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1 ELC®IC

RIEHATH 2 R BU R D, — IR AR Az = b, A € R™", be R" ZEWili{b %
AW 3 Krylov #8453 ZZEIC & > THEAEMICHRL 2 & %2 F 2 5.

B AL (BiConjugate Gradient, BiCG) % [4] % DR T & % H F AL A HL (Conju-
gate Gradient Squared, CGS) i% [13], /LML AR (BiCG STABIlized, BICGSTAB)
% [16] 72 ¥ OFEI BICG 413, b FEAMPOENRRKEETH Y, E<HHEIATY
. UL, TNODREETI, BREREDKENRY MLD ) I)VAPKELLIRENT S &
&, NOFENIEKRL, PURMEPBILT 256035 5. FZ, WilbXh oK E 254 r,
CIR xy D OPFITRE D EDIKAE b — Az, & ORI K ERTEfEPEL D Z e oNn
TW3 [1,5,6,10]. PARE, Z OFEHfE% residual gap & FEK.

WE, Foilbz W5 Krylov #i0 ZFIETIE, TOW LR SR E 5% )L A
[Pl AN E < Teolz b &, REZEIETS. UL, LOFAAEDKEIZ XD residual
gap MWEU B728, REM TRAICBWTHDKE ) VA ||b— Az || 238 L, Zhi
Fo TEBMORE 2GS 5 Z & MRNTHZ. 2T, LA oRE 552 L
LY B Ve DRCIE, IROBRMED LD,

b — Az || < [[(b— Azy) — 7l + [l

FUL DO —IHH residual gap 2R LU, MREEFEETHNIX0 202D, FEVNIGEE
TIEAOBEEDOKEIZLD 0 2R SR\, LMo T, residual gap W REL 2D &,
7= & 2L R SR FE D58 7 VLD UK TH, BHOFKAE /)L L IE—EDMETEN
U, WEBEOREDM LR 5, 20X D ARl 2 #I0H & .2,

BiCG {EXEE BICGIEIZ B WT, BINHZRRET 5, 9705 residual gap DILAZE
B SIZiE, BRE/ VADKE IREETITHES MDA T LI EMEE LW [5,10. Zh
BERTDHOEDOFEL LT, ARMTIEAL-—Y VT[98 ICEFEHT S, AL—V VT
X, REIEIZK > THE SN LR OIN#HY R EBRERKEL, WOV RIEZHVE
FEoH UL\WiEZE L WG T 28RO 2 EHT 25D THD. 72720, RODAL—V Y



TN, B NVLADIRZBENEZEOSNIZTEEDOD, IELROKEE 2 WET 5 H D TR
WE WD BN R TH D, EEIZ, AL—V VY IHIBOREINC L > TESN DL
FRORERE L, FFLEEIZR5 2 EAHSMIINTWS 7. ZHUIRLT, B, AL—
VUTIIBIDAOBRAEDEEFHEL, ELMHEEOUE M ZH U WEHEAS -4
PREI N 8. ZOFIEIE, BT CGS RMOKEE 5,13] I L THRTH Y, D
WEHE I A N TR OREE A LT 52 ARSI TVWD

ARETIE, W OOW LD A & residual gap & DEfREZ Rz ET, SRk [8] T
EINTZHUWAL—Y v 7% BiCGSTAB AT 5. 72720, CGS RMiDKEE L
135720, BICGSTABHEIZZFDEEDHTAL—Y VI 2EHAT S &, ROBITHIRY
VPR E L IRE. 22T, 1 KEHZ D DITHIART SVEO G RIEZE BINE &2 n»
TeODEE LD LR ERRD., BEEREZEL T, AL—Y Y7 %A L7z BiCGSTAB
HEOEE ) IV LAZE ST T 5 2 8, 25 TILitko BiICGSTAB EIZEERTHE SN
LR OKEEN R L35 Z & &2 RT.
AREOMBITATO@EY TH 5. £9 2T, LEPTEELEH T 50 < D00t
ADER L residual gap & DBERIZDONWTHRRS., RIZIH T, REKOAL—-V VT
SCHR [8] TIRESNAH UWVEHEAF — A2 DWW THEBI L, BICGSTAB EAD#EAIZD
WTHEHET S, T UTAHITIX, BICGSTABEIZH T 5 AL —I v 7 DA % $UEE
BRIZKDMGES 2. Ik, SHiTE L DL S5HOMEEMRRS.

