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1 i

MERDIES TN T HZ L1, Pl TEERRREER L EOREHE Vo -EHMEIIB W
TEETH), ThEF TR LMERMEICHET 2 E L OBEFERRRZRHEVESAL TS fl2
(¥ Alonso and Valli [1], Bossavit [2], Fujiwara and Nakata [3] * % D&Z L% S8, ik [3]
Zd % &9, IERMEIEEZ COERETH O TW 2. 2O THRA S, SRLHEIN
U CHERIE LHAMRE S NGt E T D —2TH 5 Kikuchi [10], [11] DR ICHEE L -RE
ROBEREFREE AT &7:; Kanayama et al. [6]  Kanayama and Kikuchi [7] &8, L2
L, BEBICEDERMLICL ), RIBFEOHEHAPHETSH S, 0 Th S Lagrange Fe D E A ST
BTHD, Lot KBEBILOBEEL 2 2HbH -7 KH LTI, A7 PUVEF v L%
RHABE T 2 MBERMEOREGEI L 2B 5 H 2 BEMHH TV T Lagrange Felk %
L, MELEEILTEL I LERT (2 LTL 2RI, EREADPHNCTELRARD
ERAL [6], [7) L13F% 0, & LAXH (1] BRI LICREEL T 3).

AL, MU ERFEOERUESTEE L 2 L. ZOLMRIYHEBICEHRTH L7217 TEL,
PAREDPOREDSE 2R R DD % 720, b BT FEII L OPREI AT D, FlziE
Fujiwara et al. [4], Kameari and Koganezawa [5] Z88. R#HX T, BBALOBRICH VA ES
RICBEE LT, AN =K7Yy VOGEDBT 2 WY B 2 & TRBE RSB E k% 3R
TREEHWA I/, #7 1 RFRRTE LIEHERIE (BICG) # @A LR IBAT5.

2 REEDEBIL
Hilbert Z2M V, Q 2% 2 4. DT, LA ERF " 13ded 2032 m 2 £ . EH VXV,
VxQ LOEHERN =K E EnEha, b L, #EER A B, K548 B' % (Au,v) = a(u,v),
(Bv,q) = (B'q,v) =b(v,q) TEDAH. ZORROMBEELZEZL: EBIC (f,9) e V' xQ 252
A
{AquB’p:f in V', (1a)
Bu=g in @/ (1b)
XWET S (u,p) e VxQ 2K L.
ELIZER B OB%E V, ZH VTOD V, DBEXRMZEM%E V), BOFZERE V! 25 V] ~OdEkiis
¥5#% P %

(Pfiv)y={f,v) VfeV Ywel
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TEOL. LT TEN—KEK a 5V, LTrESRMZ, R—RERX b Vx Q ETTRERSE
rx e Ehii/-+ &34, BB PEAVIUL, ME (1) 38R

PAug = P(f — Auy) in V (2)

Rz T ug € Vo B ROAMBEIIFETE L. 72 LB vy 3BV, ODLT Buy =g BLY
HLEREHAWHLT lully <A gllg ZM#Zzs. 22Ty, [ llg 3EhEAV, Q" D
JIWVLTHA.
BRI (2) 12BWT
Au=0, f=0 inV/, ¢g=0 in Q@ (3)
ARE LR LT 5. bz &5, MRE (1) 2
Au=f in V' (4)

27y ue Vp ZROLMEITREIIFETE .

3 MERMBADRESEDEEL

SEAER Q v # 2, FOBRE 00, BREOHMEEMAERT n &35, F8HQ FHEWIZ
BELR)DRW 2 DOHFHEII R BLXUYS »okbl L, %iz%ﬂwvﬁijz@&??w,\L%ﬁ% r
YA ZZTREE R OSEEAETHY), HIE R & Q OBEFEREEBRS v FEEWET S &
WMEE f 252, BENRZ PVRF YU x vy 2 ROLUTOBMBRMEY# 2 5

(rot(vrotu) — iwou= f in (5a)
divu=10 in S, (5b)
Yuxn=0 on 0}, (5¢)
/u -nds=0. (5d)
\Jr

2 v IIEHERE, o XEBE, v 3AEE, i IEBBEHEATH L. KHLTIT, E&mﬁm+ v
BIEOX W EREL, EEF o M R CEEH, i S T0 THhsL L, a@(?ii%%'F"‘ f s

divf =0 in Q (6)

BT ET 5.

