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Effectiveness of BiCGStab(£) Method on AP1000

TAKASHI NODERAt and YUUICHIROU NOGUCHIt

For solving the large and sparse non-symmetric linear systems of equations, BiCGStab
method is known as one of the product type of iterative solvers. This method smoothes the
residual norm of BCG method, using degree one MR (minimal residual) polynomial. The
BiCGStab method is efficient in many cases and has been used for actual problems. Recently,
BiCGStab2 method and GP-BiCG method which improved by the BiCGStab method, have
been proposed. The BiCGStab(£) method, which is proposed by Sleijpen and Fokkema 13),
is generalized by these methods. This algorithm is also improved to decrease the amount of
computational cost per iteration. In this paper, the BiICGStab(£) method and other related
methods are parallelized on distributed memory machine Fujitsu AP1000. Results obtained
from the numerical experiments, i.e. boundary value problems of 2nd order partial differental
equations, etc., show that BiCG-Stab(£) algorithm is effective iterative method and suitable
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for parallel computing.

1. B U B

BB R OBEFENE L ARESTECHRE

RETHRILT 5 & RBMEET 1 RFER
Az =b (1)

PHEOLN, COFERRNOBERD L Z EFEELZME
Ehb. 7L, BB AR nxn OIFBFRHRRIE
HIfTg & 5. R (1) ORI, BEITFO LU 5
BERAVWTERE RO ERLL, 45 0HE» S5
OTHEUPBORTZETE L T { RERENH 5. L
"L, fFRORTL n SKRELC 2D L, EREIIRE
HEEHBLUTEHEI AN AT ZHOE TREN L
NNV LS,

R (1) OREATFHI A BPBETHHR L EZ2ETHOBE
I21%, Hestenes & Stiefel ViC & o TIRE X 7254 E

T BRESE R KA FR T AR

Faculty of Science and Technology, Keio University

2089

# (Congugate Gradient method, CG iEE d\9))
3, B AERETH LD Lrl, BEITH A
PIEHR & ERIATHIOHA i, K (1) oEU#Ez %k
OLFEE UTHREGEET AV S 2 L IZERHENX
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Fig.1 The BiCGStab algorithm.
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[BiCGStab(£) Algorithm)]
k=—¢

choose zg, 7y

compute rg =0b— Axg

repeat until |lry4,|l2 is small enough

Ye=7¢, w=1
For j=£4-1,...,1

12
=7+ Zz’:j-i—l Tiivi

For j=1,...,¢—1

end

take u_1=0,x9g=z9,p0=1,a=0,w=1

k=k+<¢
2o =uk_1, fg =Tk, $0 =Xk, po = ~wpo
For j=0,...,4-1 (BCG part)
p1= (%), B=afl, po=p
Fori=0,...,j
by = — B,
end
41 = Aty , v = (U541,7) , o= £2
For i=0,...,j
Py = P — ol
end
Fit1 = AP, B9 = 2o + g
end
For j=1,...,¢ (modified Gram-Schmidt) (MR part)
For i=1,...,5—1 )
Tij = o (P, fe) By =Py —Tigf
end
o =(7,%) s ¥ = %j(f”a,f”j)
end

end
For j=1,...,¢~1
£
’Y"j = Y41+ Zi___j_*_l TiiYi4+1
end

&0 = &0 +m1fo , fo = fo+7' s, G0 = G0+ Vel
g = Gg — ;% , o ::ﬁo-}-"{”j'f‘]‘ , fo = o ——’y’j’f‘]‘

Ugpe1 = %0, Tpte = P0, Xppe = Lo-

2 BiCGStab(¢) HOHE
Fig.2 The BiCGStab(¢) algorithm.
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D=Q"Q
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rEnL, SITHLPITY D & T ZERTS
D, Q ¥ RIBFEHZTHTHEL. 0L

lIrellz = llfo — R7ll2 (15)
PR S LD % F ERDAZE V. R (15) 1
lIrellz = |70 — QTFll2 (16)

