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Abstract. Consider solving large sparse symmetric positive semidefinite linear systems.
Since CG may not converge for inconsistent systems, we use MINRES. We will use right
preconditioning for MINRES; since it is easier to preserve the equivalence of the problem,
especially for the inconsistent case. We first introduce the algorithm for the right precon-
ditioned MINRES. Then, we propose the right preconditioned MINRES using Eisenstat
SSOR. Some numerical experiments indicate that the right preconditoned MINRES using
Eisenstat SSOR is efficient and robust. Finally, we show that the residual norm can be
further reduced by restarting the method.

1. FU®IC
A € R™" 2 REUBBR T IEEMEN PR T4, x, beR" & L, RIi R
(1.1) Ax=b

¥ 7o 3w/ R ([3])
(1.2) ;rcréi{‘ lb — Ax|l>

ZEMENICES 2 Ex2FEZ S, 22T, HUXTZ PV bliE RA) (A DEZER) 2T LD
X EIRET S, DI, M —RAGEADELART bV b B RA) ITEL TWE9E
T (1.1), (1.2) ZLUTD & ) ITHES,
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e consistent : b € R(A)
e inconsistent : b ¢ R(A)

1.1 [CH?E 1
(1.1) DISHASTEO—> L LT, ROER ) 4 < v RIESZF 52 ([18)).

-V -(BVu) = finQ eR?
-n-(BVu)=gonT

I 2T B(x) € L™(Q, R 13 EIEERIS L ¥ 5.

Z DR % AR EDP A REEE TR T 28, FHK Q 2%/ Q TRl 2B
DIFEPEREDRAT 5720, WHRFIEEME 2R BIT51% b D, inconsistent 7283 — X5
BB ons ZEpWEIN T3 ([18)).

1.2 ICH»”E 2
(1.1) DIEHZED—> L LT, ROMEEHERGIHIZT 53 ([15)).

V X (uV X Ay) + jwor(Ay + VV) = Jo
jwV-O'(ffm+VV):0
V-Jy=0

TITA, BRIV PLVET YR, VIERAATET VT v, Jo IZEHER, u 3R
BYR, o ZAREER, o 3EERL2ERT. Oy A2 0A REEDE CHEib

L, A, VERABE L7, (GEATHIA2EIEE T consistent 7837 — KGR &
ns,

1.3 MERE

REBATIN DN R 72354, DUN OB 2 5 —RX 52323 inconsistent 12 72 % A[REMEDS
H5.

1. BEIGIT DI
2. HIIR 7 bV RET HBEDHAE (BIHIEEE)
3. R Z 2T v T Ao
& 2 AT, REATIID R R ey, @ —XITHEDY consistent 2> inconsistent 72> (X S Hij

WZIEHO o LWEERH 5, WIREIEEME R IREATI 2 b Dy, —X 5D consistent
%86, CGIEE—oDM%E 5 2% 2 & DEUANIIREEZ 11TV %73, inconsistent 7254
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W2, RN IRBICPOR T 2 LIRS v, 2 2T, WA IR R REE T % b oMl
R FHE DY inconsistent 24T e/ R %Z 5. 2 5 MINRES 7% K€k & L C

HIRT %,
Z TR X TIREATIH O R %2 Z % L 72 MINRES ORI EZIRET 5
[25,26] .

9, SR [13] TR SN E D & MINRES 7% R 708y — R G FEUEM L 7285
4, inconsistent 72 ¥iEy, PO %A Z O 7 D121, ERILEL L H &, AR D 553
HILERATH DIEIRNER S Th 5 Z & 2k, fHILEE MINRES E0EAb %2179, 20
T, CGEDMmMAIFTIEIZ 8\ CRIERANRD 72 ® I & 415 Eisenstat’s trick 2 Z D
A HTALEE MINRES #:12 &2 2 X 912 L7z, Eisenstat SSOR #5HiLIE MINRES i (DL#
E-SSOR £ HiALEE MINRES i & MR8 22589 5, £7-, BfEFEERIC X D, E-SSOR 13
JLPE MINRES LD G202 ML 5.

AKX DORERIIL T D X 9 TH S, REITIX, CG %, MINRES EIZOWTHLE 5, X
WZES 3 HiCIE, RRRAREATI 2 b oy, — KRGS BT LEE MINRES 2% & AR
MINRES % #H L 72356 OREO %1 %2, #37—X 553 consistent, inconsistent
RGBTV THL 5. ZOFEE, inconsistent 25, FIEOHEMM:ZMHE O £23, K
HiLHE MINRES 7 & O B % TH 2 £ i MINRES 0 @R L2179 . 2 4 fiTid,
E-SSOR £ HiALH MINRES #2859 %, 2 5 fiiTl, E-SSOR £iHiALE MINRES %,
R =N v JAHTEE MINRES ¥, HiUE 7 L MINRES % % 6FF8 1 1R & il 72 R 800751 %
b oM, — X TRRIEH L 72858 O%EEE 238 L T, E-SSOR 47 HiLE MINRES
DEFMEZBEEL, RBICEOHiTE LO%2T).

2. BEHERRIINTIREREE

SCHR [14] X 0, $REATII A D3R 75412, MINRES #:13 GMRES 2 ([23,24]) %
PEMICEIITH D, R(A) = R(AT) 2 DT, GMRES 237 < IR T 3 72 & D +-4
G279 DT, MINRES £ FRER IR L, ez CIURT 5.

CG #: ([27]), MINRES # ( [10,12,20,28]) &\ >$# b Krylov i EMEDO T TH
D, CGEDTIMMINRES & ) —REDH 7D OEBEEID LV, FRRLFREITIZ
DM —RFFERICHEH L 725/ E LA T D X 9 RS H 5.

CG /&, MINRES ED45#
1. CG ¥ (RBUTHIDS L IEEME D4y, consistent 22356, — D DFEND IR DMRAE X
T 5235, inconsistent 6, H/DIEMICHT L HIURL 20,
2. MINRES #: fREA751 035 2 72 554, consistent, inconsistent 2B+ & 3 (/N
)Mz 525, ANEMTIIDOGGELEEE 25

AR 2 D X 9 ITREATII Y IEEAE T consistent 7283 —X R & 722 2 I HH D
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H 50, IR RS R OBERLIc X WSS R R TIX, 1.3HiT
WBAR7 X 91z, AR GFEAD inconsistent 1272 2560355 5. Nk B REIT5 %
b OMN —RIGTIRAD G- 2 6 N, REBATIIORZEN £ 72 13ESD3 b duUs, A7
MOV Z RS THN DAEIR T I EH Y $ % 2 LI X D, JG4 inconsistent 72353 Td consistent
7N, —RITRR E LTS 2 LIZABETH 5038, —MRICIZITHI DRLZ2] £ 7 (33 b
P67\, Z ZCTABISE Tl consistent, inconsistent IZB8H 53, X REL T %
oM RGRAD (B 5) R21H5 791 MINRES 2 v 3,

2.1 MINRES &

Krylov #5322 % Ki(A, ro) = span(r, Arg, ..., A" 'rg) £ 3%, 22T xo BREEICE
F BHIBERE, ro = b— Axo \ZRIHIIRAERT F L2 FIKT 5. MINRES 3R T5123
PR 72 N, — R ITRRUT R L,

X, € x0+ K (A, rg) s.t. ||b—Axyll, = miny ||b — Ax||>

LB x, ZRODDREETHSD, 207N X L% Algorithm 1 1IZ7RT

Algorithm 1 : MINRES method

L:vO =0, wO=0, wh =0

2: Choose initial approximate solution x¥’, compute vV = b — Ax©®
3:Sety; = vV, setn=7y1, so=51=0, cog=c; =1

4: for j = 1 until convergence do

5. v =y Jy,

6: §; = (AvWD,y\))

7. pUD = ApD) — 590 — =D

8: yier = PV

9: Qg =Cj0j—Cj_187Yj, a1 = W
10: @y = Sj0; +Cj_1CjYj, @3 =51y
11: Cjr1 = @o/ay, Sjip1 = Yjri/a

12: wl+tD = (v(j) - a,3w(j—1) - a,zw(j))/a,l
13: XD = xUD 4 ¢ pwlD

14 n=—=Sjn

15: ri=b—Ax"

16: check convergence

17:end do

Z 2T, BREBATHIDSIEAN 256 £ 72 1 FR AT T b consistent 738V — R G RAR DA,
I5THDEAER Y bV r 35HRT 208037, 14THTRET 2 nicxf LT gl 135
FHEINLIZREDT, ZNEHOWT I6ITHOINKHHEZITH) 2 LB TES, L LAad
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5, REATII DR E D> DN — R R inconsistent 2854, | 134T L b LA
WSRO T, 16 fTHDOIURHEIZIE, ISITHDOEEARYZ MILVOGHEDSHE L2 2,

3. AR Z MINRES %

SCHR [10] TUARBATHI S IEN 7837 — R 50 MINRES %28 § 2854, MToO
2 ODOMED & BILELTY] M IZIEEMENFRCRITNIERS R nwE LTw3,

o HiALFLAH E MINRES 1%, 174 M~ IcBId 25252 7 Vazi/IMEL Tw 5720,
M7VICBET 2 7 VAR ERTERTIZ O\,

o IEEMENFRITHI M 3L Ax =53 LLY(LY 13 L DEEfTH%2EKT2) T&E 5
DT, WHIFETRIEZ WS 2 &k D, BRSO REATII O NFRE DR 72 41,
MINRES &2 EEZEH A[RET H 5.