2 BREZEHT 2R & residual gap
R ETRAZZ BT D72 DIRD & 5 B— BRI LRI DONWTE R 5.

Thp1 = Tk + Py Thil = Tk — Gk (2.1)

72720, RO MV p XEMBREER AT ERL, qp 38R L Ap, EFMiRRT MLV ER
T P, BICGEREORBEIETIE, AT v TIRIZH 722 Wit RDOERE oy, B), 70 ¥ H58
HIEEENDD, Wz flificd 3720, T TIEEKT 5.

Wb QD Ick o THEONIELM L TRADHIZIE, Mimlr, =b— A.’I)L é:b"ﬁﬁg
RS D AL DAY, FEVNBUREE TR Z OBfRA b S, ZHIFRHZ, ALOREDME
W2 & D KIEBFET q & Apy OFMIPED NG Z L IZRINT 5. R 5, ﬁfﬂq‘%@ 0%
Op = App —qp LD D L, kKEHIZE T S residual gap 14,

k—
1(b — Axy) — 7| < E]WH (2:2)

CRHEiENDE =D TH D (cf. [1]). 72720, ¥IHLELARIX zy =0 & L, Wi (2.1) oD
IBE AU 2 D E XTS5, LAEXLD, residual gap (ZBALTIX, 713V XA
HFTEDEIIIRY ML q BFHET 20 (526N HE AR p IR LT, Apy, i2HY
TERIMNVEYOREEEIKFHETES)) PEELLRS.
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B BEARWZREHEIEI, 1752 MUV Apr(= q) 2BBIZEIR T2 0 TH Y, BICG
1%, CGS#:, BICGSTABEZ EIZWITNE ZDERICHET S, 20 & HET LT
RN MAVRIZ L2350 THD, ATFO LS ICRTZ 2B TE 5 [10].

fi(Apy) = Apr + Axpr,  |AK]] < ful]|Af]]. (2.3)

72U, () IRIEENSUREEIC K AR E R L, Awpy PEETHTH D, AL AILD
HAFS D nx n D78, AlE AD 14785720 OBRAIFBERL, u LIFE/NIUHEIC B
T BMMKEEERT. £, A= (ay) SR UT|A| = (|lay]) THB. FFHIR2 PV
Lo THEUBMEFDEMEEZ D L, (22) 3RO LS 12L& HEh 3 [10].

k

1(b — Amp) — rif| < Z 18;p;]l < 2ur Y 7). (2.4)

7=0

72720 N THY, OW?) OEIFEHT D, (24) &b, KL/ IVLAIRK
E < fREY bf max; [|r;]] > ||ro]] = ||b]] &7 5 56, I residual gap DK EL 25
AREMEDR D B Z e b5

RIZ, XTIV g, %@W’B‘UZJ:ofgfﬁﬂ_%ﬁﬁiﬁs‘%\éﬁ"%m%. Bz, BEHAD
Pr =T+ D1 ERENDGA,

qr = ATy + Qi (2.5)

CHEFTES., 0 XD BRI MILE TR (BiConjugate Residual, BiCR) i [12] 72 &
THWONS. 72720, SR LFERICHERORBUI DV TIIEIY 5. 1751~ T M LR
BEART RV Ar, 2RO S 720ICHVS N, (23) EAU XD ICEAENEAT S, Tabb,

A(Ary) = Ari, + Agry TH D, ZHUZE S TEUDHEHOEME BB 5 L, (24) 1
WINT 2FHiie LT, B/ ons (1.

k—1

(b — Azy,) = vl < 2ur Y (k= j) llgyll - (2.6)
=0
U7 T, |gj|| DK E2IRE) A residual gap I #% 5225 Z L 0bnd
BRIz, LRRD2DLITRRDE AETRI M q 255 T 55 D&wa%ﬁﬂﬁA