YEEXEXBIENTELDT, INERMLT ST
LT B, Z0F

QTy =10 (17)
OB 2FERE LT, ROKXTEZONS.
3=T7'D7'Q (18)
Lo, BPERBBEERI MV &
Tk =7A‘0—R’—)”
=70 — QD™'QT7o (19)

LLTROLNBZ LIRS,
COBETE, BEF IV 23y b OERIEF
HLT, ¢ARDRZ PVOBERILEfToTWE, £D
72 £ AR E L B L ERLES OERD O(F)
THZ T, HEBMEZELT A0 L2 TE
BEFRELTRETES LD, FTLERESLL
FHRRWREAEBONLZEbH L. 0L ) REE
I L A RELTAZ LA ERD.
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F1IE, FNFROBENF L EORETLEL
B REHEREER L. L, 1EORED
% Tdh %7, Sleijpen & Fokkema'® O RE NEH
REAWT, 22T} Av (75 x RZ b v) OFHE
1LEAIEE (Tabb, 775 Elost
Br 1ETH L), REZ 1EfF b0 ERZT S
Yot s, 72k 21E, BiCGSTab(4) ik, WEHRKE
OFIET BCG & (1 MORKET, 2 @{OFTF] x N
ZNNVOREELELTS) 24T DI 8 H
OFFFl x X7 P VOFEEITbRIEIEL RV, £C
<, BiCGSTab(4) HOAMKE 1 HINFHELE X
ABAICIEEORES 8 TEID, RE 1 EHOFHH
REMEEAER L. ZOMOBEEICE LT AED
BEHVELR SO, ZONEETFWEYYRETHEE
PEH L. 22T, £1 OFHD Av 13475 x X7
MAEEOEEERL, dots ZNEEEORE, av
ERZ P VORAS IEOETBEOEBERT. 12, 4
BEOBEEBRTHWATINIG LT, FEEF1EO
RAZICLE L § 23 E/NMUSEOMTEOREERL
72, FAROAEE (RTT) ¥, WIhb 16384 XL T
»3b., TOELRA L, BiCGStab(2) EOFEED
BiCGStab2 % GP-BiCG HEICHRTH RN &F

Nov. 1997

®1 1EOKBUICHLEL 25 PR LEHEE
Table 1 The average amount of computational cost
per iteration.

RO >
ik Av | dots | av | HIHE1 IR 2
BiCGStab 1 2 3 131072 | 163840
BiCGStab2 1 2.75 5.5 184320 | 217098
GP-BiCG 1 3.5 8.0 | 248988 | 270336
BiCGStab(2) | 1 | 2.25 | 3.75 | 147456 | 180224
BiCGStab(4) 1 2.75 | 5.25 | 180224 | 212992

* 4 BB APEEROEBETHACAATFNCH LT 11
DRETLEE & B8/ NUEHO LR M RO ME. 175]
DORELTVTRD 16384 KT TH 5.

Bhb.
3. UIHEDTE

BiCGStab EEEOEEE, 175 x X7 by, N
2R VOREE, AHT x N7 FVEEOHAETH
BanTwas, SECALOEEEZEFLTS1H 7
D, BEZFOLDOEWIFULTHDOTIER L, fTHleN
7PV E DR, R EOBE ZhEREFEL .
HADENVIZFLEIONRY MVOFTEEZE) ST
ZET, N MVE) LOME, BE, R EREHE
BIATHENTESL. Fruc L, HFEEICBY
TRLFEEHEL TERLZTNIER L2 VOIITH] x
N7 VORETHL. UT, fFFlERT PV EDR
BOBFLO FHEIZDOWTENS,

SETEAEIR [0,1] x [0,1] BT 5 SHLLEZIET
AL | TELNBFHICOWTER S, BEILT 2
BEANDAY Y 2DOKESE mxm L, FHTAL
LEIRTIEBLTELVOEE p=cxy LT 5.
727, mide, y OBACENYONDMELZLHLD
ET 5.