L Ladss, REITHNRE LA IO W TORMLEED AL 7 12DOW TIESCHR [10] T
ERBIN TV, Z2 2T 3.1 i Tl IR B 2 R 515 2 & iy — K5
2 MINRES %2 #H 9 2 56 ORI O I712 DWW Tigim L, inconsistent 72383 —X
HEROGE, ARl X D AR O BMEO St 2 R b2 T W L 2T, £
7o 3.2 i, 3.1 ficoEme i E A, AT MINRES EoEA b z2179 .

3.1 AHILIE, ZRTNEDEIR

MINRES 2% Krylov #7322 B W THEAED 2 e/ VA2 R/MUT 2%k 2 Fik
THDH I EIZ, 21 BT, Ik [13] IR ED 2 F ) Vo Z2RIMUT 2% Holr 3
FMIEICBEL T, 701 A e R™" BE 2 5tz & &, 1151 B e R Z 4RI & L 2841
DWTIZEM 3.1 BRI NT 3,

EIE 3.1 ([13],2010) (AHHILIEDEE) 1751 A € R™", B e R™™ 2R L T,
(3.1) nin b — Ax|, = min b —ABz|l, for Vb eR
DHEAG75M 13 R(A) = R(AB) TH 5.

—J5, {151 Be R™™ ZEHIIR E LA OV TIZEM 32 DRI NTWw 5,

EIE 3.2 ([13],2010) (CHIWBDEGE) 1751 A € R™", B € R™™ |2 L T,
b — Ax*||, = minyegr~ ||b — Ax||, © ||Bb — BAX"||, = minycg» ||Bb — BAx||, for ¥Yb € R™
DA 513 R(A) = R(BTBA) TH 5.

2T E S IR R BREBAITIN % RN, — R T2 consistent TH %556, EH
3.1, 32 ZNFNIIRTAHBTIEE X O HTAEE L 7 B O ME O 2t 2 R D 72
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DB DNGMDERTE L0 E ) D EWGEET 5. 7272 L, N(B) 1375 B D2 % &
USERN

FERTEE D AT OWTIE, LT OEM 3.3 2R3 & 9 12, #A7—R 523 consistent
& &, MEOEMMEZ RO O DBEA DM EREDL I ENTES,

TIHE33 AcR™", BeRX" xeR", beR" LT 5%,
beRA) 7%51E, BAx =Bb = Ax = b DE535M:1Z RA)NNB) = {0} TH 5.
([BAx =Bb & Ax = b| IZHITKILT 5, )

SIBH beRA) 51 r=b—-Ax € RA) DT 5, L7d->T,
Bb —BAx = Br = 0 & r € RANNB) XD >, X>TBr =07%56I1F
r=>b-Ax =028 % 70 DI 5MFIE RA)NN(B) = {0} TH 5. O

T 3.3 2389, consistent 7 EH VLRGN U T2 @ L 7254102, M
OS2 RO MB35 E 27 SRR R A E LT, DUToREL #E2 HE
3%RTY.

A% 1 rank(B) = m (< 1) © N(B) = {0} = R(A) N N(B) = {0}

AR 2 KT B e R™™ 3 ERIfTH7: 513 N(B) = {0} TH % DT, R(A) N N(B) = {0} 2K
AVAC ISR

PRI I S FREDSRAZT 5.

EE 3 R(A) = R(BTBA) = R(A) N N(B) = {0}

SFEA  R(A) = R(B'BA) C R(BY), N(B) = R(B")* O

L7035 T, WEDITER 3.3 @ consistent 256 DSEMFI, EPE 3.2 @ inconsistent 75255
BOFEMEL D BES B> T0 3,

RIZ, EH31 R T, AETAE L 728556 o RE O Stk % > B0y 5 fhhs, g
— R J7FED consistent LG A ITENTE 20 MGET 5, 2 2T, DLTNDOEM 3.4 D37
5.

T34 AcR™ BeR™, peR" LT3,

beRA) %513,
(3.2) x e R Ax=b=AzecR;ABz=b

DEAI3513 R(A) = RAB) TH 3. ([Ix e R Ax = b < Az e R, ABz = b 1312
D RYAC RN
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EIBH R(A) = RAB) B+ 0%&MFick 3 2t # £ 3EHT 5. RA) = {Ax | x € R"),
R(AB) = {ABz |z € R} TH B DT, R(A) = RAB) TH % 7= DHEA+ 43513,
{Ax | x eR"} = {ABz|z€ R} TH 3.

beRA) LV, IxeRAx=b =z RABz=b DR LT 5,

RIZ R(A) = R(AB) D’ EGM I 7e %5 Z & 2 BETIEBHT %, R(A) # RAB) L T35 &
R(A) D R(AB) TH» %25 Ib € R(A) \ R(AB) TH 3.

3b € R(A) \ R(AB) @ 3b,3x;b = Ax,b # ABz for all z€ R 23377 5.

L723>7C, IxeRMAx =b = Az e RLABz = b DSAZ L 72\ b € R(A) DSF(ET 5.,
£ > TR(A) = RAAB) DM & TH 5 2 L DIVR I Tk, O

R34 X0, ER3.1 2R, AETAE L 7256 o RO Stk % (D S E oy St
1&, XKD consistent ZGATHEMTE T, FROBESSFMETHE I L
DRI Nz,

ER 3.4 2387, consistent 78— XTI U CAHBTAB 2@ L 7284102,
D EAME 2 RO BB St 2 Wi - TR R & LT, LT OERE 4 287,

AE 4 1751 Be R DSIEAIZ 513, R(A) = R(AB) D3RS 5.,

FIAA R(A) = {Ax|x € R"} = {ABB'x| x € R"} = {ABz| z = B™'x,x e R"} = {ABz| z €
R"} = R(AB) O

L7eD3> T, 1741 B € R 23IERIZ: 51X, 1791 A e R™" 2 L ¢, &8 3.4 63
(3.2) ST 5,

Dl Eoiimn o R R 2R BAITH 2 b D@ — XTI DY consistent %556, 17751
A € R (ZFFRATH, 175 B e R IZIERIFTH & L7z & &,

3.3) Ax=b © BAx =Bb © ABz=0b, (x = B?)

DIRALT 5, K (B3)EKRT 5T LiE, FrRAREATIIZ b D, consistent 728V —XJ7
FEFUT N U CAERTALE, AR Z LT BB TS IERITH % L v 9 S o A TRTE
DEMED RN D ZETH B,

RIRFR AR BATHN %2 b O, — R LAY inconsistent A1 D W TEERT 5.

A DYRRESTHIC B IERITTS D84,

e R(A) = R(AB) \3J837.9 % %3,
e R(A) = R(BTBA) 13463 L HEAZL 72\,

T, HETEOEAX, EH 3 1B L CEM 3.4) 5, FETHA 2 REAT5 LT
2N — RIS LT, BASIEHIfTYITH h & A 34U, 1750 B Z i 5] & L 7=
ARTALELZ FI VUG ORE (1.1) £ 72103 (1.2) Ot IZME-> Z L8 TE 3,
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— I TR OE&1X, LD —XITRADREATII A 23T inconsistent 755
A B DSIEHITA &0 9 & 7217 T, R(A) = R(BTBA) 12403 L AL L iz, RE
DEMIEPRI D L IXR S 72\,

Z 2 CARMETIFRFEZFRBITIZ b O —RAGBRNCHTUE 2 @ H 2 856,
inconsistent 2534 TS B Z 1IEHIATHI & § 2 721) TRIE D E i PE D3R 72 41 5 45 R AL % £%
4252 E &L, BAETIZ consistent 723515 b & THETWHEIZ O W TR L 5.

3.2 ArTLE MINRES &

M ZNRIEEMETAI E L, JuD iR/ "I M minger: ||b — Ax|l, 12X L, HRILEL 7
R 78U TH 2 b Dl I E

. _ -1
(3.4) min b —AM™"z||»

%725, MV I3IEEMTIICcH DT, EHfTAHITH S, L7zd3> T RA) = RAM™)
ZiizzdDTB=M" LT, XGB.1)EIOKXB2) BHRZL, XGB4) &KX (1.2) 3%
filicd 2.

LoLans, XBAHIZBOTHIIA L MBZNZTNNFHRTH - TH, REITS
AM™VIIRFREIZIRS 2\, 2o, RRELREBITHIZ b S/ FERME)(3.4) I R”
DIFEHENTE % i - 72 @5 o MINRES #1308 T & 72\,

% 2 (3.4) 12 MINRES % #H L ¢, AR MINRES D 7)) X L2 EH
T2EOICUTFORA v FZ2HHT 2, 7L,

EFE3S (x, )y =x"My

LERT D, T M PRIMIEEME RO, EiRIINEOLM 2L CTws, 22T
AN DT AM X, Yyt = (6, AM 7 y)y X 0, HETER L 2228475 AM~! 1%
1590 M~ 2B T 2 N Ic O W T HAKME R o T, 750 M~ ICB T 2 NEEZERIIC BT %
MINRES ¥ % fi/N e (3.4) ICHEA T2 2 L2 HEETH D, 2D X H I L TEHL
A HIALEE MINRES #0713 X L OB Z Algorithm 2 D X 9 1274 5,

Algorithm 2 : Right preconditioned MINRES (essence)
1:Find

Zk € Mxo + Ke(AM ™' 1) s.t. ||b— AM ™ il = min b - AM ™' 2]y

2: Compute the solution x; = M~z

A HTALEE MINRES Tl MV ICBET 3 2 VA TORE ) VA ZEIMET 5, LEdio
T, inconsistent ZREAIZ—MICTCDEAED 2 ) IV LAR/INDORE IZ B L 2% 52 5. X
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512, Algorithm 3 12E MV L 72 AR MINRES D7)V 3 AL %R T, M IZETAL
HATH % KT 5.