5. EFEH STV IDR(s) # [14] 2 Z OHLIRIZ 572 5 IDRstab ¥k [11](cf. [15]) 72 &
DEIETIE, Krylov#A BB OREIZHY T2 s RORT MVOREAEEIZ L > T q B
I, FREHEEXRT MLVEHIHRIZL-oTHEINS., ZD7d, (24), (2.6) DX
NIRRT NVEEIZ X B JEhiizE % RS 57210 T, residual gap DFHli & L TA+
DTHDEHEZOND. EBIZ, SCHk [2) TIE, dATHE AW BHEERICBNT, 17
FINZ MVRELISN OB & 0 FET 2 NDFAAED ||6k|| ZILRKSE R ER L LEZZ N
FBEINTWD., 01, 178IRT MV App(= qi) ZBICEHH T 2 X 5 ik %
BIES 5 Z LT, residual gap IZ/NX <0, EUMOKEENLEIND Z L ERINT
W5, 72720, bR DIEIEIZ KD residual gap OFHli (2.4) iZhF I NS 720, %
v B OHRENT & 23 URREE D HALIXEE L & N8V 2 SR I 2w [2).
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AFETIL, BE /) L DIRENZHRK T 2 residual gap DIEK 2B S HFEIZDOWTEZ B,
B8, LRI (8] ICEED S5~/ VADIRDFEVEZBONIZTH ALY VY TIZEH
TB5H, BIHOBEIZDWTIE, BRSO RE HHEE L HOBA L OE T IT/D
LK EENZRT Ta—F 10,17 AN TH D Z e 2 LTH L. 72, Wik (2.5)
ERWAHAEOWEBEICDWTIE, XMk [1] REE2SBBI N0

3 AL—SVTIZ& BBINERDSEE

AREITIX, XHR 8] TRESNIZAL=V UV ZOHF LU VEHEA X — L OMEEZRAR,
BiCGSTAB IEANDBEANZ DWW THELT 5.

3.1 SELEBEOREBICATAERAL—S VT OER

2 IR & > TSN B ERIR L FREDIIE T TN (2], 1) £ T 5. AL—
UV SE, ROBRAE D 1D & 510, B R 25 ¥ AT 2B rS A AN 5%
DTH5 [9,18].

xp = (1= ne)ai_y + mey, = (1—n)ri_y + mre. (3.1)

22U, @ =z, 75 =g &5 B, ZIT, dNTA=RTHY, AFETIHELNE
TR L —ri DD LD X DIZED D, INERNEEA L —Y Y (Minimal Residual
Smoothing, MRS) X IER. MRS TIE, BHS2Z |[rd]le < [[r_ylle 222 ||rd]l2 < [[rwll2 2°
[P RVACH

(3.1)I2 &2 MRS DEEIIBEATH D, AL—T Vv THOFEE IV LIXHE SIS
T 5720, —R9 5 & residual gap DBEEIZEZIDE D IZEDNS. UL, EEBIZIZ
T & b— Az, LOTEFEN K ELRD L E, AL—V VU ITHOIKEr] EXIET 2 EHOFKRE
b— Az} L O FREICKEL RS, TN TOREINICERL - HOEED, A
L=V THDONI MVINC M EE 525720 HF 2 6N%. £72, Zhou & Walker iZ
£oT, (3.1) EHEERNTEMT, BUEIIZIZ & O QR L2 EEEPEAINAA (19, [H
BRIGEMREOREZ REE I N RV Z Ao NT WS, ERIZ, TR 712V T, Zh
SEFDOEEEEZH VL HE, ALYV IHE TR OND LR OKE IXFFEEIC RS
ZEDNHDFEMITIZ I DS NI TN TV S,

—4, X [8] TREINAZHLUVHBEAF—LFRO LMD THS. £9, CGS
RO RKEEZME LT, OISR 52,

Ti1 = Ty + P,  Trp1 = Tk — APy, (3-2)

HHINDEDLTE, 72720, X2 b Ap 3RS p 12 A2BIc#HI 52 2T
Bonsd. ZorE, ERAMEHNT, MIRI bl Z2IROLSIZEHET 5.

’U%H = (1 — 771;)’1);% + Dk (33)
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72U, v3=0,0=0TdHsd. LT, LML ERELROWLRIZL D EHT 5.
Tpoy = TR M1V Ther = T — M1 AV (3.4)

(3.4) T X o THEBRI NS MR L FREIE, (3.1) IC& > THEBEI NS E O & BUEEIIZ EAf
Thd. 61T, BA Lo TREDIAL-V UV IHBOFKEr] , ZHVT, O CGS %R
DT r &

i1 = Thoy — (1= ki) AV, (3.5)

CEEL, KEBRTHMATS. (35) 1L TREDZEAED LD CCS RMDIEA L EL
RBBZ W, REICEVIEHEI NS 8. s, U EOEERIIENT, Iblfif ke
DHEH (3.2) BELIFFIRT PIVE Apy 1, BIEPAEE 0D Z L ICEEI N,

