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HETHUB: A DISTRIBUTED TRAINING SYSTEM WITH HETEROGENEOUS
CLUSTER FOR LARGE-SCALE MODELS
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ABSTRACT
Training large-scale models relies on a vast number of computing resources. For example, training the GPT-4
model (1.8 trillion parameters) requires 25000 A100 GPUs . It is a challenge to build a large-scale cluster with
one type of GPU-accelerator. Using multiple types of GPU-accelerators to construct a large-scale cluster is
an effective way to solve the problem of insufficient homogeneous GPU-accelerators. However, the existing
distributed training systems for large-scale models only support homogeneous GPU-accelerators, not support
heterogeneous GPU-accelerators. To address the problem, this paper proposes a distributed training system
with hybrid parallelism , HETHUB, for large-scale models, which supports heterogeneous cluster, including
AMD, Nvidia GPU and other types of GPU-accelerators . It introduces a distributed unified communicator
to realize the communication between heterogeneous GPU-accelerators, a distributed performance predictor
and an automatic parallel planner to develop and train models efficiently with heterogeneous GPU-accelerators.
Compared to the distributed training system with homogeneous GPU-accelerators, our system can support six
combinations of heterogeneous GPU-accelerators. We train the Llama-140B model on a heterogeneous cluster
with 768 GPU-accelerators(128 AMD and 640 GPU-accelerator A). The experiment results show that the optimal
performance of our system in the heterogeneous cluster has achieved up to 97.49% of the theoretical upper bound
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performance.

1 INTRODUCTION

With the rapid development of artificial intelligence tech-
nology, large language models (LLMs) like GPT-4 (Achiam
etal., 2023), Pangu (Zeng et al., 2021), M6 (Lin et al., 2021),
and others (Brown et al., 2020; Du et al., 2021; Radford
etal., 2019) have grown rapidly, and these models are widely
used in various fields (Bi et al., 2023; Nori et al., 2023) due
to their exceptional performance. However, their parameter
scales are typically enormous, ranging from millions to bil-
lions, trillions, or even quadrillions. It needs a large number
of GPU-accelerators to train these large-scale models. For
example, GPT-4, with approximately 1.8 trillion parameters,
requires around 25,000 A100 GPUs for its training.

At present, researchers mainly use Megatron-LM (Shoeybi
et al., 2019), DeepSpeed (Rasley et al., 2020), or Pytorch
with NVIDIA GPU, such as A100, V100, H800, to train
large-scale models. In recent years, many GPU-accelerators
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from different manufacturers have developed rapidly. How-
ever, it is very hard to build a large-scale cluster with a single
type of GPU-accelerator in many scenarios. Training the
large-scale model with multiple types of GPU-accelerators
is an effective way to solve the problem of insufficient ho-
mogeneous GPU-accelerator. For example, the Llama3-70B
model with 70 billion parameters needs 900 Nvidia H100
GPU s to train over 10 months. If there are 500 Nvidia H100
GPUs (1000 TOPs), 400 Huawei GPU-accelerators(320
TOPs), and 700 AMD GPU-accelerators (383 TOPs), we
can’t train the Llama3-70B model with a single type of
GPU-accelerators, as neither one type of GPU-accelerator
can meet the demand. But if we use all types of GPU-
accelerators, we can train the Llama3-70B model. Thus,
building a heterogeneous cluster with different types of
GPU-accelerators to train large-scale models, is a good way
to solve the problem of large-scale computing resources.

The existing distributed training systems (Li et al., 2014;
Mnih and Hinton, 2008; Luo et al., 2020) for large-scale
models only support homogeneous cluster. It is challeng-
ing to train large-scale models with heterogeneous clusters
due to the differences in architecture and software between
different types of GPU-accelerators. 1) Communication
challenge. Different types of GPU-accelerators cannot com-
municate directly with each other, as different types of GPU-
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accelerators have different communication libraries, such as
Nvidia GPUs use NCCI1, GPU-accelerator C use HCCL. 2)
Development and training challenge. It is very difficult to
design and implement an optimal distributed training strat-
egy for large-scale models in a heterogeneous cluster. The
differences in computation and storage of different types
of GPU-accelerators and the computation-communication
strong coupling characteristic of large-scale models result in
the exponential increase of the number of distributed strate-
gies with the number of heterogeneous GPU-accelerators,
layers or operators of models. 3) Accuracy challenge. The
accuracy difference of operators on different types of GPU-
accelerators will make the accuracy of the model difficult to
reach the accuracy of the homogeneous cluster.