Algorithm 3 : Right preconditioned MINRES method

1.vO =0, w®=0, wh =0

2: Choose initial approximate solution x©, compute v = b — Ax©®
3:uD = Mly®

4: Set y; = \/m, set n=vy1, so=51=0, co=c; =1
S: for j = 1 until convergence do

6: y = v(j)/yj , ul = u(j)/yj

7: 5j = (u(j),Au(j))

8: U+ = Ag) — 5y — 5 pU=D

0 - uUth = p-1yUth

10y = OUD,u0H)

11: @y =Cj0;—Cj_18Yj, a1 = W

12: @y = Sj0j+Cj_1CjYj, @3 = Sj_1Y;j

13: Cjt1 = @o/ar, Sjp1 =7Yj+1/a

14: with = (@D — a3wl=D — gow)/q,

15: XD = xUD 4 ¢ pwU*D

16 : n==Sj11n

17: ri=b—Ax"

18: check convergence

19:end do

22T, JLOEN KGR DEZER Y F L r = b — Ax DARTULE MINRES #1281
LEEEMRHTT 5, ZD7dic, FTABTLE MINRES %1%, RESTHIDNHTH 2
S RAFER (1.1) \EA L 72854, RFE T consistent 2RI L, fEREOGUXRT B,
IR 7 Vi LT, BB TIZ M Ll E, MV ICBET3 7 L aToikzE L
LEE/MET BRRICHEST 2 2 IR T 2 L W) EERT,

I 5 Z DEM L HAMN E R/ EMEO — G (EAMN & R/ ZEE L BEAMN ZIE
BABRADBEMTH S 2 L) 225, FAHTE MINRES D57 7 )L A DZEHNZ O\ T
C%.
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Algorithm 2, Algorithm 3 T/R L 7z G HiLIE MINRES %2 (REAT5I25E ], R vwg
NOYE S & O TREAT I SRR 70383, — R TRRUTE A L 72356 1S BUT D EBE A RAL
T35,

TIE 3.6 A HILEE MINRES #:1%, [EHIZ RO AL 6T, Ki¥ T consistent 72 212X L T
b, FED b eRY, EEOPHIRTZ P xO e R (=M 1720 IcH L, BEdT 22 & %<

. [P
min lb — Ax||p1 = g&gllb AM ™ z||p

Dt x = M~z IR T %, 2 2Tf741 M 13 Algorithm 2, Algorithm 3 128 % [E7EfH

NPT M TH 5,

FEFA
rank(A) = dimR(A)=r>0 & L,

(3.5) Gisonq, s R(A) ITET B1750 MU 2 22T D A HLE
(B.6)  Gris e @y P RAICE T 2175 M IZBIT 2 RG22 © D TE IR

£33, 22T, RA™™ ! 1Z RA) DITF M~ 12B$ 2 INFEZ2RT T D 1A Al 22 ] 2 Bk
T5, 22T, 791 01,0, 0 ZRDE I ITEHET 5.

O1:=1qy,.»q,] ER™
Q> :=1[q,,1s.r q,] € RO
Q:=[Q1, ] eR™

(3.5), (3.6) 1°5, {741, e R™" {14l Lz & &,
3.7) o'mM''o=1,
DHILT 5. I 61T M DSWTHTh 5 Z L2 FHT 3 &,

O'M'Q=(M:Q)"MQ

=M oM Q)"
=M :00"M:
EnpZlE, 3705,
(3.8) 00" =M

DIRALT 5. FTH A eR™ % A= Q"M 'AM™'Q L EET 3L, 0,"M'A=07%DT,

A= O\'M'AM™'Q, O\"MT'AMTQ,
0 0
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190 A, M DSAT00CTH 2 2 &2 S 4750 A I RNFTHINC 2% 5728, O\"TM'AM'Q, =
01C%%, LEoT, {701 A eR™ % Ay = 0, "M 'AM™'Q, L EFET B L,

< [ A, O
(3.9) A:[ 6‘ 0]

%5, 1791 0, M DSIERITH 5 Z £225, rank(A) = r = rank(A) = rank(A;;) TH 5
o, 1750 A I ZIERIFTANC 72 %

22T, REHZAHT 2I1ICHD, SCHR [14] TD GMRES 2 REZ L & O 7RIS
WH L 7256 0ZBEFENTICH 72D, GMRES 5% R(A) 77 & RA)*: A2 3EIL Tw3
X 912, AETLEE MINRES % R(A) 47 & RA) ! AT L7 a) bz
25,

FT, BERI ML r=b-Ax=b-AM""z (x =M ") IZHLT, |IFly 23T 3
72, Fi=0"M ' rZEHBLT, FEMHI. 29T2L, 3.8), 39 2HHTSLE,

(3.10) F=0"M'r
=0"M'b- 0" M 'AM ' (QO"M Y Mx

_ QTM—lb_[ Aél 8 ]QTM—IZ

| b —Anz
- b,

&b, L,

EL, 21=0\"M 'z LTw3B,
—7%, (3.8) 5,

CHHEHEr=OF Lk,
L7235 7T, 3.7), 3.8) #HHT 3 &,

1B — Axlly-2 = 1B — AM ™ 2l
= ||l
= TM Yy
_ i,TQTM—1Q,~,
=F'F

=2
= [|Fl2
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t%%, £o7T, (3.10) &0,
- 2 -
G.11) 1b = Axlly-? = 11b =AMzl = Irlly? = IFll? = 1By — Anzyll3 + 1152113

Ei 5,

Z ZCHHETALE MINRES %1%, Algorithm 2 ® 1 25773 X 912 z; Ko~ kT,
Algorithm 2 D 2 2R T Xk I 1T x = M 'z, 2RO B THETH 3.

(B.11) 2 F 2T, REBUTH A DRFR DA% E R L, AL MINRES %%, RAM™)
By & RAAM ™YY ut B2 438 L 7= A RTLEE MINRES #: (DL 2SI AS B ALEE MINRES
B EWER) D73 A L% Algoritm 4 1IZ/R T,

Algorithm 4 : Decomposed Right preconditioned MINRES method

R(AM™") = R(A) 14> RAM ™ 'Ytut = RAY ' 45y
1. VI(O) =0, W1(O) =0, wl(l) =0 v2(0) =0, Wz(o) -0, Wz(l) -0
2: by =0,"M'b by = 0,"M'b
3: Choose initial approximate solution z(¥ (= Mx®)
4: Compute ;¥ = 0,"M~17® 20 =0, "M 17O
5:viV =by —A;12;© v,V = b,
6: Set 1 = [WOlly-1 = 10TM vl = (w1 + v V)2)3
T:Set n=7vy1, so=51=0, co=c; =1
8: for j = 1 until convergence do
9: vl(j) = Vl(j)/)’j v2(j) = Vz(j)/yj
10: 5]‘ = (M_lv(j),AM_lv(j)) = (vl(j)’A“vl(j))
11: vl(j+1) = Allvl(j)—5jvl(j)—)’jvl(‘j_l) v2(j+1) = —5jV2(j)—7ij(j_l)
12 g = WDl = (Y OIR + 129 V1)
13: @y =cj0;—cCj18;Yj, a1 = W
14:  ay =50+ cj1c5vj, a3z = 5;_1Y;
15:  cjp = ao/ay, sjiq =yl
16 Wl(j+1) = (vl(j) — a3w1(j_1) —_ a/zwl(f))/aq Wz(j+1) = (v2(j) — a3wz(j_1) _ a,zwz(j))/a,1
17 219 = 207D 4 ¢y pw 4D 22D = 207D + ¢ ywa 0D
18: n=-sj1n
19: In Pl = 11by — Azl
20:  check convergence

21:  xU = MY(Q121Y + 022,)
22:end do

CITHESRELTEIFL T30 x Z2RD 2o TIER, z=Mx ZRDT
W3 EZATHD, 21 fTHIEZ RAM™") 57 & RAM ™) vt BRATICIEHEI L T,
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BRI 72 R, FF¥4C consistent 722 Tld by = 0 72 DT, Algorithm 4 T/ L 72 3 EIA
HIALFE MINRES D RAM™Y) 431%, Ay DSIERIZNHRTHICTH 5728, Az = by I
i L 72 MINRES ¥ &S liTdh 5. REATHNDSNFF 254512 1& MINRES ¥ & GMRES
FIREAMTH B &L, SCHk [24] 253 LTV 5 GMRES #E2MR BT H 3 1E I 73 8 37 —
RBBRAIEH I NS T 2 2 & RN EBICHURT 3 2 & 23R T
5, MINRES % (36 FRIERI 22 RICHEAE T2 2 L 2 K /N 3/ IRICPUR T 2, Ladso
T, Algorithm 4 T/R L 7243 B4 RiALEE MINRES 75D RAM™") S22\ T H R T
consistent 7RISR LT, DLFDRRIZT 5,

Sy EIRRA BT ALEE MINRES 0 RAM ™) R4y T Dz, V23 zmiﬂr{l 1By — A1z D © yj01 =0
1€ER"

Eddix, MINRES B2REATIIHNERI 2> D50 F 2tz — OGBS S 58, i
T2 2 RN TIRICIRT 5 2 L LRI 2 L TH B,
791 Ay FIERIZR T, Sy I RIALEL MINRES %0 RAM ™) T 2 %

min ||b; — Ap124ll2
Z1€R"

DIFTHIUL, ||by —Apzi Pl = 0 BIRLT 5.
L7235, (3.11) & b, AHiLEE MINRES 741357 %C consistent 7% 7 & QN 1IEH] 72
RICH LT, fEED b eRY, EEOWMRZ bV x@ e RM(= M zO) icxf L, BkEd 2

