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Sonneveld Typed SOR Method vs. Classical SOR Method

Yuzo KUSAKABE , Seiji FUJINO and Masatoshi HARUMATSU
(Received June 12, 2009)

Abstract: The classical SOR (Successive Over-Relaxation) method is originated from the dissertation
by D. Young in 1950. After that, the SOR method has been often used for the solution of problems
which stem from various applications. The SOR method, however, has many issues on possibility of

the solution. Since the SOR method greatly depends on spectrum of iteration matrix, applicability of
the SOR method is not robust. In this paper, we extend IDR (Induced Dimension Reduction) Theorem
proposed by Sonneveld and van Gijzen to designing of the residual of the SOR method, and accelerate
its convergence rate and stability. Through numerical experiments, we make reveal significant effect of
accelerated residual of the proposed Sonneveld typed SOR method.
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2. IDR-based Gauss-Seidel ;%
2.1 —MEREE
iR d REBE R E

Az =b (1)

9%, TTT, THAIRKRE En x nOEBITY], xkb
EnIOTOMENT MV EEANT bV &L TS, —Ri
AR E A REBITY A%

A=M-N (2)

EMET A, T, {TRIM, NIERIET R, ok
x, BINEFEADIERDEIIcERDEINS.

Mz =Nz +b. (3)
THIL,

=M 'Nz+M'b
=Bx+ Vb (4)

LEWTS. TTT,

B=M"'N,b=M"b (5)
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TH3.
T, ROBRBR#EZD, TTT, xoldFHHEM
FRRY RFIVTHB.

xiy1 = Bxp + b, £=0,1,2,.... (6)
AT FIVEFEp(B) < LOOBEGRBE DI DE & T O

ERGNKT 5. F£/z, BENT Pr 3RO TER
5.

ry = Bxy + b — . (7)
FEROKXMEEDEURENT Mo, EEEXT B
Wren BROBIERTRTCENTES. LEL,
ro=M"1(b— Azo) TH%.

Tyl = Tk + Tk, (8)

Th+1 = Brg. (9)
cokE, EHOOOEHILRL SERE NS EEIITE
REFEOHERERET7 VIV A LICBERZIZHDT
3. FTOWKMEIKETHIBICKET 5. £z, BAE
747510 & ¥ Richardson DEEIC I 52,

R, IDREBICEDE, BEr ROV ZHIEL
ROBFRRER=FT LT 5.

Tit1 = B(re + ve(re — 7r—1))- (10)

By, FRCDICREY, IDREETEAINIE
N7 b ibp & DEZREE,

Te + (T —Tk-1) L P (11)
Ihkbb,
(P, +(rK = T-1)) =0 (12)

hHRBENSG. K(10)0 5ROELANET .

(B~ I)(®k+1 ~ Tk)

=Tk+1 — Tk
= B(rk + Ye(rk — Th=1)) — Tk
= (B—I)(ri +vB(xr — TK-1))- (13)

HERF(B — DREANSRET S L,

Tr+1 — Tk

= ri + v Bk — Tp-1)

=7% +Y6(re — TE-1) + Y6(Th — TH-1) (14)
L5, Ko7,

dxy = Tk — Tr-1, (15)

drk =Tk — Tk-1 (16)

L, IDREBEIREDSWRGEEDELENY ML

Tpy1 = Tk + Tk + YedTE + YEdTE, (17)
Trt1 = B(rg + yrdry)
= M 'N(ry + yrdri). (18)

RFEL, FROWER TR, = M~ (b— Azy) L7 D,
IR U T2 & EOMMEEICHENE C 2580
HB. FTT, reer’  CEZEBRA, vi =M1l 235
ERDELIRNY D EBEENT Flre DL
MWELHNS.

Tipr = Tk + M7 (rk + yedri) + yrdak, (19)
Tk+1 = B(rg + yrdre)
= NM ™ (ry + ydry). (20)

TDLE, REFTHNEEKROB=M'NTEH%L
B=NM1tk3H, AT FVERE p(B) < 1.00OH
FRIZERICAL D LB EROBIERBIERT 5. —R{LK
BEORERLITFICRT.