This paper focuses on solving the communication develop-
ment and training challenges, and proposes a distributed
training system with heterogeneous clusters for large-scale
models. Our major contributions can be summarized as
follows:

1. We construct a distributed unified communicator
to support communication between different GPU-
accelerators. This communicator includes two commu-
nication libraries, one is a CPU-based communicator
with Ethernet or IPoIB; the other one is a GPU-based
communicator with IB or RoCE, which defines a uni-
fied communication interface to adapt to multiple types
of GPU-accelerators.

2. A distributed performance predictor is proposed to help
evaluating the distributed training strategy of models
on the heterogeneous cluster. We conduct automatic
profiling on a small cluster and build the performance
evaluation model. Then, this performance evaluation
model can be used to make performance predictions to
guide the decision of the distributed training strategy
on larger-scale clusters.

3. We introduce an automatic parallel planner, which can
automatically search an optimal distributed parallelism
strategy for the given model and heterogeneous clus-
ter topology. It can enhance development and model
computation efficiency.

4. We verify the performance and scalability of our sys-
tem HETHUB with the Llama2-140B model in a het-
erogeneous cluster with 768 GPU-accelerators, which
include 128 AMD GPU-accelerators and 640 GPU-
accelerators A.

2 BACKGROUND

The success of large-scale models in natural language pro-
cessing, machine translation, and other fields, stems from
their vast number of parameters, which can fully mine the

data characteristics. Distrinbuted training method is essen-
tial for large-scale models, which involves data parallelism,
tensor parallelism, pipeline parallelism, and auto-parallel
strategy. And if we use different types of GPU accelerators
to train a large-scale model, it also involves heterogeneous
training. Next, we will present these strategies in detail.

2.1 Data Parallelism

Data parallelism (DP) (Sergeev and Balso, 2018) is a paral-
lelism method with data segmentation. In data parallelism,
the dataset is split into multiple sub-datasets, while the
model is replicated across GPU-accelerators. Each GPU-
accelerator trains its assigned sub-dataset separately and
updates model parameters after forward and backward prop-
agation (Li et al., 2020). However, a challenge arises with
memory redundancy as each GPU-accelerator stores dupli-
cate copies of model parameters, optimizer states (Duchi
et al., 2011), and gradients. To address this, DeepSpeed
(Rasley et al., 2020) introduced the Zero Redundancy Opti-
mizer (Rajbhandari et al., 2019), distributing model parame-
ters, optimizer states, and gradients across devices. Conse-
quently, during data updates, GPU-accelerators only need
to update their respective partitioned parameters instead of
the entire model.

2.2 Tensor Parallelism

Tensor parallelism (TP) (Shoeybi et al., 2019) involves si-
multaneously processing different parts of a tensor across
devices. In tensor parallelism, input tensors are partitioned
into subtensors and distributed across devices. After com-
pleting the computation of a certain layer, a device may
transmit partial results to the next layer or other devices
for further processing. Thus, communication operations
like AllReduce and Broadcast are implemented typically
between different layers or within a layer, to facilitate data
exchange and synchronization between devices. However,
since AllReduce (Sergeev and Balso, 2018) requires commu-
nication between all nodes and Broadcast needs to transmit
data from one node to other nodes, the communication over-
head of these two methods is significant with a large number
of nodes.

2.3 Pipeline Parallelism

Pipeline parallelism (PP) segments the entire model into
multiple-stages, and schedules these stages to different
nodes or GPU-accelerators, where one stage includes 1 to
k model layers. In pipeline parallelism, batches are typi-
cally divided into several micro-batches within each pipeline
stage, and parameters for each stage are distributed to the
respective computational GPU-accelerators during model
initialization. This approach optimizes end-to-end training
time by overlapping computation and communication across
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different stages and micro-batches.

