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Fig. 1 Convergence behavior of the SOR method with 5 points FDM.
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Fig. 5 Comparison of CPU time on several vector computers (in the case of 5 points FDM).
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Fig. 7 Comparison of CPU time on several vector computers (in the case of 9 points FDM).
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™ 2(a) MEMERK v &R7 PVERE oo
Table 2(a) An optimum acceleration parameter
®opt and a spectrum radius o, p:.

BTHE #{ SOR #: Hyperplane SOR #:

@opy Popt @opt Popt
=9 (a) 1.22 0.971 1.68 0.720
X9 (b) 1,12 0.971 1.70 0.717
B9 (c) 1.00 0.977 1.70 0.782

2 2(b) FEMERK @opr & X PR pope
Table 2(b) An optimum acceleration parameter
@,p: and a spectrum radius popt.

T8 Bl SOR #: Hyperplane SOR &
@Wopt Popt @Wopt Popt
X9 (d) 1.20 0.970 1.68 0.720
X9 (e) 1.14 0. 969 1.70 0.715
X9 (f) 1.02 0.975 1.72 0. 766

® 3(a) BEMMERE @ & RRT FERE oop
Table 3(a) An optimum acceleration parameter
w,p and a spectrum radius pop:.

SOR :ip <7 v HABA MBI IEHROET 379

(D+wE) ' {(1—w)D—wF) (5)
(4), (B)RXRTERINLRETFIOBEHHERIEICHK
I RD . EBRERERICRT.
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(BT EHW 50MIsR4E : B9 (a), (b), (¢))
2% 2, 3 DT Hyperplane SOR #: & {2 Hyperplane
Bick 3 SOR H:2&W%T 5. MAAKIBIHEES b
i 0.02 Z|ATHENRELEERE L. RBEMER
¥ wope & FDEEDZRRY P NVEE pope (REFTHIOR
NEEEOME) &2, R3ICRT.
(B) SMMOROMREHNT U I UREDEE
(BTFEHEIEIES: K9 (d), (e), ()
(C) SMHDEDMRELEN/ 17 RIEODRE
(B FAEDD B0MIsE4 : F9 (a), (b), (c¢))
(D) SMEOPAOMREED) 1 7 RIEDBRE
(BFLEREEIBE: KO (d), (e) ()
<EH>
AROMDBREGST 1+ V7L, /42 FRED
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®4(a) F4 Y7 VERE (A) OHERM
(S5-820/80 itk 3. Bifir: IVH)
Table 4(a) CPU time in case of Dirichlet
conditions (A) on S-820/80 (in
milliseconds).

e #10 SOR % Hyperplane SOR i
Wopt Popt @opt Popt
M9 (a) | 1.26  0.991 1.84 0.840
K9 (b) 1.16 0.993 1.88 0. 856
M9 (c) 1.02 0. 994 1.82 0.953

¥ 3(b) BEMERE @opr & A7 PANE pop
Table 3(b) An optimum acceleration parameter
w.pe and a spectrum radius oop:.

BT ##41 SOR ¥ Hyperplane SOR ¥

WFoE 1l SOR Hyperplane SOR ¥

K9 (a) 30.1 (3.0) 9.9 (1.0)
59 (b) 48.9 (4.4) 11.1 (1.0)
®9 (c) 61.9 (5.2 1.9 (1.0)

® 4b) /A= & (C) OHARE
(S-820/80 itk 3. Bifi: IYH)
Table 4(b) CPU time in case of Neumann
conditions (C) on S-820/80 (in
milliseconds).

Hyperplane SOR ¥

Wopt Popt Wopt Popt BFSH ##{l SOR #:
X9 (d) 1.26 0. 998 1.88 0. 900 X9 (a) 225.0 (5.3) 41.9 (1.0)
K9 (e) 1.16 0.998 1.88 0.913 B9 (b) 379.0 (6.8) 55.8 (1.0)
B9 (f) 1.00 0.997 1.80 0.924 9 (c) 263.0 (6.6) 39.7 (1.0)
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