— IR EEDOEE

Let xo be an initial solution,
put 7o = b — Axy,
Let p be a random vector,
set y0 = 0,
for k=0,1,2,...
8, = M7 (v + ydry),
dxpi1 = 8k + dTk,
drg+1 = Nsp — rg,
Tkl = Tk + dTk+1,

Tyl = T + dTra,
lresall2

< ¢ stop
lIroll2
ern = (P Trr1)
(p,dris1)’
end for.

2.2 IDR-based GSi%
BEAPAZUTOL S IC0#T 5.

A=L+D+U. (21)

T T T, LIZEBTFZATTY, DIINATS, Uldkshk
S/AGFHE TS, GSETRRETFIB = NM~ Y

M=L+D, (22)
N=-U (23)
LEFL, FNIZXDIDR-based GSIE(LLT, IGSHEL
BRI)MEENS.
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3. IDR-based SOR %

3.1 IDR-based SORZENEH

i L FERRIC, —RILREEDOEEZSORKICHEAT
52tkEEZXB. SORERX, CSEDBEMUBERT b
T  DEHOMEIC, TR Y R IVOBIE B % IE %S
WwTBATBCLICKOINREERDZREETH 5.
SOR¥EDKIEITYIB = NM 13 g FRHuE &L

M=L+£D, (24)

N:%—DD—U (25)

TEHRENS. LUTFIC, IDR-based SOREDEERTRT.

IDR-based SORZEDE .

Let xp be an initial solution,

put 7o = b — Axo,

Let p be a random vector,

set v0 = 0,

for k=0,1,2,...
sk = (L+ éD)_I(”'k + vk drK),
dxpi1 = 8k + yrdxi,
MMJ:—«I—%MJ+Uﬁk—m,
Th+1 = Tk + drgqa,
Tpi1 = Tk + dTpy,

r
if M < e stop

3.2 F¥y OFEIR
BENT blr ODFEHONITPEANT MVzHVE
WA,

Tip1 = NM ™ (v + yedrr) (26)

LEERYED, TOLEEERNT Mlpkre+ydryld
EREZNHND,
_ (p,rx)
(p,dr)
B DRE B, THEZRLEMER,
—F, BEAZ Flri 1 DEFHFORCHBNT, IO
FDORD / IV ey + Yedrk| |2 DBRIMED 5 750y, & 1R
HB. Tiabb,

Yo = (27)

(Tk + Yedre, Tr + rdry)

= (rr, k) + 2% (&, d7i) + Y2 (drk, dry)
B Ry D2RAEEZ Ty TIRMAT 5. 2L T, 56
N7 (ry, dri) + vi(dri, dry) DEBOTHZ A5,

_ _ (d'rk, rk)
Ve (d'rk,drk)

LB BRET D, TARRIR2EPES,
HIEDORBRIDFE, HEANT bplri  ZEREE
3, RENFOpEp = (NMY)Tp &9 318N
HB5D, pRTREERETHBHTORBEMEDN TV, —
FH, BEBORIR2OBE, ||[ri41| 2B IMET B 7281,
K(2)HDry, drld, 1o = NM rg,dri = NM™'dry
EELBIRENDS. UL, HEEMEMT 5720,
HEDBERTEEVWERDNS.

(28)
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Table 1ic, SORi%, ISORE, BEEINBEOKE LR
HroOEERRERT. BEKEEEZ, FEEXNHITHE
fRd & & &< #H X %BiCGStabi:, GPBICG ik,
BiCGSafelf 2 BATZ. BHFDNNZ"IXIEFBEER, Av
BITH- R T FVHEEHE, (u,v)idRT MVONBEEE,
utv ERNT FVELOMBRE, avidEHET LD
BEELERTS. £z, SitEOHNOFHRIELE L
BEBOBAREKRT 5. 72721, SORETIIITH.RZ
FVEBE TS FIVEILOMBEE(ERD D X)3E
1|, 3ETHsB. EL, BERHEDHITIEEEr,D
BFHALETHSH, SOREOEEFICENIEELL
V. ZDT, EBICIITH-AT MVEMN2E, N7 RV
RLOMBEIZ4AENCHEZ 5 C L2 MFRT 5.