Current mainstream pipeline parallelism schemes include
Gpipe (Huang et al., 2019), PipeDream-1F1B (Harlap et al.,
2018), PipeDream-2BW (Narayanan et al., 2021), and
Chimera (Li and Hoefler, 2021). Gpipe divides each stage’s
batch into multiple micro-batches that are computed se-
quentially, allowing the computation of micro-batches from
different stages to overlap. However, in this arrangement,
a stage must wait for the forward pass of all micro-batches
to complete before commencing the backward pass, neces-
sitating the storage of activations for the number of micro-
batches, which results in significant memory consumption.
Conversely, the PipeDream-1F1B arrangement interleaves
forward and backward computations, storing the activation
values of n pipeline stages at most, thereby reducing mem-
ory usage. Although PipeDream-1F1B has a similar pipeline
utilization with Gpipe, it introduces a great optimization to
the bubble ratio. PipeDream-2BW takes PipeDream-1F1B
further by dividing the pipeline into two buckets to improve
the overlap of computation and communication. It poten-
tially leads to even higher throughput and better utilization,
though at the cost of increased complexity and higher com-
munication load, which are not supported in heterogeneous
clusters. Chimera is a bi-directional scheduled pipeline
method. Two micro batches start to train at the same time
from the first and the last pipeline stage. So it has less
pipeline bubble compared to the common one-directional
pipeline. However, this method needs each stage to contain
two parts of the model parameter, which adds a memory
burden to the GPU-accelerator .

2.4 Auto-Parallel Strategy

Due to the complexity of model structures, the number of
distributed training strategies for models increases exponen-
tially with the number of model layers or operators. This
makes manual tuning of distributed strategies based on ex-
pert experience highly demanding. To address this issue,
researchers have proposed automatic parallelism methods.
These methods utilize dynamic programming or graph al-
gorithms to automatically search for distributed training
strategies for models. These approaches can enhance effi-
ciency by automatically identifying optimal or near-optimal
distributed training strategies.

In recent years, automatic parallelism algorithms have de-
veloped rapidly(Fan et al., 2021; Santhanam et al., 2021;
Schaarschmidt et al., 2021), such as FlexFlow (Jia et al.,
2019), D-rec (Wang et al., 2021), Piper(Tarnawski et al.,
2021), and Alpa (Zheng et al., 2022). FlexFlow constructs a
SOAP search space and employs the Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) algorithm to identify the optimal intra-
operator parallelism strategy. The Double Recursive Al-
gorithm (D-rec) considers both intra-operator and inter-

operator communication costs, utilizing a two-layer recur-
sive algorithm to determine the optimal tensor sharding
strategy. These methods can only search for partial par-
allelism strategies. For training large-scale models, it is
essential to combine multiple parallelism methods. Piper in-
troduces two-level dynamic programming to search for the
distributed parallel strategy for data parallelism and model
parallelism. Alpa supports the joint search of multiple par-
allelism strategies, divides the strategies into intra-operator
parallelism and inter-operator parallelism, and optimizes
intra-operator parallelism using integer linear programming
while arranging inter-operator parallelism using dynamic
programming. However, these methods only support train-
ing large-scale models under homogeneous clusters, not
support or work well in heterogeneous clusters.

2.5 Heterogeneous Training

Unlike distributed training for large-scale models in a ho-
mogeneous cluster with one type of GPU-accelerators, it
introduces communication and computational challenges
in a heterogeneous cluster with multiple types of GPU-
accelerators. For communication, it impedes the transfer
of data between different types of GPU-accelerators, as
different types of GPU-accelerators have their own commu-
nication libraries, which are not compatible with each other.
For computation, existing distributed training strategies can
lead to load imbalance, due to the balanced partitioning of
tasks and the differences in computing resources of different
types of GPU-accelerators.

