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Abstract. In high-performance computing, hotspot GPU kernels are
primary bottlenecks, and expert manual tuning is costly and hard to
port. Large language model methods often assume kernels can be com-
piled and executed cheaply, which fails in large applications where full
builds and runs are expensive. We present an end-to-end LLM framework
with performance feedback that optimizes kernels without building the
full application. From independently extracted hotspot kernels, it auto-
matically completes code into a Minimal Executable Program (MEP),
then performs multi-round iterative optimization and evaluation out-
side the full application. The framework integrates Automatic Error Re-
pair and Performance Pattern Inheritance to fix faults, preserve cor-
rectness, reuse effective tiling/memory/synchronization strategies, and
reduce search cost. Optimized variants are reintegrated into the origi-
nal application for validation. We evaluate on NVIDIA GPUs and the
Haiguang Deep Computing Unit (DCU) platform (AMD-licensed archi-
tecture) using PolyBench, the AMD APP SDK, and hotspot kernels from
large-scale supercomputing applications. The method achieves average
speedups of 5.05× (PolyBench on NVIDIA), 7.77× (PolyBench on DCU),
1.77× (AMD APP SDK), and 1.25× on three hotspot kernels, surpassing
direct LLM optimization. The approach requires no full-source depen-
dencies, offers cross-platform portability, and enables practical, low-cost
GPU kernel optimization.

Keywords: High-Performance Computing; Large Language Model; GPU Ker-
nel; Minimal Executable Program; Iterative Optimization

1 Introduction

In high-performance computing (HPC), particularly in heterogeneous parallel
computing, hotspot kernels are often the primary source of performance bottle-
necks [1,2,3]. Whether in scientific simulation, numerical computation, or large
language model (LLM) inference and training, the performance of hotspot ker-
nels directly determines overall system efficiency [4,5]. However, GPU kernel op-
timization has long relied on expert experience and manual optimization, which
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is time-consuming and challenging; when hardware architectures change, sub-
stantial rewrites are often required [1,2,3,4,5,6]. Although compiler-based au-
tomation has somewhat lowered the barrier to entry, it still cannot fully replace
expert knowledge and often requires costly parameter tuning to approach peak
hardware performance [7,8,9].

A key prerequisite for effective kernel optimization is code completion for iso-
lated kernels. Existing work on code completion largely targets general-purpose
programming and IDE assistance. However, specialized completion for HPC and
GPU kernels often fails to adequately capture low-level hardware characteristics,
parallel execution models, and specific dependency environments [10]. Moreover,
in complex engineering settings or with non-standard interfaces, LLM-based
completion still faces challenges in ensuring correctness and executability, such
as missing dependencies, data type mismatches, improper thread configurations,
and insufficient boundary handling [11]. These issues not only prevent success-
ful compilation and execution but also introduce uncertainty into downstream
performance optimization. In high-cost HPC contexts, relying solely on LLMs
for code completion often fails to preserve functional semantics and meet the
stability demands of performance optimization.

Meanwhile, LLM capabilities in code completion, software automation, and
program optimization are rapidly advancing [12,13], demonstrating strong po-
tential for GPU kernel optimization [10,14,15,16,17]. Nevertheless, a critical lim-
itation of most LLM optimization studies is their assumption of structurally
complete, directly runnable kernels, which enables repeated compile-run cycles
for performance feedback [10,14,15,16,17]. This assumption often breaks down
in large production applications, where building, linking, and running the full
application can be extremely expensive, with a single run taking minutes to
hours. Under such high costs, validating every LLM-generated candidate within
the full application is unsustainable in terms of development time and compu-
tational resources [8,18].

To address the aforementioned limitations, particularly the high cost of vali-
dation in production environments, we propose an iterative optimization frame-
work with performance feedback that enables automated kernel optimization
without requiring full application builds. Our method integrates four key com-
ponents:

1. Minimal Executable Program (MEP) to isolate the hotspot kernel un-
der time and data-size constraints for repeatable evaluation.

2. Performance-Feedback Iterative Optimization to generate multi-version
candidates, profile them, and rank via trimmed-mean measurements each
round.

3. Diagnostics-Guided Automatic Error Repair (AER) and Functional
Equivalence (FE) to fix build/runtime faults and enforce correctness through-
out the loop.

4. Performance Pattern Inheritance to retain effective tiling/memory/synchronization
strategies and accelerate convergence across rounds and platforms.