Table 1 Computational cost per one iteration of each

method.
method Av (u,v) lutv| aw
(X2NNZ) | (x2n) | (xn) | (xn)
IGS 1 2 5 2
SOR 1* 0 3* 2
ISOR 1 2 5 2
BiCGStab 2 4 6 6
GPBiCG 2 7 16 13
BiCGSafe 2 7 14 13
5. % fE R R

5.1 TANHE

Table 2IC 7 A MTF|(12fH)DHRRZRT. T A MMT5
70 FREOHTHIT—ZN—ADDHEH LTZD. &
TR DR EIE, SR, iR, EEREN, &
BT L, ThHO75 TISORZEDLAER M 5.

5.2 FEHERIEEHESYE
FAFTEBRELABERMFRROBY THS. 5tEIIX
IRNTHEREZH N RRERE T, SFEHRE
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Table 2 Specifications of test matrices.

matrix dimension NNZ | ave. | analytical
NNZ | field

epbl 14,734 95,063 | 6.45 | structural

epb2 25,298 | 175,027 | 6.94

epb3 84,617 | 463,625| 548

poisson3Da 13,514 | 352,762 | 26.10
poisson3Db 85,623 | 2,374,949 | 27.74

xenonl 48,600 | 1,181,120 | 24.30

raefsky2 3,242 | 294,276 | 90.77 | hydro-
raefsky3 21,200 | 1,488,768 | 70.22 | dynamic
memplus 17,758 126,150 | 7.10 | electrical
wang3 26,064 | 177,168 6.80

wang4 26,068 177,196 | 6.80

k3plates 11,107 { 378,927 | 34.12 | acoustics

HP Workstation xw4200(CPU: Intel(R) Pentium(R) 4,
vy 7 B E: 3.8GHz, A€ J: 3Gbytes, OS: Suse
Linux version 9.2, KA b4 mizar)ZFW\ 7z, 284
I Intel Fortran Compiler ver.8.1% V>, B4 7
g Vid-O3% A Uiz, REIOERANCIE, FortranDFf
HIEH B B etimeZ UV 2. ETERHIOBARH LT 5.
BOEANY bk, EE#ELe=(1,---, )T &3 &K
21, b=AzEDR. ANRERF, HHHGCS
%, IGSiE, HHAISORE, ISOR¥:, BiCGStabi%,
GPBIiCG ¥, BiCGSafe =D TR TH 5. IGSIE,
ISORIEDHEINY M VpIB L U BiCGStabi%, GPBICG
%, BiCGSafe DO F M v RV RE, HIMKE
ro(=b— Azo), X0, 1O—REE, EE1.0D3ED %
5.Z7z. SOR¥E, ISOREDMEFERWIZXE1.0, 2.0]T
0.14BTILED 5X, REDLDERITR L. IR
ERMEE, HMERED2/ VL Hre+ill2/llrolle < 1078
E LT, TRz E TN ToL Uiz, fTHIETHNA
A=) YT K> THREEEZTXTLOCERIE L.
7z, BRAREEEIZ10000E & Uz,

Tables 3-41C Z1THNC B} B FREDOPR G2 RT.
eZ L, RFODTRR” I E DM FLZE (True Relative
Residual) D& B (log, o) DIEEREREL, LT 11C
I B|b— Axpii]l2/]|b— Axo] |2 DETHS. X, &
D “rand”, “const” 3 —FRELE (random number), &
#1.0(constant) 2 Z X EKT 5. T HiC, RFDmax”,
“break” (I AR B EEE TTRICGR, L THEDOA—
N—=Ta—DkHHENERTEFRT LIz L 2L
Bd 5. £z, SMAICELRINEE TOFERENR
"WDEHOREKFETER LK. Table 5lcTables 3-4X& D
ZIR1DISORENw = 1.0 TEEE -7 17 ¥l epb3,
raefsky?2, raefsky3, k3platesic 31} 52EIR1 DISORE
Dwlt & % RIEEROEEOKTERT.