Existing frameworks that support heterogeneous clusters
include BPT-CNN (Chen et al., 2018), AccPar (Song et al.,
2020), and Whale (Jia et al., 2022). BPT-CNN, a data paral-
lelism algorithm for heterogeneous clusters, allocates setting
the number of batches based on the computing resources
of GPU-accelerators. It dynamically adjusts batch distri-
bution after each training iteration according to the actual
performance of GPU-acclerators. AccPar, a tensor paral-
lelism algorithm, employs dynamic programming to derive
optimal tensor-sharding strategies for each operator. These
methods are limited to single parallelism strategy . Whale
supports both data parallelism and pipeline parallelism . It
employs data parallelism partition according to computing
resources of GPU-accelerators and arranges pipeline paral-
lelism stages with memory resources of GPU-accelerators
in descending order. In conclusion, compared to training
a model in a homogeneous cluster, it needs to solve two
major problems in a heterogeneous cluster, the communica-
tion between different types of GPU-accelerators , and the
efficiency of development and training caused by the com-
plexity of model structure and the performance differences
between multiple types of GPU-accelerators.
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Figure 1: The scheme of HETHUB system

3 DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION

HETHUB, a distributed training system based on Megatron-
LM and Megatron-DeepSpeed (Smith et al., 2022), for
large-scale models in a cluster with different types of GPU-
accelerators. We make optimization in the computing and
communication level based on the differences of hetero-
geneous hardware, compared with the existing distributed
training system in homogeneous clusters. As shown in
Fig. 1, we design an infinity collective communication li-
brary(ICCL) based on Gloo (Facebook, 2023) to support the
communication between heterogeneous GPU-accelerators.
It includes a CPU-based communicator with Ethernet or
IPoIB (Kashyap, 2006) and a GPU-based communicator
with IB. At the communication level, we propose a dis-
tributed performance predictor to predict the training per-
formance of large-scale models, and an automatic parallel
planner to search for efficient distributed training strategies
in heterogeneous clusters for large-scale models.

PCle Switch

Figure 2: CPU-based communicator with Ethernet or [PoIB

3.1 Infinity Collective Communication Library

ICCL, including CPU-based communicator and GPU-based
communicator, is proposed to solve the communication
problem between different types of GPU-accelerators. It is
implemented with Gloo, and supports two types of commu-
nication modes, CPU-based communication and GPU-based
communication.

Figure 3: GPU-based communicator with IB

CPU-based Communicator. This communicator is de-
signed for the scalability of heterogeneous clusters for dif-
ferent types of GPU-accelerator, it supports a new type of
GPU-accelerator to join heterogeneous clusters quickly and
at a low cost for training large-scale models. Physically,
the CPU and the GPU-accelerator are connected through
PCIE. CPUs and GPU-accelerators in a node directly com-
municate with each other via PCIE, and CPUs on different
nodes communicate with each other with IPoIB or Ethernet.
With the CPU-based communicator, the data, such as model
parameters, needs to be copied from the GPU-accelerator
to the CPU with PCIE, and then transferred to the CPU of
target nodes with Ethernet or IPolIB, and lastly copied the
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Figure 4: The workflow of distributed performance predictor

data from the CPU to the GPU-accelerators on the target
nodes with PCIE, as shown in Fig. 2. This method avoids
the differences in communication libraries of different GPU-
accelerators by increasing the copy overhead between CPU
and GPU-accelerators.

GPU-based Communicatior. This communicator is de-
signed based on the RDMA (Kalia et al., 2014) for direct
communication between heterogeneous GPU-accelerators
via IB. Communication is a bottleneck problem in large-
scale model training, because of the strong coupling be-
tween computation and communication of large-scale mod-
els. Different manufacturers have developed special com-
munication libraries for GPU-accelerators to improve com-
munication performance. However, the differences between
communication libraries, such as APIs, data types, etc.,
cause different types of GPU-accelerators to not commu-
nicate directly with each other. We define a unified set of
distributed communication protocols for different types of
GPU-accelerators. It includes data type, communication
primitive(e.g. iSend/iRecive), distributed communication
function(e.g. iAllReduce, iAll-to-All, and etc). This method
has high communication efficiency, but it needs different
manufacturers of GPU-accelerators to adapt the unified com-
munication protocol.