XeRn || || : ZeR” || || 1

D x = Mz IZIURT %,

0

F - HAN & R/ IERE &R R ORI OWTIE, SR [21,22] Icidid X T
B, BERIILr=b-Ax=b-AM 'z IZx L T, EAASHNFELE

min [[7| -

WEIEH AR ATM 1y = 0 LEfficdh 2. 22T, T A TN ZDT, ZDIEHTER
FAM 'r=01c% %, L7z23->T, &8 3.6 Ta L ZAEIAHE MINRES 72 & #AN X R
/N R

min ||7]| -1
DBIRD 5, LT O 3.7 2SR T 5, AR TlE, i 3.7 DHlEEHEZ 5.2 %,

#ned 3.7 AIALREZ L MINRES 5Tl |Ir, ZiIMEL T2 DI L, AETLEE MINRES
W M 2rh 2EBAMELTED, CTHUIAM 'r=0 2R 2 L LEfIC 2,

KRz, R ZREBITH %2 b o, —R G Ax = b 73 consistent 72354, MINRES 1%,
G HTLEE MINRES iEIC X > TRONBBDIEAERT P AIZ 0127 5,
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SIFA  Algorithm 2 T/~ L 72 45 HiALEE MINRES 5D 7 )L 3 X A OFE TR L 7
X 912, ABTALE MINRES #103 mingeg: [Pl & 7% 2x% KD 3 Fikick 3, (22T
r=b-Ax TH3. ) WILEFTI M IZRFRIEEHETI R DT, 75 M2 2 EHTE,

Pl = rt M r
= (M) (M 2r)
= \M2r|}

X0, AHiAE MINRES 1% |M~ 3l 2EAMET 2 2 03D 2,

Mingep M2l = mingeg [M72b — M2 Ax|, X EH R (M2 (M 2A)x =
(M2A)TM~2b L%5fliTdh 3.

ZOEHSTER D & AHTALE MINRES 2SN L 72 & &, AM M ir = AM™'r = 0
D3R VD,

L73oC, M ire NAM %)= RIM A" Th 3.

—5, N RGED consistent 72 51X, r=b—-Ax € R(A) TH 5,

L7zh3>C M ir € RIM 1 A) %73, DL EOHHHN»S M 21r e RIM 2A)NRM 2 A)*
LRBZDT, M ir=01c%%, 79 M ZIEEMEGIHADT, r=01ck2%, XoT,
DN —R TR consistent 72 Rf, A HTALEE MINRES £ & > TS N3 DI AN
JENrix0il% %,

RIZHTLEE 72 L & MINRES %28 L 723554, consistent ZRGE13EDIRAR T L
r30llsZ LR,

N7 — R SRS consistent THBDT, r=b-Ax e R(A) £ 7%, F7- MINRES ¥
W& D, minyepn [Pl 2D T, AT TH S Z L E2EETS L, EHRARENXAr=0
DEPNDL, KoTre NA) = RATTH A DD FIH) £ 5. LdosT,
MINRES %2 Fr R 22807150 %2 b D — XGRS EH L 2RO DERAEX T ML r
IZDWT, reRA)NRA): 28ELN, r=0L7%2. O

3.3 IRHERZE

%ﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬂ%%o@ﬁ—aﬁﬁﬁﬁammmna%auA@mmmsmfﬁﬂi@
EDSEE L 7l & /NS K oo 7546y, A RTLEE MINRES IR L 72 LHET 5.

—77, FPRELFREATIZ b O — R G inconsistent 7254 D 4 BT LEE MIN-
RES DR HEE T EIC DWW Takim$ 5. il 3.7 1Tl L 72 & 9 i, fnis
MINRES ¥ 13 minyegs [y & 7% 2x% KD 2 FETH B0, M2, % RAMLT
% . mingeps |M72rlly = mingegs [M72b — M2 Ax|, W IEB AR M 2AT(M 2 A)x =
(M 2A)TM b L54liTH 2. Z OIEBHFERS & A HTLE MINRES HEASIH L7 & ¥,

AM M 5 = AM™'r = 0 918D 20, DL Eogkin o, LTl o ffihg L7 fif &
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D/INE K o 72354, ARTLEE MINRES iEIZIGE L 72 L HIET 5. B, #IHIRZ L
ZOLLES, vODIZb LR—XRZELTH S,

4. E-SSOR AL MINRES %

Krylov #8724 16 9 2 R, A7 —V ¥ ZEILEES ILU0) AL ICARE I 1
2 EE IR & 8 5 IR IS 5D AT IETLEES < L F 7Y v FRTEICRE I 1
5 RAERIFTAPIC KR E {35 2 L3 TE S, Krylov #024HiEE X O 2 ORI D FF
Mo WTiE [23] RS ko,

ARBECTHMT DI, BEOKERAUI T, KEEE L CERKEEREZHVZLD
ThHh, INZARGHLTIINIIKEE LS ([1,2,16,17,19]). WIEBKBEISIESH 5
eI, WY T 2 AL TS M 23 IERIC, S RIAGRTLEEZ Fvw % o T,
AM™' ~ I,(I, 13 n ROYHATH) 2 F72 T EBHEE L,

B 16 % MINRES ORTLE L U CTH VB854, ZDOWNEREIC G 5 5845 KTk
DUHMEIZEETH 3,

SSOR #EIXER KELED 1 D TH Y, IEEMENFRTHZ REBATI L § 2 —R A
DY, EBOMERT X =% w % (0,2) OHIPHICHUE, $IEHTTERRDBREADPERIF AR
AEZ LTV 5,

XARGTHS 0127 & 72 WEIEEMEITH 2 {25751 & § 28— XA DEE, SSOR
FOWCRMEICE T 2B % 8] WL Twd, 202t LTHEHEDMENSRT A =% w
%z (0,2) OFIFHIZ & 41E, SSORETHONEEZEAT v 77 TOERAERY FIVIZINEKET 5
EVWIHEZIHL TS, IN6DOEREZRE Z, AW TIE SSOR % R 2 72 (R 5
150 % b DN —RGFERAND MINRES EOHTAI & U TR L7z, 7 AWFE DB
TOBUETEERIC B TR R 2R BT % b D uisr— K5~ SSOR HiLEIZ X %
MINRES %% Hw7: & &, SSOR EDEH % 1 Al & 2 MM Loéaz Hlkd 2 &, 20|
PLED T3 CPU IR0 % L I KRB Sz, T8, KL TiEb#E SSOR
B %% 1 [ & LT MINRES ORI E L CTHV S,

N — R DREA TN IEE BN TIIDEE, SSOR % NERAEH 1 [BITH W
725G ORBA T M 1% [23] THRBIN TV B X H I, FEEOMEASAT A=Y % 0 & L
7hg, IO ThEz6N5, L, REfTIHA=L+Dy+L" £ L, LIZADKET
=5y, Dold A DX ET 5, IEEENHTIOE G, NATTHID) D4 TDORT
RIEQIRAEDT D!, Dy BHAHET 5.

w
2-w)
ARHTE TIRNTRE L REATIN 2 & D — R RADBNR DT, REBATIIZ IR EM
PAEMTI] (HAHEPLEARE) TH 256030 5. REATIIDFILEMD 56, N

4.1 M =

D D
(L+ =)D L" + 2)
w w
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TE OB ETH B, REATIIBAEHETIN OGS, NARTIZIEA, 0IBEDSELH 5.
Z ZCREZRBATINE b oy, X AFRAICK L, SSOR % KEH 1 Az LT,
MINRES ORI & L THW 2546, WA D D% Dy DG IEDIED S
ZZDfEEZDFEFEERT DD, HEIETH 2 AR LT, EOEICESH L, 17
1 D ZIEDOX AT E L TERT 5. ZOLARTNBTII M IZDITD X I ICEEL, K
S 7 #N, — R D SSOR HILEESTH] & LTH W3,
w

T C-w

1790 M D3IEEfEATAICH UL, M IFIEHIZ O TEM 3.1 o3 (3.1) DA77 504
R(A) = RAM Y 3K 29 %, F AR MINRES 0 ERIch b, 1751 M~ i
B9 2 NREDMT51 M~ DSIEEEITHI CHIUIERTE 3.

175 D DL TONHRIIETH 570, 751 (L+2) ZERFFITch 0T,
NR2Y —DEWAIL Y, 550 (L+ 2)DNLT + &) oIk, A, FORAMEOEILHE % i f
190 D DIE, 1, BZOEAHEOKEFLCTHSL. 2T, NATH D OXNARTIZET
ETH 270, 781 (L+ )DL+ 2) DEAHIBETIEIC RS, LidioT, 5% o8
ETHBIE, Thbbwe(0,2) THBIED, X@2) TERINBITH M HIEEHE
f191CH 2 7. D DB IEETH S,

£ Z AT, CGIETSSOR EDKIE 1 Ml ZFiALHE & L CTH\ 2854, Eisenstat’s trick %
w2 & (BUF, E-SSOR HIALEE & WEEL S %) f751_ 7 P OVEEDFHEDSEIR S 11, 2> 2PCR
%D 6D THER & LT CPU RHEIZFMEI 15 2 EBH S TW» 5 [9].