An LLM Framework with Minimal Executable Programs 3

Original Hotspot Kernel Minimal Executable Program

Performance Evaluation

Automatic Error Repair

Input Data GeneratorTime & Data Size Constraint

Stage 1: MEP Construction & Evaluation

Functional Equivalence 
Validation

Optimized Candidate 
Generation

Performance-Feedback 
Analysis

Best Candidate to 
Next Round

Stage 2: Iterative Optimization

Optimized Kernel

Fig. 1. The MEP-based LLM framework for GPU kernel optimization.

This design enables efficient kernel-level optimization within a standalone
MEP environment, achieving robust performance improvements while preserving
correctness. The overall framework is illustrated in Figure 1.

2 Related Work

2.1 Compiler-Based and Learning-Based Approaches for GPU
Kernel Optimization

Compiler frameworks and domain-specific languages have long been primary
tools for GPU kernel optimization. Systems such as Halide [19], TVM [8], MLIR [20],
TensorFlow XLA [21], and NVIDIA CUTLASS [22] provide high-level abstrac-
tions for expressing tensor computations and use compiler techniques to optimize
code performance.

Several frameworks further incorporate auto-optimization and search strate-
gies, such as AutoTVM [8] and Ansor [9], enabling automatic exploration of
optimization configurations with minimal human intervention. More recent sys-
tems, including Triton [17] and Mirage [7], leverage new intermediate represen-
tations and multi-level optimization techniques to achieve performance that is
competitive with expert-level implementations.

Despite these advances, compiler-based methods still face challenges in cross-
platform generalization, scalability, and optimization cost. Transferring or re-
optimizing kernels across different architectures often requires significant manual
effort and architecture-specific rewriting [3].
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2.2 LLM-Based Approaches for GPU Kernel Optimization

With the rapid development of LLMs, researchers have increasingly explored
their potential for automating GPU kernel optimization. Early studies primar-
ily focused on general-purpose programming tasks, while subsequent work has
expanded to performance-sensitive code completion, including loop vectoriza-
tion [23], assembly-level optimization [24], and tensor program optimization [25].

In the domain of GPU kernel completion [10,17], iterative optimization has
emerged as a dominant paradigm: the LLM produces candidate kernels, which
are then refined through compilation checks, correctness verification, and per-
formance profiling. A central challenge in this process is maintaining functional
equivalence [26] while achieving performance improvements comparable to those
of hand-optimized implementations.

Recent efforts have investigated prompt-driven optimization strategies [27]
and reinforcement learning-based frameworks [28]. While these methods achieve
promising results on small-scale benchmarks, they typically assume that com-
pilation and execution can be performed at low cost. In large-scale HPC envi-
ronments, where building and running the full application are computationally
expensive [8,18], such assumptions limit their practicality and efficiency.

3 Methodology

3.1 Minimal Executable Program Construction and Evaluation

In real HPC or AI applications, hotspot GPU kernels are often embedded in
large projects where performance data collection depends on full builds and runs,
both incurring high costs. We therefore automatically complete independently
extracted hotspot kernels into a MEP, eliminating dependence on the original
full application.

During code completion, if compilation errors, runtime errors, or output in-
consistencies occur, the system feeds the erroneous code, diagnostics, and ab-
normal outputs back to the LLM to trigger AER. The same AER mechanism
also applies during the iterative optimization stage.

The framework of MEP construction and evaluation is illustrated in Figure 2.

Minimal Executable Program Construction This step builds a MEP for
independently extracted hotspot kernels. The MEP preserves functional logic
and introduces sufficient workload for stable performance analysis, decoupling
evaluation from the large application.

To ensure measurability and efficiency for subsequent optimization, the com-
pletion must satisfy two execution-time constraints:{

Tker ≥ Tmin,

Toverall ≤ Tmax.
(1)
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Fig. 2. The framework of MEP construction and evaluation.

where Tker denotes the average kernel execution time of the MEP, Tmin the
minimum significance threshold, Toverall the total MEP execution time, and Tmax
the global upper bound. The first condition ensures that kernel execution is long
enough to reveal meaningful performance differences. The second ensures that
the total MEP execution time remains within an acceptable budget.

The completion process is LLM-driven: after parsing kernel parameters and
logic, the framework assembles a runnable program that handles input prepara-
tion, memory allocation, kernel invocation, and result handling; it also selects a
problem size that satisfies the stated time constraints.

Input Data Generator Construction Once the MEP is generated, we con-
struct an Input Data Generator that matches the kernel’s input pattern, enabling
repeatable and accurate performance evaluation in the MEP environment.

The generator must satisfy the data size constraint

Sdata ≤ Smax, (2)
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Fig. 3. The framework of performance-feedback iterative optimization.

so that the total execution time remains within limits and memory use is con-
trolled. Here, Sdata is the size of the generated input data (e.g., in bytes or MB),
measured and reported, and Smax enforces compliance with the Toverall ≤ Tmax
constraint specified in Section 3.1.1.

