

A. Benchmarking K-means without Fault Tolerance

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of FT K-
means w/o checksum.

1) Step-wise optimizations for K-means: Figure 7 demon-
strates how our K-means distance kernel is optimized from 5%
to 182% of cuML stepwise. The performance is measured with
GFLOPS (bar plot, the left y-axis) and the performance ratio
with respect to cuML (line chart, the right y-axis). Without using
any optimizations, the K-means Naive obtains a performance
of 482 GFLOPS. Next K-means V1 employs GEMM to K-
means distance calculation. The performance improved from
482 GFLOPS to 4662 GFLOPS. Then, K-means V2 adds
kernel fusion to both thread and threadblock levels, reducing
memory operations. The performance is improved to 5902
GFLOPS. After that, we apply threadblock level broadcast to
further reduce memory bound. The performance of K-means V3
achieves 6916 GFLOPS. With tensor core enabled and parameter
selection, we finally achieved 17686 GFLOPS, which exceeded
the performance of cuML (9676 GFLOPS).

2) Performance evaluation with M and K fixed: Figure 8
and 9 demonstrate a performance evaluation in distance step
between FT K-means, two selected parameters relative to cuML
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Figure 8: FP32 precision comparison of K-means performance at
distance step without fault tolerance with FT K-means, Selected
parameters and cuML on an A100 GPU, with M and K fixed.
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Figure 9: Double precision comparison of K-means performance
at distance step without fault tolerance with FT K-means,
Selected parameters and cuML on an A100 GPU, with M and K
fixed.

(all without fault tolerance) in FP32 and FP64 precision when M
and K are fixed. We tested the performance of different methods
under two values of K, K = 8 and K = 128. These are cases
representing two situations: one with very few dimensions of
data and the other one with relatively more dimensions of data.
The selected parameters are labeled Parameterl and Parameter2,
and they are chosen based on experience. The same parameter
name refers to different parameters in FP32 and FP64, but
their performance is similar. For both FP32 and FP64 precision,
parameters selected through experience cannot achieve good
performance. Parameter 1 is always slower than cuaML, with an
average overhead of 15%. For parameter 2, it slightly exceeded
the performance of cuML when K = 8 in FP32, and it achieves
the performance of cuML in some data points where N is small.
However, its overall performance is still 5% slower than cuML.
Using code generation strategy, we achieved 235% speedup
compared to cuML under FP32 precision, and the gain in
performance is significant even when K is relatively larger.
However, under FP64 precision, improvements in performance
are minimal, with an overall speedup of 4% in these two cases.
The curves of cuML and FT K-means are almost coincident in a
large portion of data points.

3) Performance evaluation with M and N fixed: Figure 10
and 11 offer a performance evaluation in distance step between
FT K-means, two selected parameters relative to cuML (all
without fault tolerance) in FP32 and FP64 precision when M
and N are fixed. The main parameter settings are similar to
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Figure 10: FP32 precision comparison of K-means performance
at distance step without fault tolerance with FT K-means,
selected parameters, and cuML on an A100 GPU, with M and N
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Figure 11: FP64 precision comparison of K-means performance
at distance step without fault tolerance with FT K-means,
Selected parameters, and cuML on an A100 GPU, with M and
N fixed

the previous section, and N = 8 and N = 128 indicate fewer
clustering centroids and relatively more clustering centroids. For
both FP32 and FP64 precision, parameters selected through
experience cannot achieve good performance. Parameter 1
has an average overhead of 30%. Parameter 2 exceeded the
performance of cuML when K is small in some FP32 cases, and
outperforms cuML in FP64 when N = 8 (1.03x speedup). but
its overall performance is still 15% slower than cuML. Using
code generation strategy, we obtained 239% speedup compared
to cuML under FP32 precision, which is similar to fixing M and
K. Under FP64 precision, performance improvements are higher

than in the previous section, which is 8% in these two cases.

And the speedup in small N is relatively considerable (15%).
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Figure 12: Speedup of FT K-means compared to cuML on FP32
and FP64

4) Overall performance evaluation: Figure 12 illustrates an
overall comparison between our code generation method and
cuML K-means on both FP32 and FP64. For FP32. Our approach
shows significant performance improvement, with a maximum
speedup of 4.55x and an average speedup of 2.49x. From the
perspective of dimension N, the figure indicates a clear trend that
the performance improvement diminishes. Furthermore, N = 64
serves as a clear threshold, beyond which speedup essentially
decreases to below 2.0x. The marginal improvement becomes
even more common in the case of FP64. The average speedup is
only 1.04x, with a maximum speedup of 1.39x. When N exceeds
32, the performance of our method drops to almost identical
to cuML. Meanwhile, there is no apparent trend observed in
dimension K for both FP32 and FP64.
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Figure 13: Parameter selection in threadblock and warp level for
FP32 and FFP64

