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_Task CPU time GPU time
Assembly of system matrices 121.97 ms 13.83 ms
Solution of forward systems 545s 461.60 ms
Solution of adjoint systems 6.025 508.29 ms
Assembly of sensitivity matrix 16.68 s 1.03s
Computation of Gaull-Newton update  10.87 s 331.92 ms
Total reconstruction time 5.41 min 2494 s
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