Fig. 178 poisson3DbiC B} 54D DEEDH MR
EZRERTRT. Fig. 2175 epb2ic BUF B4 DDMRED

Table 3 Convergence of SOR, ISOR and other methods.

matrix method Yk » w itr. | time | TRR
(ry)

GS - - -1 7614 8.49 ) -6.00

[ -| 1600| 1.62]-6.40

1GS 1 rand -| 2143 | 2.18 | -6.56

const - 1576 1.60-6.30

SOR - - 1.6 1 2049 | 2.29]-6.00

epbl o 1.5 5181 0.49 | -6.01

ISOR 1 rand | 1.5 464 | 0.42 | -6.05

const | 1.5 466 | 0.46 | -6.04

2 - 1.1 586 | 0.54 | -6.00

BiCGStab | - | (rand) - 259 | 0.31 | -6.17

GPBIiCG - | (rand) - 260 | 0.44 | -6.60

BiCGSafe | - | (rand) - 256 | 0.39 | -6.16

GS ~ - - 951 1.89 | -6.00

ro - 205! 0.38 | -6.64

1GS 1 rand - 208 | 0.40 | -6.44

const - 214 0.41) -6.61

SOR - - 1.3 529 | 1.06 | -6.00

epb2 rgo 1.2 157 | 0.30 | -6.06

ISOR 1 rand | 1.2 152 | 0.28 | -6.22

const | 1.2 158 | 0.29 | -6.30

2 - 110 136 | 0.24 | -6.01

BiCGStab | - | (rand) - 116 | 0.28 | -6.18

GPBIiCG - | (const) - 114 | 0.37 ] -6.21

BiCGSafe | - | (const) - 116 | 0.35 | -6.06

GS - - -| max | 60.34 | -4.59

o -| 1563 | 11.24 | -6.28

1GS 1 rand -1 1373 9.83] -6.15

. const -| 1384 | 10.01 | -6.09

SOR - - 1.0 | max | 60.34 | -4.59

epb3 [ 1.0| 1537 10.19 | -6.29
ISOR 1{ rand |[1.0| 1379 | 9.14|-6.00

const | 1.0 1406 | 9.24 | -6.16

2 - 1.0 | max | 63.52 | -4.75

BiCGStab | - | (const) - 1122 9.37] -6.02

GPBiICG - (all) - - - -

BiCGSafe | - (rg) - 1031 {10.65 | -6.01

GS - - -1 2148 | 7.15| -6.00

0 - 191 | 0.43|-6.44

1GS 1 rand - 174 | 0.39 ] -6.37

const - 237 | 0.53 | -6.32

SOR - - 1.9 134 | 0.47 | -6.04

poisson- 0 1.8 741 0.16 | -6.01

3Da ISOR 1 rand | 1.8 76 | 0.18 | -6.08

const | 1.8 74| 0.17 ] -6.01

2 - 1.9 124 | 0.28 | -6.02

BiCGStab | - | (rand) - 74| 0.27]-6.02

GPBIiCG - | (rand) - 70| 0.28 | -6.04

BiCGSafe | - | (const) - 70| 0.28 | -6.05

GS - - - | break - -

0 - 819 | 15.49 | -6.97

I1GS 1 rand - 674 | 12.73 | -6.66

const - 744 | 14.06 | -6.98

SOR - - all | break - -

poisson- g 1.8 2391 4.50  -6.03

3Db ISOR 1 rand | 1.8 249 | 4.69 ) -6.18

const | 1.8 2531 4.78 1 -6.11

2 - 1.1 514 | 9.53 | -6.00

BiCGStab | - | (rand) - 1931 9.25 | -6.02

GPBIiCG - (all) - - - -

BiCGSafe | - | (const) - 175 7.19| -6.00

GS - - - | break - -

0 - | max | 63.90 | -5.50

IGS 1 rand -| 5343 |34.21 | -4.10

const - | max | 64.36 | -5.27

SOR - - all | break - -

xenonl ) 1.8 1246 | 8.24 | -6.08