B2 o NERERFERLAVEUER LER
WEREARICRYS. s=y DL &, RYLNL
ERMIIEFRBIC RS, £ LT IOEELBFIETE#E
TORTICEFI SN2 VICEFRFREN LTS, £
OB LN T L ICBEANEF TE ST & LCE
Bri7)., o, 1EOEVSEETLRS RV
DKE ST (m/z) X (m/y) TH 5.

HEHOBERICHLTIE, Botl: 0BRSS
DEZRZPELTIH0 ¢ BHMICEL TV HHK
LOBEIIOVWTIR mfy DBEEL, y BAMmICO
WCld m/z OBEERLEL TS, Hlle=y DL
XD 4 FAOBEREFEZ DL 4% (m/z) DHEEE
BLBEE 5. —F, BEREETBEMICESIHT °F
BT LCRME R BIULT B L, £DTFlE N7 bV
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Table 2 Specification of AP1000.
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Table 3 Example 1: Computational time (T sec) and iteration count (I).

n 1.0 1.1 1.3 1.5 1.7
Hik T I T I T I T 1 T 1
BiCGStab 1.883 | 94 | 2.014 | 118 | 4.788 | 246 — — — —
BiCGStab2 1.505 | 56 | 1.729 | 64 | 2.278 | 86 | 3.320 | 124 | 5.402 | 192
GP-BiCG 1.711 | 56 | 1.872 | 64 | 2.742 | 90 | 3.819 | 124 — —
BiCGStab(2) | 1.084 | 56 | 1.193 | 64 | 1.698 | 88 | 2.489 | 126 | 3.675 | 186

7£) 2000 FIORE TP L Zhorzboid «— Ligh L.

residual

N I \ "
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icasab VW efcosune

sec
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00

E3 HIELFEREICHT % BiCGStab ROIRE /v A
Ulrsll2/lroll2) PUURT 2HF- DI (n = 1.7)
Fig.3 Example 1: The behaviour of residual norm
(Il7xll2/]l7oll2) v-s. computational time (sec) for the
variants of BiCGStab method (1 = 1.7).
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4 BIE1 KEARICHE$ 5 BiCGStab RORKE /4
(Irxll2/llrollz) PWET BRFOLE (n = 1.7)
Fig.4 Example 1: The behaviour of residual norm
(IIrxli2/ll7oll2) v.s. number of iterations for the
variants of BiCGStab method (7 = 1.7).
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—Ugz — Uyy + Dua(2,y) = G(,y),
Wz, y) lgo =1+ 2y
ZOHERE 5 HPLESED B TERILL, B
D% u(c,y) = 1+zy LEREL, HLEREL
THIEER T/, ZOLE, Ay 2OKRESE
128 x 128 & L7z, %8B, AP1000 7 1t v ¥#id
64 & L7-. #IEE LT BiCGStab %, BiCGStab2
#, GP-BiCG ¥, BiCGStab(¢) it (¢ = 2,4,8) %
HAWCBEERZITV, ZOIROBETEIERL .
SEEOMEEMRIIERY My, IR EEMER
lrkll2/ll7oll2 € 1.0 x 10712 & L7z,

B, h=1/129 L L, Dh=2% k%5 L)1
D DfE%E®, BiCGStab %, BiCGStab2 i, GP-
BiCG #, BiCGStab(2) #iCoWT, B 5 IZIdEHHR
B I3t 2BE I VADOIURT 24+%, B6
R EE AT BFRE SV ADICGRT AT &R
L7.

RIS, TaTE, h=1/129 #EAEL, ¥4 % Dh
DMEIR LT, FREFROBEDORE /v b HYRSE
BT COPGRIERE (B) T L RERKIOE:
AU, ZOERTIIRAEDEZ 2000 B & L7275
Dh =2%2% 2% ®& &, BiCGStab EZIGR L %% -
7=. 72, Dh=2° ®& & GP-BiCG #EIZPERIZ T
% b D0, BiCGStab2 HEM 21T 3, BiCGStab(2)
EDIZIZ A EORERBILETH .
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Table 4 Example 2: Computational time (T sec) and iteration count (I).

