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Dual vs. single core Opteron performance evaluation

using APEX-MAP (LBNL)

Performance of Spectral Shallow Water Model on Cray XT3

(solving identical problem on all cores simultaneously)
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Practical impact of memory contention (ORNL)
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Interplatform performance comparisons (LBNL)

Optimal Allreduce Algorithm Classes on XT3

(all proc./node)
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Evaluation of collective communication algorithms (ORNL)
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Application Benchmarking
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XT3 dual-core performance evaluation (ORNL)