2%, #y—XAHEK (1.1) %

DD+ TTAD+ LD+ LYHx =D (D+L)'b

DX H il SETLE L, CGEZMHT 2. ZZTA=[(D+L)'TAD+LY) '] &
L7t E, CGIETDITIIRY FVEEZR
Av=D+ LY v+ D+ L)"'[v-©2D - Dy)(D + L") 'v]

EWVWIHTBICT 5. Thbb, {7717 P UVBEZAGERBRA, WNATIIE X7 P e
W THEICE SR Z 2 2 L CHE R 2 HIIN T % F520° Eisenstat’s trick Th 5.,

ZOFEZbNONO AT MINRES EICHEH L72wv, L La2s, E-SSOR
HIALER 2 F V> 2 B%0F, WIETAEIC L 22w E Wi R Wwo T, 22 T L T Al
P MINRES % ICEEIGEH T E %2\», —J5 CHifflFTALE MINRES %% inconsistent 7 ff
RREATINZ b O —RGRNGHEA T % &, AU A S 7O, HiEIC TR
£ 912, BTAEATHIDSIERN & v ) G721 CUERTE D S PE DR 7241 5 & IXER & 220,

Z 2 CXAiITIERX (4.2) Z Algorithm 3 T/R L 724 Hi AL MINRES JEIZEH L 72 7V
Y RLITEWT, AR MINRES #2341 87 2 X7 b L yD 1I2fb 2O +
VWEEFRT D, ZOHHORT b LvEH WS E, K (42) TER I L7z SSOR HiALHLH
DITHN M Z AT 72356, TN — R ITRRDREATI A 124750 M 7% il
FIALBRIC W72 T TR L 7247580 L, TR T b L E OO ZE T T, Eisenstat’s

4.2)

@+9wﬂﬂ+2)
w w
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trick IC Lk o CHERZHIM TESL X IHICh B, ZOT7NLTY X L% E-SSOR £ HijLHH
MINRES ¥ & U TIRET 5.

4.1 E-SSOR H&HIALIE MINRES ENDEH

Algorithm 3 D FIALEE MINRES #0513 % v 12 L T, 59 1= Di(L+ 2)"y) %
ERT S, I ZTHNMAITH D ENART T R TIEDETH O, 175 LI3kE T =M1
GI7 DTITHN (L + 2) IZIER % DT, (L+ 2)' 8FEL, WIRERTE 2,

Algorithm 3 DEHICH 7D, 75 M~ ONRICEIL TIT5 AM™! SECREfETH %
ZEERMWE, BAEMIZIE Algorithm 3 O 7{THOD §; DEMHEICH D,

(4.3) §; =AM WDy,

= yDTprtap 1y

— ((M_lv(j))T,AM_lv(j))

— (u(j),Au(j))
ELTwh, Z06§; OFMETIE, AHILE MINRES % 0T, —EuY) = M~ 1yWD) %25t
L8, AuY) 23T 2Bk 5. 79I M 2350 (4.2) TER L 72856, mIUETLRERD
% EH T &9, Eisenstat trick (Zffi 2 22\ DT, 175 M1 12 X o THBILEL L TERR L
o7 PVEATHIA L ORI T 3ICk 5,

Lo Ldss, 39 := DI(L+ Dy zfvesl, K@) BUATOLIICEBTE S,

4.4) 6; =AM YD vy,
= vOTprtAapm 1y
2- : D D D D _,
= (ZEE 0Tt ¢ D) pipiL+ 2y AL + 2) ' DIDI(L + =)y
w w w w
2 - D_, D D D,
= (C2RDL+ =)y WYDHL+ =) ALY + =) DIDHL + =)y
w w w w w
= A0t 4 2yawr + 2y iphn
w w w
ZITIMIA= DAL+ 2 TAWT + 2y D LT B L, R (44 1,
5; = (2 ~ O 0T f50)
w

_ (29260 g0
a) b

Ly, AWD oFfEIciz A = Di(L+ Dy-ALT + g)-lD% TH5Z &5, Eisenstat’s
trick Z#f#i9 Z &3 Ccx 3%, Hib

o | D D 2D D L
4.5) A = DALY+ D+ @+ D)L, - (= = Dy)(LT + =) WD pY
w w w w
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ET&E%, JITL I n ROBAGHZEKRT 2. @5 I12kD, AV L) FFIx
7 PR NI E X7 P LR, BERA, BIBRADIEICE Z 2 TEIMEEZ A
¥ % D73 Eisenstat’s trick Th 2. &K (4.5) ZiHT 288, y» = (LT + 2)'D:v0) ¢
EF T 5. Eisenstat’s trick IZfit> 72, X (4.5) OFHEEZLIFITRT,

(4.6) ) = Dry)
, D .
4.7) y =L+ ;)—19@
2D
(4.8) s =(— — Do)y
w
(4.9) t =9 —g
D
(4.10) p=(L+=)"t
w
@.11) AW = D1y + p)

25 DD S A T MINRES 7@ Algorithm 3 128\ C, RILERITH] M %N
S AEEC 1 91> SSOR HILFE FH D (4.2) 12 L7z & ¥ D E-SSOR £ iiiLF MINRES #:
DTN TY R L% Algorithm 5 12787,

=721, TiTHDRETK 4.6), 4.7), 4.8), (4.9), (4.10), 4.11) ZfH\3%, 141TH
DyDIFTHHD u? ZHET2HETTTISGHHRIN TR EDT, 57O THETS
EEIZ 700,

4.2 E-SSOR ARILEE MINRES A2 $ 1+ 5 Eisenstat’s trick (C & 3788
=2 DHIBXIR

4.1 ffi¢EH L 7z E-SSOR 47 HijAL# MINRES 1%, 3 (4.2) % Algorithm 3 TR L 7245
HIALEE MINRES IS L7270 2 X A8 WT, Eisenstat’s trick % V> CTi@E)/NK
RIEE R (DMREE R LS ZHR L 72, AREiTIX, ZOHEEOHINEIRZHL 5.

n, Lnnz 2 ZNZENRILE, 1751 A DREET =M ICB T 2EFEELRE T 5.
E-SSOR £ Hi/LEE MINRES #: &, 3 (4.2) % Algorithm 3 T/ L 72 45 HiLEE MINRES #:
W L 72 )4 ( SSOR A5 HiALEE MINRES 725 & BES) (ZIH S %2 [H U ic 74U, B
FIEFRURERTIRT 2, 22T, ZOREEEm LT 5,

HRBEOIEICH 7D, Ah FHEBO A RIE, X7 FLLfrFlcBd 2RI
R, Wi TNZ Wi, v,

Table 1 2>5, E-SSOR £iHiLIE MINRES kDR &% SSOR 47 HiLHE MINRES %D
HEERICHEN, 4Lnnz—2n>0THBIRYD, 2(n+ Lnnz) + 2(2Lanz — n) X m 57 HIJK X 41T
W5,

FNHICE T 2 RIEE m PR E W, SSOR 17 HiLH MINRES % D E & %

1 & L7 & ED, E-SSOR 4iHi/LH MINRES QMR Hix FEe (2723, 20
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Algorithm 5 : Eisenstat SSOR for right preconditioned MINRES

L7370 =0, w®=0, w =0

2: Choose initial approximate solution x’, compute vV = b — Ax©®
3: 5D = Di(L + D/w) 'y

4:Sety, = ,/2_7“’(7)(1),5(1)), setn=vyy, So=51=0, co=c; =1
5: for j = 1 until convergence do

6: p) = f,(j)/yj

7. u = A

]: §; = (Z_T“’)z(f)(j),u(j))

9 FU+D = (Z—Tw)u(j) — 65D — U

10 : Vi1 = \/(Z_T‘U)(i}(j+l),§(j+l))

11: @) =Cj0j—Cj1SjYj @1 = @ + Y12

12: CL’ZZSj5]'+Cj_1Cj’}/j, 3 = Sj-1Y;j

13: Cjp1 = @o/ar, Sjr1 =7Yj+1/a

14: wU+th = ((2—70))),(]) _ a,3w(1—1) _ azw(]))/al

15: XD = 0D 4 ¢y pwlD

16 : n==sjn

17: ri=b—Ax"

18: check convergence

19:end do

Table 1. Comparison of MINRES with SSOR and E-SSOR right preconditioning
Method Computation cost

MINRES with SSOR right preconditioning | 9n + 8Lnnz + (25n + 8Lnnz) X m
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioing | 7n + 6Lnnz + (27n + 4Lnnz) X m

Eisenstat’s trick 12 & % gHEIRFRI D HIREIRIZ O W T, RETHRET 5.

5. HIEXEER - R

ARFETIE, £ 4FTREL % E-SSOR A AL MINRES %2 R 2 2 R BAT51 %2 b
-, inconsistent 7N, — XTI L, 4.2 fi TR 7 Eisenstat’s trick 12 & % J#HE
BEOHEENH 2 FE N % 728, Eisenstat’s trick 12 X % G HER O BRI R %2 W57 5.

S 512 E-SSOR 15 AL MINRES ¥ % R 2 2 R %8151 % 3 D, consistent 7 & NI
inconsistent 77— T REUSEH U, B Z L MINRES ¥ (L1#% MINRES #: & &t
i), A=Y v 7 AHIMLEE MINRES % &, TEREZ & NCIREZ K 2. wiho T
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ETHWRT P v 0 L L, W53 % CPU KiEIE, BEZ 10 [MIfTV, 2 0FEfE%
& oz, SIBUEERE T > 7AREATIIE W3 N D PR IEEME TP CH 5.

DUF o #fitisZB# <1, CPU: Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU ES-2630 (2.30GHz); OS: Cent OS 6.3
DEMEEICE VT, KiHE%E FORTRANOO THE L, £ TCHEBEEE Tfi>7%, ko
784 1% Intel Fortran 13.0.1 Zfff L 7-.