BRSNS Q BT 2RAESTh 5 HERBEREA S 5 520 % (L2(Q)° L L, *ONEKE
(.,.) THET. 7 1 BEEKE T LXQ) CETNMEL S 2 52M%E H(Q) L5, &
M2 X,V BEIUQ %

X = {v e (L*(N)); rotv e (L3(0))*},
V={veX; vxn=0 on 00},
Q= {q e H'(Q); ¢g=0 on 99, 3c € C such that ¢ =c in R}.
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FHEX G) (T EUTOREGROERNEEZSL: FFED (v, 9) e VxQ LT

{ a(u, 0) +b(v,p) = (/o) (7a)
b(u,q) =0 (7b)

XM T (u,p) e VxQrxROL 2L
a(u,v) = (vrotu,rotv) — (iwou,v) ,
b(v, q) = (v, gradq)

Thsb.

FEIE O I A —FRICIERI 2 4 HARDEZ# 2 5. Nedelec D 1 REHZIZL o TERLNLAZ2RH
* Xp, BEOAEE 1 REZICE > TRONAZEMET M, L LV, =X,NV, QL= M,NQ L%E
D5, Fl, BB Ay, Bu, BB B), & (Anun,vn) = a(un, vr), (Bntn, qn) = (Bhgh, V) =
b(vh, qrn), 518 By OBk Vor, ZZ0 Vi, TO Vo, DBEXHZM % Vi, TED L. 228 V), = grad Q,,
BEY S, B A, O Vi, TH A, ZORHRERRX (7) KHT2UTORELLE2 5:

Apup + Bipn=f in V], (8a)
Byup, =0 in @, (8b)

2727 (un,pr) € Va X Qp 2RO K.
155 (6) & 0 IMEHMETIAME (3) HIELT

Apup, =0, f=0 in V}, (9)
Y o Z ETEET T, R (8) 1
Apup, = f  in V) (10)

RW7T w, € Von &R 5 MBI LT 5 5.
CEBROFETIE, FEKX (10) BT SBREE f 3ML20EMERWT f, LEHET L. &
AN, IS fo=0 in V), BEY LR, 2 THER

(gradrh, grad ) = (fu, gradgs) Van € Q (11)
ZW72Y rh € Qn THOCTHIELBEREE f, %
fo = fu—gradry (12)
TEDD.

Remark 3.1 % Ay DBDS Vip (= grad Qr) TH B A 53K (12) TE T AMIEIEE T — KR
DEEART P IVD S REATHIOBOBS Z ) B e d 5. o THEYEREEDD &
T, Vo, DTEZMHMEICRIRT A2 LT, BENV, DL TH o TOHLND up 2% Vo ICA
5T EDIRES. :

Remark 3.2 EEMETRERITN L O IRITERD —BThHLBENE V. OB, Hi
X (11) % Q oD D ITHET 2B OEBIETDOAEZ L LHPTE .
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4 PEETERR
4.1 TEAM E£FIIb

ARECTREMEFIE T 7V L LT Fig. 1 \Z7RT The Testing Electromagnetic Analysis Methods
workshop #58%E L 7-FEX R B & BAR L FEOMEEEARIEA € 7V Problem 7 (LU TEAM £ 7V)
®##2 5. TEAM EFNVIZDOWTIEITHRR [2], [3], 6], [8], B LT ZDBEXEMESRBOZ L. BT
FEIRITERE 2V EFONEICED 3[m] x 3[m] x 0.749 [m] DEFKT, BFRTIEIEHF (5¢)
BEO Lo LT 5, BEIEIE v i3 1/(4n) x 107 [m/H], EEZFE o 1 3.526 x 107 [S/m], A&
B w d 2 x 50 [rad/sec), BYRGEREKE DL, BEBOMI#EIZZ 21 1.0968 x 10° [A/m?],
0[A/m?| £ 5.