3.2 Distributed Performance Predictor

The distributed performance predictor is designed to find
distributed training strategies for large-scale models in het-
erogeneous clusters with low cost. It proposes a distributed
training strategy generator to construct different strategies
for large-scale models, and presents a workload simulator to

simulate and train models with generated distributed training
strategy. The optimal distributed training strategy searched
by the distributed performance predictor will be used to
train large-scale models in real heterogeneous clusters.

Distrbiuted Training Strategy Generator. It constructs
a computed graph with weights to describe the structure of
large-scale models, where the weights represent the compu-
tation performance of the operator or layer of transformer
models, sampled from different types of GPU-accelerators.
It also samples the computing(e.g. TFLOPs in fp16 preci-
sion) and storage information of different GPU-accelerators,
as well as the communication bandwidth between hetero-
geneous GPU-accelerators. Based on this, we use the ex-
pert experience or automatic parallel method to generate
distributed training strategies for large-scale models, in-
cluding pipeline parallelism, data parallelism, and tensor
parallelism.

Workload Simulator. The workload simulator is devel-
oped to simulate the execution of model training tasks in
real heterogeneous clusters. It will calculate the overhead
of training the large-scale model, such as the time cost for
each iteration step and max memory usage, according to
the distributed training strategy generated by the distributed
training strategy generator and the operator’s execution per-
formance on different types of GPU-accelerators. Lastly,
it will give the optimal distributed parallel strategy for a
large-scale model from multiple strategies generated by the
distributed training strategy generator, to guide the deploy-
ment and training of the model in a real heterogeneous
cluster.
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3.3 Automatic Parallel Planner

It is an NP-hard problem to find an optimal distributed train-
ing strategy for a large-scale model(Kennedy and Kremer,
1998; Liang et al., 2023), as the number of distributed train-
ing strategies increases exponentially with the increase of
the number of model layers or operators, especially in het-
erogeneous clusters. The goal of the automatic parallel
planner is to find an optimal distributed training strategy
for the model automatically. It automatically divides the
large-scale model into multiple sub-models and schedules
them to different GPU-accelerators, according to the execu-
tion performance of the model layer or operator on different
GPU-accelerators. It supports data parallelism, tensor paral-
lelism, and pipeline parallelism for models.

Considering the communication performance between het-
erogeneous GPU-accelerators is lower than that between ho-
mogeneous GPU-accelerators, we employ data parallelism
combined with intra-node tensor parallelism on homoge-
neous nodes and pipeline parallelism across heterogeneous
nodes. To ensure the correctness of training results, pipeline
parallelism satisfies the data constraints of the Pipedream-
1F1B scheme. The specific design is illustrated in the Fig.
5.

Construct search space. A three-level search tree is con-
structed to represent the search space of distributed training
strategies for models. Where the root node represents the
whole model, and the other nodes represent the sub-models
after splitting. Furthermore, the leaf nodes represent the
final models that are executed in a single GPU-accelerator.
The first layer uses a non-uniform pipeline parallelism split-
ting strategy to split the model based on the total number
of transformer layers. The purpose of the splitting is to en-
sure load balancing of the computation for different types of
GPU-accelerator. The second layer splits the sub-model into

homogeneous nodes using a uniform data parallelism strat-
egy. The third layer splits the model into GPU-accelerators
using a uniform tensor parallelism strategy. After three lay-
ers of splitting, the complete model can be mapped to a
heterogeneous cluster for training.

Search distributed training strategy. To make full use
of heterogeneous GPU-accelerator resources, we give two
rules with the goal of load balancing and minimum end-to-
end training time, to guide distributed parallelism strategy
searching in the constructed search tree.

1) Load balance. According to the computing resources
of the heterogeneous GPU-accelerator and the computing
requirements of the model layer, we divide the model layer
irregularly to balance the computing tasks among differ-
ent GPU-accelerators as much as possible. That is, GPU-
accelerators with high computing resources perform more
layers.

2) Minimum end-to-end training time. We schedule
stages in pipeline parallelism to different types of GPU-
accelerators to optimize the end-to-end training time, ac-
cording to the execution time of stages on different types of
GPU-accelerators and the communication time between the
stages.