Dh 2-2 2-1 20 2!
Hik T 1 T I T I T I
BiCGStab 11.04 | 550 | 10.17 | 468 | 11.00 | 474 | 10.11 | 496
BiCGStab2 12.92 | 530 | 12.29 | 448 | 13.09 | 462 | 15.81 | 604
GP-BiCG 12.16 | 444 | 12.76 | 414 | 14.92 | 468 | 17.17 | 572
BiCGStab(2) | 9.88 | 532 | 9.02 | 452 | 9.69 | 468 | 8.47 | 422
BiCGStab(4) | 8.96 | 480 | 8.61 | 438 | 11.03 | 566 | 11.03 | 580
BiCGStab(8) | 10.39 | 500 | 11.17 | 538 | 13.54 | 656 | 14.06 | 662
Dh 22 23 2t 28
ik T 1 T 1 T I T I
BiCGStab 21.05 | 954 — — — — — —
BiCGStab2 15.09 | 566 | 12.18 | 472 | 13.87 | 510 | 13.64 | 680
GP-BiCG 19.06 | 634 | 23.48 | 796 | 34.03 | 1152 | 47.08 | 1328
BiCGStab(2) | 10.81 | 548 | 8.94 | 468 | 9.84 500 | 10.26 | 792
BiCGStab(4) | 11.25 | 588 | 9.21 | 488 | 8.67 462 9.36 504
BiCGStab(8) | 13.40 | 644 | 11.35 | 548 | 9.97 476 | 10.07 | 486
I
]
1
N
— Wig -
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- T »‘ S -
bt I
et L X[ lormico |
o ¥, picosuoh |- %
1eos F1 S
e mccsubu)%’,( Pl M|
le-11 E W".
1 1‘3 sec iteration
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5 BB 2 AHHIMICHT % BiCGStab RORKRAE /L A
Ulrkll2/lroll2) PIHET 2HF OIS (Dh = 22)
Fig.5 Example 2: The behaviour of residual norm
(Irell2/liroll2) v.s. computational time (sec) for the
variants of BiCGStab method (Dh = 22).
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BREAUR, Ay 20RESICEALTE, flE2 LH
Cb0REHLE. 22720, BARRKEREICEL Tt
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R5IRLERIE, h=1/129 2E%E LT Dh
DEEEESE L &L, TREFNOBEDOKRE )V
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Fig.6 Example 2: The behaviour of residual norm
(Irkll2/liroll2) v.s. number of iterations for the
variants of BiCGStab method (Dh = 22),
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BAPHLTWAI LN Gh 5,