3.2 Performance-Feedback Iterative Optimization

After the construction and evaluation of MEP, the framework enters Performance-
Feedback Iterative Optimization. Each round generates multiple candidates; the
best-performing candidate becomes the baseline for the next round, progres-
sively converging to an improved solution. The framework of this stage is shown
in Figure 3.

Let K(0) denote the baseline kernel version, and K(d) denote the baseline at
the start of round d. Guided by profiler feedback (e.g., cache hit rate, occupancy),
the LLM generates up to N candidates {K(d,n)}Nn=1. Let T

(d,n)
ker be the average

kernel execution time of candidate n in round d. We evaluate performance with
repeated runs (R times) and a trimmed mean to mitigate outliers due to system
noise. Sort the R measurements ascendingly as T (d,n)

(1) , . . . , T
(d,n)
(R) and discard the

lowest and highest k values:

T
(d,n)
ker =

R−k∑
i=k+1

T
(d,n)
(i)

R− 2k
, with R > 2k. (3)

Candidates must satisfy Functional Equivalence (FE) with respect to the
baseline K(d), validated via output consistency checks. Define the feasible set
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C(d) =
{
K(d,n)

∣∣∣ 1 ≤ n ≤ N, FE
(
K(d,n),K(d)

)}
. (4)

We then select the next baseline by

n⋆ = arg min
1≤n≤N, K(d,n)∈C(d)

T
(d,n)
ker , K(d+1) = K(d,n⋆). (5)

Iterations stop when d = D or when the improvement falls below the preset
threshold. Throughout, AER is invoked on compilation or runtime failures, or
FE violations, to automatically repair candidates. In addition, effective optimiza-
tion patterns (e.g., tiling choices, memory coalescing, synchronization restructur-
ing) are summarized and injected as constraints or hints for subsequent rounds
(Performance Pattern Inheritance), enabling the framework to reuse successful
strategies and accelerate convergence.

4 Experiment

4.1 Experimental Setup

To comprehensively evaluate the effectiveness and portability of the proposed
end-to-end LLM framework with performance feedback, we conduct systematic
experiments on two hardware platforms, two benchmark suites, and several large-
scale applications. This section presents the experimental environment, dataset
configurations, parameter settings, and performance evaluation methods.

Hardware and Software Environment
Platform 1 (NVIDIA GPU): NVIDIA GeForce RTX 2080 Ti, CUDA

11.5, Ubuntu 22.04.
Platform 2 (Haiguang DCU [29]): An accelerator based on an AMD-

licensed architecture, supporting the Heterogeneous-Compute Interface for Porta-
bility (HIP) programming model; HIP 24.04; CentOS 7.

LLM Selection: OpenAI o3, accessed via API and combined with our frame-
work’s prompt and performance feedback strategy for iterative optimization.

Datasets and Test Programs
PolyBench [30]: We select 20 GPU kernel benchmarks covering matrix com-

putations, sparse computations, and correlation calculations for testing on both
NVIDIA and DCU platforms.

AMD APP SDK [31]: We select 12 representative GPU example programs,
including image processing, signal transformation, and basic vector/matrix op-
erations, tested only on the DCU platform.

Large-Scale Supercomputing Applications: Three HPC applications
running on the Oriental Supercomputer (LAMMPS [32], MISA-MD [33] and
xblue) are characterized by complex engineering dependencies and large com-
putational scale, and are tested only on the DCU platform. LAMMPS is an
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open-source molecular dynamics simulator widely used for materials modeling.
MISA-MD is a molecular dynamics software. And xblue is a computational fluid
dynamics code.

Iterative Optimization Parameter Settings For PolyBench, we set D = 6
iteration rounds and N = 3 candidate codes per round, due to relatively small
kernel sizes and limited optimization space. For AMD APP SDK and large-
scale applications, we use D = 10 and N = 5 to fully explore optimization
opportunities in more complex kernels.

Performance measurements: each candidate version is executed R = 30 times,
applying the trimmed mean method to remove the highest and lowest k = 3 runs
before averaging.

Performance Evaluation Method We define Speedup as:

Speedup =
tbaseline

toptimized

where t is the average execution time.
Three performance indicators are reported:

1. Standalone Speedup – measured in the MEP.
2. Integrated Speedup – measured after integrating the optimized kernel

back into the original application.
3. Direct LLM Optimization Speedup – measured by directly using the

kernel generated from OpenAI o3 without performance-feedback loop, serv-
ing as a baseline comparison.

Only optimizations passing Functional Equivalence verification are included
in Speedup statistics.