Based on the above rules, we find a distributed training strat-
egy by using the DFS algorithm to traverse the search tree,
and use the distributed performance predictor to evaluate
the training time of the model with the searched distributed
training strategy. Ultimately, we select the distributed train-
ing strategy with the lowest evaluation cost.
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4 EXPERIMENTS

In order to verify the effectiveness and performance of the
HETHUB system, this paper uses the models of Llama2
to carry out heterogeneous training experiments on NV,
AMD, and other types of GPU-accelerators. In addition, this
paper compares the throughput and MFU performance with
the homogeneous cluster environment, and also analyses
the end-to-end time of model training on a heterogeneous
cluster with 768 GPU-accelerators.

4.1 Experimental Setup

Homogeneous clusters. We use 2 representative homoge-
neous clusters, including the AMD GPU-accelerator and
GPU-accelerator A clusters. The AMD cluster includes 20
worker nodes with 160 GPU-accelerators, each worker node
has 8 GPU-accelerators connected to 192 CPU cores via
PCle switches. The GPU-accelerator A cluster includes 96
worker nodes with 768 GPU-accelerators, each worker node
has 8 GPU-accelerators connected to 128 CPU cores via
PCle switches. And infiniband (IB) is used for homoge-
neous clusters, where the bandwidth is 200 Gb/s.

Heterogeneous cluster. We use 4 heterogeneous clusters
with the ratio of AMD and GPU A being 1:5, including
a 12-nodes cluster with 96 GPU-acclerators(12N96D), a
24-nodes cluster with 192 GPU-accelerators(24N192D), a
48-nodes cluster with 384 GPU-accleraotrs(48N384D) and
a 96-nodes cluster with 768 GPU-accelerators(96N768D).
Infiniband (IB) is used for homogeneous nodes, where the
bandwidth is 200 Gb/s. Ethernet is used for heterogeneous
nodes, where bandwidth is 25 Gb/s.

Experiment parameters. We train Lima2 models with the
hybrid distributed parallelism strategy with pipeline paral-
lelism, data parallelism, and tensor parallelism. For the het-
erogeneous cluster, we employ data parallelism combined
with intra-node tensor parallelism on homogeneous nodes
and pipeline parallelism across heterogeneous nodes. The
details of the configurations are shown in Table 1. Where
DP represents data parallelism, 7' P represents tensor par-
allelism, PP represents pipeline parallelism, NU M is the
number of nodes, global-batch-size=2048* NU M /10 for ho-
mogeneous clusters, and global-batch-size=2048* NU M /6
for heterogeneous clusters, D P=NU M *8/TP/PP and TP=1
for all clusters, and the ratio of heterogeneous clusters is
AMD:GPU A = 1:5.

4.2 Model and Dataset

Model. We choose the language model Llama?2 as the test
model. The Llama2 (Touvron et al., 2023) is a collection of
pre-trained and fine-tuned large language models (LLMs)
ranging in scale from 7 billion to 140 billion parameters,
including Llama2-7B, Llama2-13B, Llama2-35B, Llama2-

70B and Llama2-140B.

DataSet. We conduct experiments on the Dolma and MAP-
CC datasets. Dolma Dataset (Soldaini et al., 2024) is an
open dataset of 3 trillion tokens from a diverse mix of web
content, academic publications, code, books, and encyclope-
dic materials. MAP-CC (Massive Appropriate Pretraining
Chinese Corpus) dataset (Du et al., 2024) is a large-scale
open-source Chinese pre-training dataset developed by Mul-
timodal Art Projection, Fudan University, Peking University,
and other organizations. The dataset contains 80 billion to-
kens and consists of multiple subsets, each from different
data sources, such as blogs, news articles, Chinese encyclo-
pedias, Chinese academic papers, and Chinese books.

4.3 Maetrics

Throughput. Throughput is measured by the number of
tokens calculated by one GPU-accelerator in one second. It
can be calculated according to Eq. 1

LxG

T =
G SxT

ey

L represents the sequence length of the training data, G
means the global batch size of one iteration, .S represents
the number of GPU accelerators being used in the training
process, and T represents the time spent on training one
iteration.

