Introduction

This poster presents a performance comparison of
three leading supercomputers: Intrepid, Jaguar
and Ranger. We use architectural specifications
and benchmarks to explain differences in applica-
tion performance on these systems. The pro-
grams we picked are representative of the classes
of applications selected by NSF for benchmarking
the Track | supercomputer: NAMD, MILC, and DNS,
a turbulence code.
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