A=YV (3.3)-(3.5) 1%, Zhou & Walker |2 & 252453k [19] Z mitdB I NAdH D
THDHN, RO FIELIZZDOWHERENDE DD, B2, KD Zhou & Walker 12 &
BLEREIETIE, Avy  ICTHYTBZR2 ML EERIC X o TEHET 228, (3.4) TlERY
MU ITAZBGIZENT D, ZHIC kD, ALV v T ENTRRE LG T BRI
(3.2) LAEBRDILRIZ & > THEHF XN, residual gap DRI b AEG L7405, bbb, (34)
1281 5 residual gap &, (2.4) LHRIZLT,

k
(b= Aaf) — 5]l < 2ux S ) (3.6)
=0

LRMMBH6ND [8,10]. (3.6) IZBWT, AL—VVITHBDIEE VL (v 1385 H I
PEBIENS, KD (2.4) ITHAB L residual gap IFFHMANTNE KHIR 515 & »
Ad. BOBEWE, (35)DRMATHS. KD HIETE, AL=IV Y THONT FILY
PIED CGS RO KERFTHEE 525 Z L1330 DS, (3.5) 1K D AL—Y Vv IRk
DREFHBHEIERT 2 AF — L2 LTV, Rz, (3.5) &> TRONBEEIC
BAT DRAHGER, JTD (3.2) THRAZFE T 25 ITHATHIKIZNE <R 8],
IERRRSE DR EIZRZLDEF A ONS. FERIIE SR (8] 2 ST iz,

3.2 BiCGSTAB E~DEA

AL—Y V7 (3.3)-(3.5) % BICGSTABJEIZ#HT 5 Z 2 %% X 5. BiCGSTAB D
B E, LIRGEHADOE» SR LEMALHN ¢ 1 (\) = (1 —wpN)ée(\) &, BiCG %
DR 9 L O, ThDB ry = gp(A)rl L > TEE S [16]. Z OO HH
1%, BICGIEDKA%E 1 DD THIHIRTRE r|, = ¢k(/l)rziﬁ R DEFEE, 11RZIE
REMLTrp = (I —wpeA)r) [CEFT 2B ICHBEC T oS, 2o O,
ZNEF N BiCG part & polynomial part & FEIXAV, WY 24BIR2 ML u, Z2f4->T, &
oIz k> TREINS.

7, = 1p — apAuy,  (BiCG part) (3.7)

Tii1 = T), — wiAry.  (polynomial part)



Algorithm 1. Smoothed variant of BICGSTAB.

1. Select an initial guess .
2. Compute rg = b — Axy, and choose 7
3. Set ug=1mrp, ., =0, w1 =0, and py = (7o, 7o)
4. Set :cg = x, 7'§ =17y, vg’ =0, and =0
5. For £ =0,1,2,..., until convergence do:
6.  ap = pr/ (g, ATFO)
7. Set pp = wp T + apuy
8. vy =(1—m)vy + P
9 M = (ri,Av,fH)/(Av,fH, A'UI§+1)
100 @y = @] + Mraviy,
11. T1§+1 =7y - 77k+1AUI§+1
12. 7= 7'}?4-1 - (1= 7}k+1)AUISc+1
13.  Set Auy, = (rp — 1)/
4. wy = (r, Ary) /(Ar, Ar))
15, @i = @) + wiTy,
16.  7rpy1 =7y — wr ATy,
17 prs1 = (Pre1, To)
18, B = (pr+1/pr) (o /wi)
19, wpqy = rryr + Br(ur — wiAuy)
20. End for

72720, o [ BICGIEDEAELER A2 ED DLV EDDRIBMTH Y, ap = (1, 7o) /(Auy, 7o)
CEHEEIND. F Ry Yy NOBRETH L. F7z, REAAZHANOBRE W, 1, BN
A2 VIV || |l DSBUMEEI N D X512, wy = (7, Ary) /(Ar,, Ar)) LRHEE NS,
(3.7), (3.8) 1%, (3.2) LHKKDIERTHZ0 5, & part (T L TAL—Y V7 (3.3)-(3.5)
ZEMATHIENTES. LML, CCGSRMOMEEL IZRZD, FRIAMIBELTE
FERAETS. (3.7), (3.8) 1, 7HIRZ MABIZEOKRES 2DDRY ML Ay, Ar), %
GH, INHIIRBOFBERE 7L T XL HOMOEH THHEAI NS, Lidi>T,
AL—=T 7 (33)-(35) E&part TEFDOEEWHAT L, MELVE 25 (1 KEHD
A DITFINY SVEDRBE LIRS, £ZT, 1 KEH D D5 MLV ORI %
BH< LRZEATS.