T ALEE MINRES ¥ TV 2 BB OXFA175 M 1%, AT MINRES 0 5E 3
fETib R X 9 i, IEEMITIITH 2 55035 %, 4 7D E-SSOR A H{ALIE MINRES ¥
TihR7 k91, FETIDOSAMTITHT LHIEEFRS R, Z22TRATF—Y V7 H
HTLE MINRES ED 56225 27— v 7475 M, E-SSOR 4 HiLE MINRES i
DHBEICHV SR (4.2) THO WA D 2 20 ZRB T D & 5 IEE L 72, xafrsl
Dy (ZTCDRFRITH] A DX KITTH 5.

(5.1) M) = max lAg )l if max |A¢. )l > 1078
(5.2) Mgy =1:if max]Ag;| <107

J
(5.3) Dy = Doy : if Dogp > 1078
(54) D(i,i) =1: lf DO(i,i) < 10_8

TND T O ZTFNIH AL (0, j) % 61X Z DITHND (i, j) Rz BKRT 5.

E-SSOR £ HilLE MINRES DO ¥ GO A5 & A7 — ) v 7RI MINRES
DBED A —1) v 755 (R (5.1), R GB2)IconwT, BhsiiXefiof, 22T
SSOR %% N AEE 1 RO GG DO RTEEITINE S AR BSIEDfETH L, KX @4.1) T
FH XN % DT, E-SSOR A HijLH MINRES #5475 & LT (5.3) 28 L 7.
FEE, SRIEEERICHH L 72, 3 2050 MRa 32T 108 X h k& wkd, R
(5.3), (5.4) oA (4.2) TEE L ZETARITY M 1350 4.1) 2% 5,

5.1 E-SSOR AaifLiE MINRES &(Z$ 1+ % Eisenstat'’s trick (Z & 25t &
BEE D HIETN R

4.2 fiTix, E-SSOR A HTALIE MINRES 7% & SSOR £ HiZLEE MINRES £ D #iH R 2 H
#Z L, Eisenstat’s trick 12 & % Ji#H% & O HIJRAIR % 6 U 7.

ARECIEMTFIE DO HEIR ] O ik 2 17>, Eisenstat’s trick D& FERFIZ 59 2 HlJAhH
Z#E$ %, Table 8 IZHAD L TV B £REATH12Y besstk25, besstk36 Td 5 inconsistent 72
RICXE %, E-SSOR 47 HiZLFE MINRES i & SSOR A HiZLE MINRES %0, A I3
T % K8, CPU Wff]% Z 4% 41 Table 2, Table 3 127”9, 72¥, inconsistent 7% D%
ESHFEIE S HITRLTw 5,
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CPU W1 o i & IEBL AR M ) Lo MM Tl o ppa g & 720

lAM-1b||,

MBS L, BREATHIDS besstk25, besstk36 ZNF DGy, BEAN = IEH RO
s gL MMITIR w06 105 T E L7, BRELT, YRS —F LAaLES, &

lAM-1b||,

AN E FHRGREROMNEZE 2 L LA Z N EF 00T 054, 107, 1070 IFIcn 6T,
NS FOKED X WEERD 2 2 EIZNEEEHIWT L 72720 TH 5.

Table 2. Comparison of MINRES with SSOR and E-SSOR right preconditioning (Iter:
number of iterations, Tno: computation time not including the computation of the relative
residual norm). The values in () are the ratio compared to MINRES with E-SSOR right

preconditioning.
1AM=1F 1,
lam=1bi,

Inconsistent problem. Convergence criterion: < 107 (besstk25)

Method Iter Tno [sec]

MINRES with SSOR right preconditioning | 4,054 (1.02) | 10.64 (2.15)
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioing 3,959 (1) 4.956 (1)

Table 3. Comparison of MINRES with SSOR and E-SSOR right preconditioning (Iter:
number of iterations, Tno: computation time not including the computation of the relative
residual norm). The values in () are the ratio compared to MINRES with E-SSOR right

preconditioning.
“1p.
Inconsistent problem. Convergence criterion: I:alfl_]'l;’llllz < 107 (besstk36)
2
Method Iter Tno [sec]
MINRES with SSOR right preconditioing 13,439 (0.941) | 93.88 (2.44)
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioing 14,273 (1) 38.48 (1)

CPU Wi[#2> 5 1751 besstk2S D54 T3 E-SSOR £ i L MINRES 7 13 45 Rij (L BR 7Y
SSOR HiZLH MINRES £, 215 53 TH D, £ 74751 besstk36 D6 Tl
E-SSOR 75 HijL¥ MINRES %13 45 A ALY SSOR #if /L MINRES (2 thX, 2.44 £%
I TH o2, 4.2 Hil THATALEER SSOR HiALEE MINRES #ofFEES 1 & L
£, B-SSOR £ HiALH MINRES MEDEEEO X, MFEOKERKEZRL & LLE E,
S ThH D WM L. 2T n ERILH, Lanz 3ATHIORE T =85 O IER
PEHTH 5. Table 8 ICFLH I 11T\ 5 X F34751 besstk25, besstk36 DRILE, FzE T
SR DIBRERBD 6 ZNZ NI DOy, ST 13 0.668, 0.566 TH 5. %
NFNDOMEDOHEIL 1.5, 17712k 5, 22 CHERDHED D 25 TIEIT5 besstk25,
besstk36 DEEr, E-SSOR 47 HiALEL MINRES #: 13 47 A LR SSOR Hii4L¥ MINRES 7
IR, 15 6%, 177 fEEdIic e % EFE 2 o dd, BiEEBETIEHEERORBEDL D X
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H CPU KE DI Tl EdlIc e o 72, R E U CIEFREBZN T ICBET2#E 7 FL A%
fioTwaztnEIoN,

5.2 HIEZXER 1

5.2.1 Consistent % 78

1.2 i TR 7S 7B cHleb 1 2 2 EAT I 23 IEE M NFRATH1C, consistent 723837
—RIFBRZW . BRI F =2 o RICHEARNT L F— 2 i3 duimE Ket s Pl
Fedo o TRt VW2 v, 7 A FREORITEIE, 34,642 TH 5. PORHEIE SR,
% <1077 LEET 5. Tabled ICHKFEOKMEH E CPU Kl %279, 4%, E-SSOR
A ELEE MINRES EDNBE ST XA —% w 1Z (0,2) DEIOEEOEZFH L 2R, &b

RAGEDINS Do 72 1.4 %\ 72 (Table 5 21f).

Table 4. Computation results for a consistent problem (Iter: number of iterations, Tres:
computation time including the computation of the relative residual norm, Tno: computa-
tion time not including the computation of the relative residual norm ) The values in () are
the ratio compared to MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning.

Convergence criterion: ““rbjllllz <1077
2
Method Iter Tres [sec] Tno [sec]
MINRES without preconditioning 10,276 (141) | 15.42 (48.64) | 15.42 (67.0)
MINRES with scaling right preconditioning 405 (5.55) 1.140 (3.60) | 0.713 (3.10)
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning 73 (1) 0.317 (1) 0.230 (1)

R 228804751 % & - consistent 72382, —X 7E0UC MINRES %A L 72854, 2.1
ficiiR7- X9 i2, WHHED - DIIBAT v 71RO N @D SIEAE VA |Irjll, ZEHE
THZHEIFRL, pl ZHVIUT X\, Lad3> T, MINRES 0 Tno(J&z / )V A DEHE
R %2 & % 72\ CPU Riftil) ot L, 24— v 74 EiALEE MINRES #: & E-SSOR A5 Hij AL
B MINRES %13 Tres(5%72 / L b OFFHEIR % &6 72 CPU K§iif)) % i3 2. 2 OfEHE,
E-SSOR 75 Hij#LEE MINRES %1%, MINRES 7 & S U 48.6 £%, A7 — V) v 4 HijLE]E
% MINRES 7 & g L, 3.6 f5Es#H Th > 7.

Fig. 1 (%582 % vs. KB D 75 7 % 7T, o HHiALELZ L MINRES i, A %%
A=) v JAFTLE MINRES 75, + 2% E-SSOR 45 HijALEE MINRES % %9,

Z 2-C, E-SSOR £ HiALE MINRES ¥ ICDWTHIE T X —% w % (0,2) DT 0.2
AHB TS TG ED, WRICE 2 G L, BE/ VL |, DitEZ& o7 CPU
IRfft] Tres % Table5 (289, I S IZKEHHICHE R T X —% w OfF, #HEflic E-SSOR £ Hif
AL MINRES %0 K%, CPU Kiftii% R~ L 72X #% Fig. 2, Fig. 3 12”7,

Table5, Fig. 2, Fig. 3 #>5 E-SSOR £ it MINRES #0155, CPU Kiffico\w»
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Fig. 1. llll'.b"ll‘lz vs. number of iterations for MINRES without preconditioning(c), MINRES
2
with scaling right preconditioning (4), and MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning
(%) for a consistent problem
Table 5. Dependence of performance of MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning on
w (w: acceleration parameter, Iter: number of iterations, Tres: computation time including
the computation of the relative residual norm) for a consistent problem
Convergence criterion: ‘\l\rbjlllb <1077
2
w 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8
Iter 248 171 132 108 92 78 73" 74 98
Tres [sec] | 1.062 | 0.750 | 0.568 | 0.468 | 0.391 | 0.339 | 0.317 | 0.315" | 0.453

Number of MINRES iterations
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Fig. 2. Number of iterations to achieve relative residual < 1077 vs. w for MINRES with

E-SSOR right preconditioning for a consistent problem
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CPU TIME [sec]
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Acceleration parameter

Fig. 3. CPU time to achieve relative residual < 107" vs. w for MINRES with E-SSOR
right preconditioning for a consistent problem

TWEw=14%t w=1.607OdL P TIIABEICHRETH-> 7.