ISOR 1 rand 1.9 1377 9.11 | -6.21

const | 1.6 ] 1157 | 7.70 | -4.44

2 - 1.2 | 1020 | 6.60 | -6.00

BiCGStab | - | (const) - 436 | 4.76 | -6.06

GPBiIiCG - | (const) - 418 | 5.36 | -6.00

BiCGSafe | - (ro) - 361 | 4.40 | -6.01
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Table 4 Convergence of SOR, ISOR and other methods. Table 5 Variation of iterations of ISOR method with
matrix | method Y P w itr. | time | TRR vk : 1 when w varies as w = 0.5, 0.6,..., 1.0 for
(rg) matrices epb3, raefsky2, raefsky3 and k3plates.
GS - - -| max|19.74 | 111.36 . : -
o - 308 | 0.35 | -5.78 matrix L:' itr. | time | TRR
1GS 1| rand | -| 321| 036]| -5.70 0.5 | 8308 | 53.79 ) -4.75
const | -| 320| 0.38| -5.91 0.6 | 3395 21.83 | -6.02
SOR - — 10 max 11974 11136 epb3 0.7 2485 | 16.08 | -6.07
raet. 1ol 339 040 6.16 (p=rand) | 0.8 | 1977 | 12.80 | -6.03
sky2 | ISOR 1| rand |1.0| 353| 0.41| -6.02 0.9 | 1730 | 11.22 | -6.00
const |1.0| 349 | 0.42| -6.06 1.0 | 1379 | 9.14 | -6.00
2 - 13| 4101 | 4.73| -6.00 0.5| 9451 1.08-6.11
BiOCGStab | - | (const) | - | 304] 0.65| -6.02 06| 726 0.83)-6.00
GPBIiCG - | (rand) _ 289 | 064 -6.15 raefsky2 0.7 652 | 0.76 | -6.68
BiCGSafe | - | (ro) -] 201| 0.63] -6.17 (p=r0) gg g;g g‘ig '2?;
GS - - - | break - - ' : e
o T 1832 9.81| -6.08 1.0) 339 0.40 | -6.16
IGS 1| rand .| 1979|1052 | -6.09 0.51 2941 16.77 | -6.03
const -| 1804 9.59 | -6.12 0.6 | 2863 | 16.18 | -5.80
SOR - ~ all | break = = raefsky3 0.7 | 2200 | 12.44 | -6.00
raef- 7o [ L0| 1915]10.77 | -6.13 (p=ro) |0.8] 1642 9.40}-6.10
sky3 | ISOR 1| rand |1.0| 1907|1071 | -6.05 0.9 11543 | 8.78 | -6.04
const | 1.0| 1899 | 10.65| -6.01 1.0 | 1915 10.87 | -6.13
) - 10T max155.69 T 65.73 0.5 | 7406 | 12.53 | -6.13
BiCGStab | - | (rand) | - | 1435 15.00| -6.00 0.6 | 2522 4.24 | -5.60
GPBIiCG | - | (rand) | -| 1395|15.92| -6.00 k3plates | 0.7 | 3881 | 6.51}-5.14
BiCGSafe | - | (rand) | -| 1407 |15.61| -6.01 (p=const) | 0.8 | 8776 | 14.73 | -5.96
GS - - - max [14.97| -5.11 0.9 | 3313 | 5.58 -5.56
P> 1 4954 | 5.95 6.21 1.0 | max | 16.73 | -4.91
IGS 1| rand .| 7164| 8.67| -5.37
const - | 6092 7.33 -4.99
SOR . - 1.0 1782 | 2.69| -6.00 , L .
mem- ro | 10| 444 0.53| -6.05 1398 tammake] ——
plus ISOR 1 rand | 1.9 472 | 0.56 | -6.15 1 g:ggg:‘afb ]
const | 1.9 431 0.53 -6.04
2 . 12| 1203 | 1.37| -6.00 0 1
BiCGStab | - | (ro) T 152] 0.24] -6.08 A