MFU. Model FLOPs Utilization (MFU) is the ratio of the
actual throughput to the theoretical maximum throughput
assuming 100% of peak FLOPs.The definition of MFU
is shown in Eq. 2. We calculate the MFU in the same
environment as the previous section was used.

Thes
Ztest 0 100% 2)

peak

MFU =

where T}.s; stands for the tested TFLOPS in fpl6 preci-
sion per GPU for cluster and T},cqp refers to the theoretical
peak TFLOPS in fp16 precision. For the heterogeneous
cluster, the peak TFLOPS is the average value of all GPU-
accelerators.

Communication. Communication is used to measure the
cost of communication between different nodes for training
models in this paper. The point-to-point communication
Teom in the model training is defined as Eq.3:

Teomm =B x L x H x?2 3)

Where the B represents batch size, L is the sequence length
and H denotes the number of features in each hidden state.
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Table 1: Configuration of model training in homogeneous and heterogeneous clusters.

model Layers Hidden Size PP NUM model Layers Hidden Size PP NUM
12 12
24 24
Llama2-7B 32 4096 12 48 Llama2-13B 40 5120 12 43
96 96

(a) Configurations of Llama2-7B in heterogeneous clusters

(b) Configurations of Llama2-13B in heterogeneous clusters

model Layers Hidden Size PP NUM model Layers Hidden Size PP NUM
12 12
24 24
Llama2-35B 40 8192 12 48 Llama2-70B 80 8192 12 43
96 96

(c) Configurations of Llama2-35B in heterogeneous clusters

model Layers Hidden Size PP NUM
12
24
Llama2-140B 160 8192 24 43
96

(e) Configurations of Llama2-140B in heterogeneous clusters

4.4 Experiment Results
4.4.1 Throughput

We first use the Llama2-7B model to verify the effect of
uniform and un-uniform stage segmentation of pipeline par-
allelism on the performance of a small heterogeneous clus-
ter with 1 AMD GPU-accelerators and 5 GPU-accelerator
A. Then, we train Llam2-7B, Llama2-13B, Llama2-35B,
Llama2-70B and Llama2-140B on different heterogeneous
clusters with un-uniform stage segmentation of pipeline
parallelism, to evaluate the throughput of HETHUB. The ex-
perimental results show that HETHUB has good throughput
performance.

The results in Fig.6 a) show that the performance of non-
uniform stage segmentation is better than that of uni-
form stage segmentation in heterogeneous clusters. Es-
pecially, the un-uniform segmentation with PP = 12 has
the highest throughput performance of 920.84 tokens/GPU-
accelerators/s, it can improve by up to 2.5%, compared to
the uniform segmentation of GPU-accelerator A clusters
with PP=6. The experiment results from Fig.6 b)-f) show
that the throughput of HETHUB remains stable with the

(d) Configurations of Llama2-70B in heterogeneous clusters

model Layers Hidden Size PP cluster NUM
10
AMD 20
Llama2-70B 80 8192 10 60
GPUA 80
96

(f) Configurations of Llama2-70B in homogeneous clusters

increase of model parameter size and heterogeneous clus-
ter size, and the throughput of HETHUB in heterogeneous
clusters reaches 54.71% of an AMD cluster with 160 GPU-
accelerators and 100.96% for a GPU-accelerator A cluster
with 768 GPU-accelerators. For Llama2-70B, the through-
put of AMD is 93.81 TFLOPs/GPU-accelerators, and the
throughput of GPU-accelerator A is 48.08 TFLOPs/GPU-
accelerators. In the heterogeneous cluster of AMD
and More, the throughput reaches a maximum of 51.11
TFLOPs/GPU-accelerators, achieving 91.75% of the the-
oretical value for the heterogeneous cluster. However, if
the number of cluster nodes increases without changing the
model parameter size, the throughput decreases, as the com-
putation per node decreases but cross-node communication
increases.