Fig. 2 ORICHNTHE Y 4 TESET 4. B v Y20 EZRY, HEBHERI TR
47716, 74341 ThH 5. BREEZ BEO 4 WE 1 REXRTEB S 2. Biltld T 1 VIZO RGN T
WHDT, MIE% T A VBT . B 1 RABRADOFEIIIAEIR (BICG) EE MW
RTLER A R — 1) v 77 & 73R D & OAR5ES Cholesky 778 (12] & A7z, D&
¥t 1.3 2 AV gy FVizid 0 A, BURHEIEERZE (M~ (Ax - b)[|/[M™'b|| #¢
LOX 1077 LTS 52 & TiTo 72, 2 240 MR TY], A ERIVEATS, x 13X 27 R, b
EBEEINZ RV, ||| & Budid / VATH S, FHREICIIHBIREREZ 512MB ## L 72 Alpha
600MHz % H\»7z.

Fig. 3 13 BiCG EDRAEDBETH 2. HEIFRZEDOH A 7 — )V THE#E BiCG E0 KRR
Thb. WHEEMASZ LI2L 2T BICG EAPORT 2 &9 I2% > T o Z &4%h7%. Table 1
i BICG EDHEH AT —B X UFHERMTH L. MEteo X2 A5%ESE Cholesky 7 fFATLE « H
WLEFRAAEY - 1455000, FAEREANBBELE 1/3 125> Tw2 I b5,

4.2 EEHETN

Fig. 4 ICRT, v 27, Y=V F a7, 3BOIL VBIUVERET L% AKEFET NV
£ D, EREBEFVICOVTEBIZE 9] B, ZROWKIEIIFEE 1/(4r) x 107 m/H]
<, WS EIEY v 755 T 600, Y=V FB LI 7EST 10000, 2 A VEHFT 1 T
Hb., EEE g 135 7EST 6.67 x 105[S/m], ZDMDOEHT 0.0[S/m] THb. HHE
B w i3 21 x 50 [rad/sec] TH 5. BREERTEOEHOMIEIZ I 7BV AL L ZN TR
1.544 x 10° [A /m?], 1.190 x 10° [A/m?], 1.524 x 10° [A /m?| BhRE R B DB DM EIX VT
Ny 0[A/m?] L%, 725 RT—FIMIO 2 VIZHRA BFIREERDO AL HEICHATED,
3SEOIALNVTRTOMBEROIT 0[A] &£ 25. EREMI Fig. 4 DEBET (vrotu)xn =0
Bl un=0MMOMTuxn=0%#7. '

AT Y 4 TESEIT S, Hniz Ay v a0BEZRE, EFERERITENEN 76380, 92937
THhhH. BREEEBEO 4 WK 1 REZTENT 5. BRI/ VICORTATREDT,
E% 34 VBT . E7 1 XKFRROMES L 2 0ikE I TEAM €7V & AT - 72.

Fig. 5 3 BiCG EDRZEDBETH 5. HEEMIIFRADK A 7 — v THi# L BiCG EoO KR
¥THs, TEAM EFNVERMBICHIEEZMZ A Z LICE > T BICG EPIGET 2 L9 12% - T
W22 EDha s, Table 2 13 BiCG HEQMMA X E) — B L UFHERBTH L. TEAM EFVE
IR, DR D E A524 Cholesky FERILIEAZ VA LHHAEY —13 14 L% 53D
O, FHERESBBLEZ 1/3 102 T0RDILlTbR 5.
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5 5@

BN PVERT Y v v EREEE TS 3 RUMERMEOR ST A REFZMITIZ BT,
HHBEBMTRICEDCTHEY BT 2 2 e DS TE 72 $7:8B0 L EL, BREEOEEN
RERTAFEERELL. I 0#ET 1 KRR BICG v @HTL 2 N TET.

HEE EHETVE LCEESEF VR L THEY S LR AHIC RIS L 2 7.
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Fig. 2: A finite element mesh around the coil and the conductor for the TEAM model.
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Table 1: Required memory and CPU time.

Preconditioner Diagonal

Incomplete Cholesky

(Accel.=1.3)
Memory [MB] 30.7 42.8
Time [s] 1953.0 651.2

(Unit: [mm])
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Fig. 3: The profile of [M~!(b — Ax)||/|[M~'b|| versus the number of iterations of BiCG method
for the TEAM model.
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Fig. 4: A transformer model.
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L With cb.rrect; + Dlagffgfll ]
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Fig. 5: The profile of |[M~!(b — Ax)||/[M~'b|| versus the number of iterations of BiCG method
for the transformer model.

Table 2: Required memory and CPU time.

I 1 holesk
Preconditioner Diagonal ncoapcsetle ZCI g)es 4

Memory [MB] 37.7 52.9
Time |s] 4213.7 1570.6