5) Evaluation of parameter selection: The experimental
results from previous sections motivate us to analyze the
parameters chosen for our code generation method for each
data point. For the data size of Figure 12, we generated 120
groups of FP32 parameters and 80 groups of FP64 parameters
to be selected from. However, only 7 groups of FP32 parameters
and 4 groups of FP64 parameters are actually chosen in at least
one data point. All threadblock and warp level parameters are
shown in Figure 13. And thread level parameters are fixed (FP32:
16,8,4 FP64: 8,8,4) owing to the limited size of the tensor core.
Moreover, figure 14 illustrates the relationship between each
data point and its corresponding selected parameters. We will
analyze in detail the relationship between the optimal parameters
generated by the code generator and the cuML parameters in the
next section.

6) Detailed analysis of parameters: For FP32, as shown
in figure 14, the data points can be divided into three parts:
N <32,32 < N <64and 64 < N. When N < 32, one
of the optimal parameters is parameter 88. As table I indicates,
compared to cuML, it has a bigger threadblock and warp size
in the M direction and a smaller size in the N direction. That
is reasonable due to the small N size in these data points.
threadblock. N = 256 is too big that more than 87.5% of the
threadblock size contains blank data, so the occupancy is very
low. Furthermore, warp.N of cuML, which is 64, exceeds the
size of N. Therefore the improvement of our new parameters
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Figure 14: The selected parameter number in FP32 and FP64

is significant. As N increases, i.e. 32 < N < 64, the warp size
of cuML becomes justified, and our parameter (parameter 69)
sticks to this size. However, the threadblock size remains too
big in N direction, so a more balanced version of threadblock
64, 128, 16 outperforms. When N keeps increasing, although
the occupancy of cuML achieves a reasonable scope, a more
balanced threadblock size, e.g. parameter 83 can reduce the
overall amount of data movement from GPU memory to shared
memory, and therefore improve performance.

For FP64, the data points only have two main parts: N < 32
and 32 < N. When N is relatively small, parameter 21 has an
advantage in its small Threadblock. N, and increases occupancy.
As N increases, the parameters that are balanced in the M and
N direction have better performance. As shown in table I, our
parameter 19 is actually identical to cuML’s parameter, which
demonstrates that the best parameter choice is cuML’s parameter
in these cases. This illustrates an interesting phenomenon:
the parameter choices in FP32 are much more than those in
FP64. Moreover, there is also greater potential for performance
improvement in FP32 than in FP64. There are several reasons
for this.

FP32
ID Threadblock Warp Thread
88 256,32,16 | 64,32,16 | 16,8,4
69 128,64,16 | 32,64,16 | 16,8,4
83 64, 128,16 | 64,32,16 | 16,8,4
cuML | 32,256,16 | 32,64,16 | 16,8,4
FPo64
ID Threadblock Warp Thread
21 128,32,16 | 32,32,16 | 8,8,4
19 64,64,16 | 32,32,16 | §,8,4
cuML | 64,64,16 | 32,32,16 | 8,8,4

TABLE I: Partial parameters of FT K-means for FP32 and FP64

First, CUTLASS enables TF32 in the FP32 GEMM Kkernel,
which improves the processing speed of tensor cores. There-
fore, the overhead of data movement and epilogue (row-wise
reduction) becomes more critical, resulting in greater potential
for alternative parameters. Second, the memory alignment

requirement for FP64 is more strict than FP32 and is fixed to 1
in CUTLASS’s implementation. So the degree of vectorization
for FP64 is lower. So a balanced data fetching pattern (Thread-
block.M = Threadblock.N) is crucial for increasing performance.
Third, the thread-level parameters of FP64 are smaller than
those of FP32. Therefore even when N is relatively small, it
is easier for a general parameter to obtain high occupancy. In
the future, deep reinforcement learning can help accelerate the
hyperparameter tuning [76, 77, 78].

B. FT K-means with Fault Tolerance
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Figure 15: FT K-means with fault tolerance on A100: FP32.

As shown in Figure 15, the experimental evaluation of the
FT K-means algorithm with fault tolerance demonstrates a
remarkably low overhead across various configurations. Specifi-
cally, in configurations with K = 8 clusters, the overhead was
maintained at a minimal —0.24%, illustrating the negligible
impact of integrating fault tolerance mechanisms. Even when
the number of clusters was significantly increased to K = 128,
the overhead remained consistently low at 1.93%. For fixed N
scenarios, the overhead was even lower at 0.96%. These results
highlight the efficiency of the FT K-means algorithm’s fault
tolerance, which effectively minimizes additional computational
burdens while maintaining robustness across diverse input
shapes.