4.4.2 MFU

To evaluate the scalability and computing performance of
the HETHUB system further, we tested the MFU of train-
ing Llama2-70B model on the homogeneous cluster(Nvidia,
AMD, GPU-accelerator A, GPU-accelerator B, and GPU-
accelerator C) and heterogeneous cluster(including a 2-node
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Figure 6: Throughput performance of HETHUB
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Figure 7: MFU for training Llama2-70B with uniform and non-uniform stage segmentation in pipeline parallism

cluster with Nvidia and GPU-accelerator A, a 2-node cluster
with AMD and GPU-accelerator B, and a 120-node cluster
with AMD and GPU-accelerator C). The experimental re-
sults show that the MFU of HETHUB can reach 97.49% of
the theoretical MFU, compared to existing pipeline parallel
methods with uniform stage segmentation. Where the PP
= 10, a stage has 8 layers for the uniform segmentation
method, and PP = 12, stagesis 766667777777, for
the Non-uniform stage segmentation.

Specifically, in Fig.7 a), the MFU of Nvidia GPU-

accelerator is 56.4%, the MFU of GPU-accelerator A is
45.3%, the MFU of heterogeneous clusters with Nvidia
and GPU-accelerator A with non-uniform segmentation
method is 49.60%, which can reach 97.54% of the the-
oretical MFU 50.85%. The MFU with the non-uniform
segmentation method improves by 9.4% over the uniform
segmentation method. The Fig.7 b), the MFU of AMD GPU-
accelerator is 38.90%, the MFU of GPU-accelerator B is
28.80%, the MFU of heterogeneous clusters with AMD
and GPU-accelerator B with non-uniform segmentation
method is 31.50%, which can reach 93.05% of the the-
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Figure 8: Iterative performance of non-uniform and uniform stage segmentation in pipeline parallism

oretical MFU 33.85%. The MFU with the non-uniform
segmentation method improves by 10.3% over the uniform
segmentation method. The Fig.7 ¢), the MFU of AMD GPU-
accelerator is 38.90%, the MFU of GPU-accelerator C is
35.30%, the MFU of heterogeneous clusters with AMD and
GPU-accelerator C with non-uniform segmentation method
is 35.00%, which can reach 97.49% of the theoretical MFU
35.90%. The MFU with the non-uniform segmentation
method improves by 9.8% over the uniform segmentation
method.

From the above analysis, we can see that the HETHUB
system has excellent scalability, it can support multiple
types of GPU-accleartors for hybrid training large models.
Moreover, the non-uniform segmentation method of pipeline
parallelism is more suitable for heterogeneous clusters than
the uniform segmentation method.

4.4.3 End-to-End Performance

We analyzed the end-to-end performance of the HETHUB
system for training the Llama2-70B model on a heteroge-
neous cluster with 128 AMD GPU-accelerators and 640
GPU-accelerators A, using uniform and non-uniform stage
segmentation method of pipeline parallelism. We use
pipeline parallelism for models across heterogeneous nodes,
AMD, and More. The theoretical bandwidth of Ethernet
between the AMD node and the GPU-accelerator A node
is 25 Gb/s, the actual bandwidth is 18 - 20 Gb/s in a real
environment. The theoretical bandwidth of IB between the
AMD node and GPU-accelerator A node is 200 Gb/s, the
actual bandwidth is 160 - 180 Gb/s in the real heterogeneous
cluster.

The results in Fig.8 show that the end-to-end performance
of the non-uniform stage segmentation method of pipeline
parallelism is higher than the uniform stage segmentation
method, as the differences in the computing resources of

different types of GPU-accelerators. The end-to-end time
with non-uniform stage segmentation method of pipeline
parallelism is 412.49ms, it improves by 18.69%, compared
with the uniform stage segmentation method which needs
507.3ms.

5 CONCLUSION

In this work, we designed and implemented a distributed
training system with hybrid parallelism, HETHUB, for train-
ing large-scale models in heterogeneous clusters, includ-
ing Nvidia, and other types of GPU-accelerators. It sup-
ports the communication between different types of GPU-
accelerators, and realizes the efficient development, deploy-
ment, and training of models through the automatic parallel
planner and distributed performance predictor. Experiments
demonstrate that the optimal performance of our system in
the heterogeneous cluster has achieved up to 97.49% of the
theoretical upper bound performance.
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