5.2.2 Inconsistent % I8

RIZ, BBATHNZHIHE & R CATH 2%, b Ik LT, b+ bl xu,1)x0.01 24
X7 P e LTE LT, inconsistent 238 —RX AR 2 -7, T2 Tu,1) 1
FORTRANOO ® [0, 1) D —tREALELEES 2L random_number 12 X O K0 % 4 L 72 n K
TLR7 bLTH B,

ISR S 12, 'l'lfx’_'l;)fl'l'j <1070 LEET 2. 2T M IZHILEEZ L MINRES %0
LA ZHALATA, A — ) v AL MINRES 085413 (5.1), (5.2) TERI
N 501741, E-SSOR £ R MINRS EDE 4133 (4.2) I2B W THATTI D 25
(53), Gk ORI LTERE NS, Uip DD 2 Rt = ER RO
FERTERE 7 L 2 LRSS,

Table 6 (2K FED KIGH L CPU Rl Z/R"d. 7272 L, HiLPLZ L MINRES %X 2 0
GRS TIRINR L 222> 72, 728, E-SSOR A RiALE MINRES EDOME 7 X —% w
1 (0,2) DEID 0.2 AADEBDEZFIH L 72#55H, &b KEBP NS> 14 2 H
Wz,

HEAMN EIER AR OHENNIEE 2 L L DGR % &0 72 CPU R TdH % Tres % L
$ % & E-SSOR £ HiALH MINRES #:1x A7 — Y v 7 A HiLE MINRES 512X, 2.17
EEHTH o 7z,

Fig. 4 \CE AR S IEH R OMNEZE 2 L 4 % vs. RIEBD 7 7 7 %K™ T. o
DIETALER Z: L MINRES ¥, A 23247 — Y v 74 HiALE MINRES #, * 2% E-SSOR £ #i
ALEE MINRES % #£ 7,
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Table 6. Computation results for an inconsistent problem (Iter: number of iterations,
Tres: computation time including the computation of the relative residual norm, Tno: com-
putation time not including the computation of the relative residual norm) The values in ()
are the ratio compared to MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioing.

Convergence criterion: HAMillrjuz <107°
IAM=1bj,
Method Iter Tres [sec] Tno [sec]
MINRES with scaling right preconditioning | 327 (5.84) | 1.307 (2.17) | 0.572 (3.09)
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioing 56 (1) 0.601 (1) 0.185 (1)

Weighted relative residual
=
S

I I I I I I
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000

Number of MINRES iterations

~lg.
Fig. 4. l:;‘x[? 12’:"2 vs. number of iterations for MINRES without preconditioning (o), MIN-
2

RES with scaling right preconditioning (A), and MINRES with E-SSOR right precondi-
tioning (%) for an inconsistent problem

X 512 E-SSOR A7 RiALF! MINRES JEIZ DWW THE S5 X —% w % (0,2) DT 0.2 %
HTEAI S GED, RIS T 5 ERE, 27V LGHEZ 59 7 CPU K Tres
% Table 7 W29, 72721, w2802 OEE1E 2 OUHCHESMA TGRS T, EAaMFIE
MR O /L 4 ”AM 1’1;”2 %201 27 v 7T LI5x 100 12k b, oMLl
375 ot F R jJ[ll_/\ T A—% w DOff, #Htihic E-SSOR 45 HifLEE MINRES
Lo kEH, CPU KRRI%Z R L 72X% Fig. 5, Fig. 6 IZT,

Table 7, Fig. 5, Fig. 6 2>5 E-SSOR £ HiZLIE MINRES %0 K& %7% & N1z CPU I

EBIC w=1407-DL7-PTIIRETH > 72,
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Table 7. Dependence of performance of MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning on
w (w: acceleration parameter, Iter: number of iterations, Tres: computation time including
the computation of the relative residual norm) for an inconsistent problem

w 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8
Iter 135 102 82 69 61 56* 59 76
Tres [sec] | 1.448 | 1.083 | 0.978 | 0.733 | 0.652 | 0.601* | 0.688 | 0.907
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Fig. 5. Number of iterations to achieve relative residual < 10~° vs. w for MINRES with
E-SSOR right preconditioning for an inconsistent problem

Fig. 6. CPU time to achieve relative residual < 107°
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5.3 HfEXEER 2

AffiTlE, The University of Florida Matrix Collection [7] 7 6 TNC [11] IZfg# S 41T w»

2 (S EE S O #iPH I BUEINIC 7 v 2 TS LT 2 CRIEEM %)2 o fiFlic i LT,

consistent, inconsistent 72, —RX X E K-> 72, 17V DIEH%Z Table 8 I~ 9, 22

T, n, nnz, Lonz 3ZNZNRI0E, EEERE, BN =METOIEFEE B2 ET.

rank, «(A) ¥ MATLAB OBA% rank & svd 12D W CEMRE I NP DOBER, S5 (
RANFFEAE & IEFEOR/ANFFEED ) TH 5.

ZD2ODTH A ICKRL, FELBETIZ S DM — R % consistent,

Table 8. Characteristics of the coefficient matrices of the test problems
Matrix n nnz Lnnz rank k(A) Application area

bcesstk25 | 15,439 252,241 | 118,401 | 15,435 | 4.41 x10'2 | structural problem
besstk36 | 23,052 | 1,143,140 | 560,044 | 23,020 | 7.43 x10'" | structural problem

inconsistent & §A7-OICAHAURZ bV b ZDUTD L) ICEEL 7=,

e consistent: b =A x (1,1,..1)T
e inconsistent: b = A X (1,1,., DT +JAx (1, 1,.., DT ||, x u(0,1) x 0.01

7272 L, u(0,1) ¥ FORTRAN9O O [0, 1) O — L ELELBI%L random _number 12 X 1) 5%
DB LT n RILR 7 L TH 5.

5.3.1 Consistent 7% fH%&

%9, consistent 7B DA IO \WT, 1751 besstk25, besstk36 % (REATH & L 72
LiE O 72 L MINRES #:;, 277 —VY v 7 4HTLEL MINRES 7, E-SSOR £ BijLEE
MINRES 1D HEREHS 4 Z 4124 Table 9, Table 10 17739, IUHCHIESAE I, 'l'lg‘l'l'j <1077
ERET S, B, MHDITHIDEA LD, E-SSOR 45 FiALEL MINRES ED fE S5 X —
1310 & L7,

17741 besstk25 Tlx E-SSOR A HiZLEE MINRES #: 12 BiALEE 72 L MINRES 712 FhR,
7.95 f%, A=V v ZAHTLEE MINRES 7E12 AR T 1.16 f5EETH - 72,

1741 besstk36 Tl E-SSOR £ HiZLH MINRES 7 13 B 72 L MINRES 12 X,
248 %, A1 —V v 7 AEILEE MINRES IR, 1.68 f5OE#ETH - 7=,

1741 besstk25, besstk36 Z N2 Nz fREBUTHI & L 7 5E10 D\ T# 4 Fig. 7, Fig. 81
fgEsE 2 v o Tk o RO 75 7 %IRRT, o DI/ L MINRES ¥, A A2 —

1Bl
Y v Z 4B MINRES ¥, % %% B-SSOR £ Hi/L¥ MINRES 1% 7
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Table 9. Computation results for a consistent problem for besstk25 (Iter: number of
iterations, Tres: computation time including the computation of the relative residual norm,
Tno: computation time not including the computation of the relative residual norm) The
values in () are the ratio compared to MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning

Convergence criterion: % <1077
2
Method Iter Tres [sec] Tno [sec]
MINRES without preconditioning 2,107 (23.2) | 1.176 (7.95) | 1.176 (10.9)
MINRES with scaling right preconditioning 168 (1.85) | 0.172 (1.16) | 0.112 (1.04)
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning 91 (1) 0.148 (1) 0.108 (1)

Table 10. Computation results for a consistent problem for besstk36 (Iter: number of
iterations, Tres: computation time including the computation of the relative residual norm,
Tno: computation time not including the computation of the relative residual norm) The

values in () are the ratio compared to MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning.

Convergence criterion: % <1077
2
Method Iter Tres [sec] Tno [sec]
MINRES without preconditioning 7,533 (6.57) | 11.21 (2.48) | 11.21 (3.65)
MINRES with scaling right preconditioning | 2,672 (2.33) | 7.586 (1.68) | 4.321 (1.41)
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning 1,146 (1) 4.513 (1) 3.073 (1)

Relative residual

I I I
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

Number of MINRES iterations

Fig. 7. MINRES without preconditioing (o), MINRES with scaling right preconditioning
(»), and MINRES with E-SSOR preconditioning (%) for a consistent problem (besstk25)
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Relative residual

7 L L L L L
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

Numer of MINRES iterations

Fig. 8. MINRES without preconditioing (o), MINRES with scaling right preconditioning
(»), and MINRES with E-SSOR preconditioning (%) for a consistent problem (bcsstk36)

5.3.2 Inconsistent % fElz&

KIZ, 4751 besstk25, besstk36 % 4R%475 £ § % inconsistent 7% V. — X )7 2 I X
L C, BjALEEZ: L MINRES 7%, 27—V v 74 HTALE MINRES #:, E-SSOR 75 Bij LB
MINRES 2@ U 72856, BN E RO A /2 v 4 % vs. BAEEL
D75 7 %%% Fig. 9, Fig. 10 1273, o HSRiILLHEZ L MINRES ¥, A 2327 —1) v
AP MINRES 75, * %Y E-SSOR £ HiL# MINRES k2 £, 728, WFDIT5D
Biér &b, B-SSOR A HIALEE MINRES DM 87 A =415 1.0 & L7z,

¥ 7z, E-SSOR £ Hij#LH MINRES % 1751 besstk25, 1741 besstk36 #7875 & 3 5
inconsistent 7. —X G RERXICHEM L 7256, HAMN Z IR TR OMEE 7 v L

'fﬁﬁ:gﬂf ZZNFN107, 1075 LLTFICT 2720 D E4ES % Table 11 IR 7.