4.3 BiCGStab(£) &9 L O

4.2 TRV REMS FREROBEFREME I L ¢
DIE#ZEZ T2 & D BiCG-Stab(l) &9 LOFRENRY
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Table 5 Example 3: Computational time (T) and Iteration count (I).
Dh 23 2-2 21 20
Hik T I T I T I T 1
BiCGStab 21.15 | 866 | 25.02 | 978 | 28.10 | 1098 | 32.81 | 1208
BiCGStab2 | 24.89 | 864 | 27.78 | 966 | 31.63 | 1080 | 35.19 | 1206
GP-BiCG 27.28 | 822 | 31.23 | 982 | 34.57 | 1054 | 40.18 | 1222
BiCGStab(2) | 18.59 | 856 | 20.81 | 968 | 23.51 | 1088 | 25.89 | 1200
BiCGStab(4) | 15.87 | 812 | 18.96 | 958 | 20.06 | 1038 | 23.40 | 1204
BiCGStab(8) | 17.59 | 794 | 20.89 | 944 | 22.92 | 1040 | 26.66 | 1210
Dh 2! 22 23 24
XS T I T i T I T I
BiCGStab 36.67 | 1428 | 46.53 | 1778 | 78.08 | 3010 — —
BiCGStab2 | 40.00 | 1390 | 49.73 | 1744 | 67.05 | 2358 | 107.45 | 3780
GP-BiCG 45.02 | 1404 | 57.04 | 1752 | 78.63 | 2450 | 133.58 | 4130
BiCGStab(2) | 29.85 | 1388 | 36.97 | 1740 | 50.51 | 2356 | 78.88 | 3720
BiCGStab(4) | 27.43 | 1404 | 35.18 | 1786 | 46.32 | 2378 | 71.00 | 3598
BiCGStab(8) | 32.21 | 1472 | 41.13 | 1868 | 53.69 | 2428 | 79.85 | 3616
asidual
rasidual 1606 = e
‘“O? L4 h‘zi N M,-J -
se0 [l - S Y/ seN
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1es01 + tevor S N
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2 (lIrkll2/liroll2) PWHY BHTOLE (Dh = 22)
Fig.7 Example 3: The behaviour of residual norms
(II7xll2/liroll2) v.s. computational time (sec) for the
variants of BiCGStab method (Dh = 2?).
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Fig.8 Example 2: The behaviour of residual norms
(llrxll2/llroll2) v.s. computational time (sec) for the
BiCGStab(£) method (£ = 2,4,8), Dh = 22.
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Fig.9 Example 3: The behaviour of residual norms
(llrkll2/limoll2) v.s. computational time (sec) for the
BiCGStab(¢) method (£ = 2,4,8), Dh = 21,

%, GP-BiCG EIIABRLTHIE R PV EDNTE
nrE7uty FHEOREELEL TARESREOF
=B LT A, —7, BiCGStab(4) i3 ¢ [l
SOFEE T LT, Z0OELHOEG 2T TH
% L o THFDMBOBS T T Oy T & I12j4DE
#BrF2Ekw. 2% 9, BiCGStab i, BiCGStab2
#, GP-BiCG ERRKEF Ty ¥ &) LCHE
% & % %)% BiCGStab(f) IS HRTE L o> TL
T, SHESNEL oD TH L, Z0EFIEE
# AP1000 L DO BEFEE T BiCGStab(f) EV R W
BWRERL.
4.4 BEBOAZXLHEEEEFOTI

BIE 4 ROITH] A 2EZBH. T Weiss ' DL
BTHVWLRATWAFIETHS. &8, FHIDRTIE
16384 £ 5,

A=| 0 A (21)
S 0
0 N 0 An
PEL, =120 LT
A]‘ — )\re,j Aim,j (22)
'—)\im,j )\re,j
ZDITH) A OBEIFHEIZ
Aj = Are,; £ TAim.j (23)

k%’fﬁ’éﬂé /\re,j, /\im,j @f{ﬁbi%n%ﬂ, [)\ra,mina
Are,max)s [Nim,miny Aim,max] DFFATEEE L TE
WTBb0ETH. ZOFFIL, BEOME [0,1]
WNOBEHE LTHLEREL, BEEREZT-/.
%3, ke LT BiCGStab #, BiCGStab2 i,

AP1000 23517 5 BiCGStab(£) EOE MK IOV T 2099

®6 BIE4RENVAONURKR (Tsec) B & URBRAE (1)
Table 6 Example 4: Computational time (T sec) and
iteration count (I).

Are [10=2,1071 | [107%,1072
iRE T I T I
BiCGStab — —

BiCGStab2 | 9.71 | 364 | 70.97 | 2546
GP-BiCG 13.08 | 422 — —
BiCGStab(2) | 7.59 | 368 | 53.38 | 2552
BiCGStab(4) | 8.07 | 360 | 53.32 | 2352
BiCGStab(8) | 9.73 | 368 | 60.12 | 2292
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Fig.10 Example 4: The behaviour of residual norm
(lIrxll2/liroll2) v.s. computational time (sec)
for the variants of BiCGStab method (Are €
[1073,1072)).
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