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The performances of the CRAYT3E and CRAYC90 were compared in the point of acrodynamics.
The CRAYC90 with and without the highest vector option was run, respectively. The CRAYT3E
was run with various processors (from Ipe to 32pes). The communication utilities of MPI and
SHMEM were used to inform the boundary data to the other processors. The DADI Euler solver,
which is implicit scheme and use central difference method, was used. The domain decomposition
method was also used. As the result, the CRAYC90 with the highest vector option is 5.7 times
faster than the CRAYT3E with 1 processor . However, because of the scalability of the CRAYT3E,
the CRAYT3E with more than 6 processors is faster than CRAYC90. In case that 32 processors
used, the CRAYT3E is 6 times faster than CRAYC90 with the highest vector option.
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