Table 11. Computation results for an inconsistent problem (Iter: number of iterations,
Tres: computation time including the computation of the relative residual norm, Tno: com-
putation time not including the computation of the relative residual norm)

s AMTl 6 lAM=LF il 5
Convergence criterion: Dl < 107° (besstk25), TR < 107 (besstk36)
Matrix Iter | Tres [sec] | Tno [sec]
besstk25 3,959 15.72 4.956
besstk36 | 14,273 148.86 38.48

inconsistent 7%V —X GRS L T E-SSOR A HijALEE MINRES {EIZ A5 —Y v 7
A HTALEE MINRES 7, HiALPHE7Z: L MINRES ¥ & Ul U CINHRPEDMENTE D, BEAA
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M
-S>

Relative residual

Number of MINRES iterations % 10“

-1
Fig. 9 H vs. number of iterations for MINRES without preconditioing (o), MIN-
2

RES with scaling right preconditioning (A), and MINRES with E-SSOR right precondi-
tioning (%) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk25)

Relative residual

I I I

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
4

Number of MINRES iterations x 10

—ly.
Fig. 10. H vs. number of iterations for MINRES without preconditioning (o),
2

MINRES with scaling right preconditioning (A), and MINRES with E-SSOR right pre-
conditioing (%) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk36)

= EHF R O /L 2 % 2 ARBATHIDS besstk25, besstk36 2 2D
WT 1070, 109 UTETHA SR, ISP LEVORIOELADEECLZHD
EEZonsD, EAMNEFIERGBRROMENEEZ Vo2 X D/INS KT 5DODFiER
5T, ZDFIEIC K 2 BliEEEA R 2 X TihX 5%, 8, Fig. 9, Fig. 10 IcEWVT,
IR G IE DR E 1 d inconsistent % R DL, HRAMUL TV 3 [Irjlly- TIE& L, [[AM )|l
Z3Hli L T 5 72 ® & MINRES %28 3 HEWi X Z2 > Tw b 72, MOREDHET
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ERMEBRI- N nwkd tEZ 65, DIETAT, inconsistent 7221209 5 INH & JiE
DIREN X FRROBEHTH 5.

54 JZX4a—KrZE&B MINRES EZDHEEDMR L

JHH MINRES ¥ (3 it N2 W TWw2 DT, GMRES D X HICY A — ik
ZMEROEHIILE LR D TH B, AHiTlE, VAY— Mk Y BOKELA LS
2 (BaEELD/NSLTES) ZEARRT. Z4Ud, MINRES 2V Ay — T35 2 LI
L0, AOMEEIZX > TEDNT S Krylov FEDERM: (BHHAIE) 2H1ET 5 2 &
kD, HIEEZHMAIE25DTH S,

532 i THLYD EF 7z, JIEEE 721751 besstk25, besstk36 % 12504751 & 9% inconsis-
tent 7537 — R J7REIZ E-SSOR A HIALEE MINRES ¥, 27— ¥ 74 HiL MINRES
R b iz 0) 2@ L 2854, Fig. 9, Fig. 10 7R3 X912, KERZHDOL
T, %¢#%%&H%Eﬁﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁ#/»AMM@#%%&M£¢§<T§&
»oe,

%2, gaﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ&fmﬁﬂ%ﬁ/»AwMgk%,;bm§<f§&<aok
IR TR & N7 iR x,(j IBRIEE) 2R 27 P L E LT, &5 7% T E-SSOR fHiALHE
MINRES %, A% —V v 74 HjALE MINRES % 5.3.2 ffilc THU D EiF 72 inconsistent
2N — R ARRICGHEA T3 2 L2 #E2 3.

5.4.1 1REFT5IH besstk25 T & 5 inconsistent KEIT — X ATERDIGZE

Z ZTlE, 1REATIDS besstk25 TH 5 inconsistent 2RISR L, S RIOBAEFEERICE W
TYRA¥—FIZL % E-SSOR A HjALEE MINRES ¥, A7 —VY v 7 AHTALEE MINRES 7%
DYIAE %15 2 72 DI T e Z2 N ZF NORILIA & )KIEHE WX 7 b Lvix 0) O IEE

5 Ui %@ﬁ@ﬁf@%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%i/»AmMér%ﬂMeuu%?.

Table 12. Iteration number for getting the initial guess for Restarted MINRES with pre-

Ir; . .
conditioning and H i - b||||2 at that iteration number for besstk25

IAM T [,
lAM-1b|,

MINRES with scaling right preconditioning 13,000 | 4.631 x 107>
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning 4,270 | 8.352x 1077

Method Iteration number

RIZ, besstk25 ZREATH E T % inconsistent 7N — R 5 IC LT, E-SSOR £
HiALEE MINRES %% 4,270 27 v 7°C, A —Y ¥ 7 AHHIALMH MINRES #£% 13,000 A
Ty 7TYRY — b+ LG OEAM E IERGERAOHNEZE VL llll'ZM 12”2 vs. JKIEE
D77 7 % Fig. 11, Fig. 12 1T77.,
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i
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Fig. 11. % vs. number of iterations after restart for MINRES with E-SSOR right
2

preconditioning (%) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk25)

Relative Residual

. .
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Number of MINRES iterations

. lamM="r ;|
Fig. 12. Dl

preconditioning (A) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk25)

vs. number of iterations after restart for MINRES with scaling right

Fig. 11, Fig. 1260 2% — b 522 Elck D, maft = ERARROMRMES ) L
% % E-SSOR 45 Hi/L#E MINRES #0854, 107° BT, A7 —V v 745w
MINRES EO#E, 1077 LRI T32 ENTE, BEZID/NILTHIENTE,

5.4.2 1R¥4751" bcsstk36 T & 3 inconsistent & — R AR DIHE

Z 2T, fREATHIDS besstk36 TH B inconsistent 2RISR L, SRl BHEIZERIC B >
TYRA¥—FIZL % E-SSOR A HjALEE MINRES %, A7 —VY v 7 AHTLEE MINRES %
DUIHIR % 13 2 72 DI T e Z2 N Z N O FTLIRAT & S (IR 7 Fovid 0) o K EH
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5 N 2 O KIZH T O EAN & IEHS RO /L 4 ”AM 1'1;|||2 % Table 13 1237,

Table 13. Iteration number for getting the initial guess for Restarted MINRES with pre-

conditioning and M at that iteration number for besstk36
lam-1bi,
Method Iteration number ”AM:I L
IAM-'Bl,
MINRES with scaling right preconditioning 20,000 | 7.361 x107*
MINRES with E-SSOR right preconditioning 20,000 | 6.733 x107°

>

RIZ, besstk36 % 1750751 & 9% inconsistent 72Nz — R G FEAUCHK LT, E-SSOR £
BIALEE MINRES %% 20,000 A7 7Y A% —F L, 20,000 27 v 7’KEL, 512
AZ — b LG EAA S ERABRROMEE /L 2 ”AM 12||||2 vs. KIEHD 75 7 %
Fig. 13, Fig. 14 I0R T,

Relative Residual
-
o
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Number of MINRES iterations % 10

—1g.
Fig. 13. |||SZ-III}||||2 vs. number of iterations after restart for MINRES with E-SSOR right
2

preconditioning (%) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk36)

Fig. 14 7> 5 E-SSOR A HIALE MINRES % 2 MY A% —F$5 2 Ic kD, HARN
& A BRI 2 L 2 “::”Aj IZHZ 108 UFICT 22 EATE, EEE LA
(T ENTEE,

X 512, [ LU inconsistent 722X LT, A7 —VY v 7 AHEiIMLEE MINRES 7% 20,000
A5y 7 TY RS — b LEHAOTAN E AR OMEE ) L L '|'|;“M 12||||2 vs. K8
BD T F 7% Fig. 15 1TRT,

Fig. 15 7> 5, besstk36 DMREATIITH %, inconsistent 2R ICK LT, A7 —Y v 7t
HIALEE MINRES Wiz L7256, VAFZ =352 LICk>T, HAMNSIEHRGER
DI ) Lo BTk 2 13 0 ¥y NS T2 2 LI TE Ao T,

lAM-1b||,
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Fig. 14. % vs. number of iterations after second restart for MINRES with E-SSOR
2

right preconditioning (%) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk36)
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preconditioning (A) for an inconsistent problem (bcsstk36)

MINRES %2 HEIIICY 27 — 23 5ROV TIE 55 it 5.

55 MINRES =%z BEMIIC) X2 — h T3 AK

AfiTlx, MINRES 2 HEIWICY A ¥ —F T3 ROV THILE 5. 54 fiT
MINRES %2V AF—F T35 2 L2k, BEZBVIEE I ERZBRELLD, MEE
BREDBEDKEHTIAY = T30 THD, ZOKEEZHBINIHRD % 5% 5
75,
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—ODFEE LT, NS RIEDFEH e ZED T, BAN S IEHRGERXOHEREZE /7 L L
gy WD Tenle) < ¢ it U & 3 QI k OWRTOR x 22 b
NELT, 672D TMINRES %2V A ¥ — T3 X215,

2, B E ER RO ) L 2 m—"b“ PEBT 570, YAy — L
THREE k & m+k JIETOERRME IERTRAOMENEE ) VLADEGZ EDLDTH
%, SROBHEFERTIZ, mZ20 L L7z, Thbb, 20 KIE T LICHEANMN ZIESTEX
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