GPBIiCG - (ro) - 96 | 0.21| -6.01 3
BiCGSafe | - (ro) - 110 | 0.22| -6.01 E R |
GS - - | 4499 | 884 -6.00 2
0 -] 375 0.72] -6.31 Ty Y
1GS 1| rand .| s51| 1.06| -642 | TNAT
const - 531 1.01 -6.26 4} 1
SOR - - 19| 221| 045] -6.02
wang3 0 1.8 106 | 0.19 | -6.36 S 1
ISOR 1| rand |1.8| 114| 021 -6.22
const [1.8| 111| 0.22| -6.34 S T . s a4 5 6 1 s s 1w
2 - 19| 222| 0.39] -6.02 CPU Time ]
BiCGStab | - | (ro) - 96| 0.23 | -6.12
GPBIiCG - (ro) - 97| 0.35| -6.10 Fig. 1 History of relative residual 2-norm of four meth-
BiCGSafe | - (ro) - %] 030] -6.15 ods for matrix poisson3Db
GS - N T 2473 | 4.87| -6.00 p :
o | 448 | 0.85| -6.67
168 Ll oqand |- 580) MOV oa MR EBEZ KT, Fig. 31 Tables 3-4& D&R1D
const - . -6.
SOR : N 19 246 050! -6.01 ISOREMH % T H 7217 ¥ poisson3Da, poisson3Db,
wang4 ) 1.8 134 0.26 | -6.02 ~ 32 3 — 4 P
ISOR o iel 1aal 026 o600 wang3iC B1F 5 ZIR1DISORFEDWIC & 5 KIBREIKDE
const [1.8| 135| 0.26| -6.29 BT RRY. £, Fig. 4iCTables 3-4 & 0 #ik1
. ) 1 ) 6. . . _
A LA e DISOREN W = 1.0TEE L %5 > 72175lepb3, raefsky?2,
GPBICG | - | (ro) - 101 037] -6.24 raefsky3, k3platesic 51} %:&IR1 DISORZEDWIC L B
BiCGSafe | - | (rand) | - 96| 0.30| -6.21 . . ) .
Gs B, . | max | 28.18 | -5.94 RERROLHOBT#TRY. Figs. 1-4TRSREL X
1GS N r;gd i zz ig:;g :g:gg URZ FVpDERD > 5, Tables 3-4 T & B /&IY
const | -| max|16.42| -5.45 WHERRLIZEOEAWE, Fiz, EREROOHEHFEIZK
o e BA[0.5, 2.0] TO.IAIR T 6@ D £ 5X 2.
plates | ISOR 1 rand | 1.3 | 5219 | 8.68| -5.13 Tables 3-5B LT Figs.l-4®€ﬂ%¥h‘ 5, L}{—F@fﬂﬁ
const |1.2| 8387 |14.18| -5.23 S - .
2 — [To0| 786 1.33| -6.00 ZIRBTENTES.
BiCGStab | - | (rand) - 176 | 0.52 | -6.00 £ 3 - o 3 J
GPBIiCG - | (const) - 162 | 0.54| -6.00 o FHIISORIEDPIRIEIC LT, ISORIE DA
BiCGSafe | - | (const) | -| 156 | 0.50| -6.00 IZENTWVA.
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BiCGStab +

BiCGSafe = e

Relative Residual

y . . . P |
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 02 025 03 035
CPU Time (5]

Fig. 2 History of relative residual 2-norm of four meth-
ods for matrix epb2.

'posssénlDa' i
poisson3Db ==aemwen
wang3 *
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Fig. 3 Variation of iterations of ISOR method with
Y, ¢ 1 when w varies as w = 0.5, 0.6,. .., 2.0 for
matrices poisson3Da, poisson3Db and wang3.
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