4.2 PolyBench Benchmark Results

PolyBench is a standard GPU optimization benchmark suite derived from Poly-
Bench, adapted for CUDA frameworks. Most kernels are small-scale with single
computation paths, offering limited optimization space. We test on both NVIDIA
RTX 2080 Ti (CUDA) and DCU platforms (HIP ported from CUDA).

Results are shown in Tables 1 and 2.
We observe consistent performance trends across both platforms, with av-

erage integrated speedups of 5.05× (NVIDIA) and 7.77× (DCU), both clearly
outperforming Direct LLM Optimization (2.10× and 2.28×). Standalone test
results closely match the integrated performance, validating the credibility of
using MEP for optimization guidance.
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Table 1. PolyBench speedup on NVIDIA platform

Name Standalone Integrated Direct LLM Optimization

2MM 3.39 1.45 1.45
3MM 2.84 3.13 3.09
ADI 1.57 1.58 1.47
ATAX 2.19 1.06 1.05
BICG 7.14 7.22 1.00
CORR 14.64 14.27 5.42
COVAR 14.04 13.78 0.86
GEMM 2.75 3.48 3.63
GEMVER 7.10 7.23 3.59
GESUMMV 1.79 1.84 1.87
GRAMSCHM 6.55 5.89 1.73
SYR2K 3.70 3.74 1.02
SYRK 1.08 1.08 1.08

Average 5.29 5.05 2.10

Table 2. PolyBench speedup on DCU platform

Name Standalone Integrated Direct LLM Optimization

2MM 2.12 1.25 0.98
3MM 30.99 22.30 2.57
BICG 5.19 5.57 0.90
CORR 6.02 6.83 0.98
COVAR 11.87 9.00 0.84
GEMM 5.50 6.26 6.08
GEMVER 5.60 5.84 0.90
GESUMMV 3.77 4.05 1.08
SYR2K 2.63 10.60 4.56
SYRK 4.40 5.99 3.93

Average 7.81 7.77 2.28

4.3 AMD APP SDK Benchmark Results

AMD APP SDK provides diverse GPU sample programs and is optimized in
terms of memory access and thread layouts. We test 12 representative cases on
the DCU platform using HIP, with D = 10, N = 5.

The average integrated improvement is 1.77×, significantly higher than the
1.13× from Direct LLM Optimization. Notably, kernels involving multi-thread
synchronization and memory optimization (e.g., bitonicsort, reduction) show
substantial acceleration.
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Table 3. AMD APP SDK speedup on DCU platform

Name Standalone Integrated Direct LLM Optimization

binomialoption 1.26 1.25 0.99
bitonicsort 1.03 3.86 1.73
dwthaar1d 1.00 1.00 Err
fastwalshtransform 1.01 2.43 0.75
matrixmultiplication 1.15 1.19 1.10
reduction 3.38 1.94 1.26
simpleconvolution 1.03 1.04 0.85
vectoradd 1.05 1.47 1.21

Average 1.36 1.77 1.13

Table 4. Large-scale HPC applications speedup on DCU platform

Name Standalone Integrated Direct LLM Optimization

LAMMPS 1.85 1.60 1.00
MISA-MD 1.01 1.01 0.98
xblue 2.48 1.13 1.00

Average 1.78 1.25 1.00

4.4 Large-Scale Applications Results

We test three hotspot kernels of HPC applications running on the Oriental Super-
computer: LAMMPS (k_energy_fast), xblue (gauss_all_seidel_backfor),
and MISA-MD (md_nei_itl_wf_atom_soa). Each has complex dependencies
and larger computational scale than benchmarks. We use D = 10, N = 5 for
these tests.

The average integrated speedup is 1.25×, compared to nearly no improvement
from Direct LLM Optimization. Standalone kernel results are closely aligned
with integrated metrics, reinforcing the reliability of the MEP approach in com-
plex settings. No cases showed expected gains in standalone tests but regressions
upon integration, indicating strong robustness of the framework.

5 Conclusion

We proposed an end-to-end LLM-based GPU kernel optimization framework
that builds Minimal Executable Programs to avoid costly full-application runs,
integrating Automatic Error Repair and Performance Pattern Inheritance for ef-
ficient, cross-platform optimization. Experiments on benchmarks and real HPC
kernels show clear gains over direct LLM optimization. While standalone MEP
results generally predict integrated performance well, occasional larger gaps arise
from inevitable differences between the MEP and the original execution environ-
ment, such as compiler, runtime, and dataflow discrepancies. Future work will
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focus on narrowing this gap by enhancing environment fidelity in MEP construc-
tion and adaptive integration strategies.
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