In Figure 16, FT K-means with fault tolerance presents an
average overhead of 13% for double precision. For small number
of clusters (K = 8), the overhead is 7.9%, ranging from 4.6%
to 12.45%. It suggests that the algorithm maintains consistent
performance even when computational precision requirements
are increased. When the number of clusters increased to K =
128, the overhead results in 20%, indicating the performance
bottleneck changes to computing. For input shapes of fixed N,
N = 8 and N = 128, the overhead was reduced to 0.8897%.
These results underscore the FT K-means algorithm’s ability to
efficiently manage fault tolerance with minimal overhead across
a variety of input shapes and precision settings.
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Figure 16: Benchmark FT K-means with fault tolerance: FP64.
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C. FT K-means under Error Injections
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Figure 17: Benchmark FT K-means with error injection: FP32.

As illustrated in Figure 17, the experimental evaluation of the
FT K-means algorithm under error injection reveals a minimal
average overhead of approximately 2.36%, demonstrating the
algorithm’s efficiency in handling errors with minimal additional
computational cost. The results indicate robust performance
across various input shapes, with overhead percentages ranging
from a slight reduction of about -0.93% to a modest increase
up to 9.49%. This low overhead highlights the effectiveness of
the fault tolerance mechanisms integrated into the FT-KMeans,
ensuring correctness even in the presence of injected errors. Wu’s
FT scheme introduces an overhead of 30% due to a suboptimal
GEMM baseline without using the asynchronous memory copy.

In Figure 18, the evaluation of the FT-KMeans algorithm
with error injection in a 64-bit floating point (fp64) environment
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Figure 18: Benchmark FT K-means with error injection: FP64.

shows a low average overhead of approximately 9.21%s. The
data demonstrates that configurations with fewer features (N=8
and N=128) exhibit low overheads of 0.79% and 0.84% re-
spectively, highlighting the algorithm’s effective fault tolerance
mechanisms which ensure minimal performance degradation
even in high-precision settings. Meanwhile, fixed K scenarios,
K=8 and K=128, show higher overheads of 10.12% and 24.07%,
indicating increased computational complexity under fault
conditions.

D. Performance Evaluation on T4

Figure 19 demonstrates a performance evaluation in distance
step between FT K-means, two selected parameters relative to
cuML (all without fault tolerance) in FP32 precision when M
and K are fixed. The definitions of Parameterl and Parameter2
are similar to our evaluation of A100. And they are consistent
with the values on A100 to the greatest extent. However, they
have better performance compared to cuML’s parameter in this
architecture, with speeds up to 184% and 208%. Using code
generation strategy, we achieved 413% speedup compared to
cuML under FP32 precision, and the gain in performance is
significant even when K is relatively larger.

Figure 20 offers a performance evaluation in distance step
between FT K-means, two selected parameters relative to cuML
(all without fault tolerance) in FP32 precision when M and N are
fixed. The main parameter settings are similar to the previous
section, and N = 8 and N = 128 indicate fewer clustering
centroids and relatively more clustering centroids. The selected
parameters achieve 183% and 206% speed up against cuML.
Using code generation strategy, we obtained 381% speedup
compared to cuML under FP32 precision, which is similar to
fixing M and K.

Figure 21 benchmarks the performance of FT K-means with or
without fault tolerance for single precision. FT K-means shows
an average overhead of 18% with fault tolerance and 30% under
error injection. Compared with Wu’s ABFT, FT K-means has a



M=131072, K=8

—&— cuML
Parameterl

M=131072, K=128

1500 10000

Parameter2
FT K-Means

M

32 64 96 128
N

8000

- =
S B
S o
S S

6000

=
o
S

4000

Perf. (GFLOPS)

2000

Iy
o
S

\

<

32 64

N

96 128

Figure 19: FP32 precision comparison of K-means performance
at distance step without fault tolerance with FT K-means,
Selected parameters, and cuML on a T4 GPU, with M and K
fixed.
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Figure 20: FP32 precision comparison of K-means performance
at distance step without fault tolerance with FT K-means,

Selected parameters, and cuML on a T4 GPU, with M and N
fixed

60% improvement due to the elimination of threadblock-level
synchronization.
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Figure 21: Benchmark FT K-means with error injection on T4:
FP32.
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VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce FT K-means, a high-performance
GPU-accelerated implementation of K-means with online fault
tolerance. We first present a stepwise optimization strategy
that achieves competitive performance compared to NVIDIA’s
cuML library. We further improve FT K-means with a template-
based code generation framework that supports different data
types and adapts to different input shapes. A novel warp-level
tensor-core error correction scheme is proposed to address
the failure of existing fault tolerance methods due to memory
asynchronization during copy operations. Our experimental
evaluations on NVIDIA T4 and A100 GPUs demonstrate that FT
K-means without fault tolerance outperforms cuML’s K-means
implementation, showing a performance increase of 10%-300%
in scenarios involving irregular data shapes. Moreover, the fault
tolerance feature of FT K-means introduces only an overhead of
11%, maintaining robust performance even with tens of errors
injected per second.
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