T, AL—V VT OHNNREHEE D, REMSERDEE v, DFRIZENT,
PR MOVEE Ary, ZELVBRS 22X TER WD, AL—Y 27 % BiCG part DAIZ
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BHT 5. BAERIZIE, (3.7), (3.8) DMli{b % BiCG part DFkA & FHEIHEN L,
T, =T 1 — ADr, Pri=wWpaTh_; + gy (3.9)

LUT#E25. (3.9)12& D, BiCG part TERINDHEAES {r|} LT, AL—VY
7(3.3)-(3.5) Z HRICHEHT 5 Z L TES. BiICGSTABIEIZBWT, F&A/ VADK
EL AR EAZ DI BICG part THEH 6, ZDXIREHMAMNBEATEAL-Y VT
ORBRIFFIAEND.

WAZ, ST [10] (AR, 4THIR 2 D OVEE Awy OFHEEELD RS, BEIZIE, R o
ZDWT, DREOFHEE (up, ATF) T 5. (78I MV AT 13, REZBBT 50
R TEEL, BRLTBHEL Y. 7z, @IS ML uy OFEHITARY ML Auy
MRBEL LD, (37) &0, v, VEAEINALBIZ, Au, = (r,— 1))/ o LHEETEZ L
MTED., INHDOTLRIZED, THIRT MVEE Auy ZAREE 5.

MEDBIEZBEFEF AT, AL—Y 27 (3.3)-(3.5) % BICGSTAB EIZ#A LU 1RET
VTV X L% Algorithm 11289, 1 KIEH 72 D ICBELRITHIRT MV OGHE R
Avi L AT 2 KD D7=HD2[E DA TH 5. 10, 11{7HTER I NS xf, |, vy, H'BIiCG
part (CN U CAL—Y V2L IETH S, £/, 1297HE 16477HTAE
BEND ), & v i, £NENBICG part & polynomial part DFAEZ XL, HFMIZ
IEHERD BICGSTABIETHER I NI DL EMTH D, 72720, FE/NUGIEHETIZA

DADHEZ IO RBDBBEE N5,

4 HIERBR

B ERZ@E LT, RO BICGSTAB k& AL —Y V2 (3.3)-(3.5) 2@ L7 Ak
(Algorithm 1) OUNHVEZ IR U, BELUZAIEOEMME 2T 2. DA%, 0720,
RE L7 filk% S-BiCGSTAB ik X KilT 5.

BUEZEERIZ, PC(Intel Xeon CPU E3-1245 v5, 16GB RAM) IZHWT, GNU C++ 5.4.0
aUNA S OREEEEZ W T irbhi-. 7 A ML, BifTH]5 — X RX— 2 SuiteSparse
Matrix Collection [3] (ZYUH X T WD IERFREITH] & D, odepad00, epb2 ZHL D L1F5.
£ 112, 17904 T (Matrices), XIGE (n), HEFEHRL (nnz), 117H72 0 DERRIFFE
FH(R), 2/ VAL (cond(A)) RS, ALHEb IFELEBUT £ 0 AR U 7z, 1T LLE
o =0, AT ¥ RUBEE 7o =g LERELU 2. PORHIESRMEE UT, it ok
FHMMFEA2 /v L (KD BICGSTAB T ||ry]|2/||bll2, #%F U 7z S-BiCGSTAB
ETE |rdle/|1bll2) P07 R UTFERo7z e SITREREFEIEL .

# 1: Characteristics of the test matrices.

Matrices n nnz 1 cond(A)

odepad00 400 1,201 5 2.26E+05
epb?2 25,228 175,027 87 2.62E+03




et s lirill2/ 1Bz 3 ---ﬁrillelll;ﬁn
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4.1: Histories of relative norms of updated and true residuals of the original BICGSTAB
(on the left) and the proposed S-BiCGSTAB (on the right) for epb2.

#% 2: Number of iterations, computation time, and true relative residual 2-norm of the

original BICGSTAB and the proposed S-BiCGSTAB.

Matrices Solver Iter. Time [s] True res.
depad0o BiCGSTAB 504 0.018 5.91E—-09
o
P 9BicGSTAB 502 0.023 5.20E-11
BiCGSTAB 596 1.307 1.26E—-11
epb2

S-BiCGSTAB 596 1.534 9.89E-13

4.11Z, 1751 epb2 (25X 5 B EEOWALA D &R F 2R 2 V)V A ¥ EOMK
A2 /) VLADIRDENERT. T 7 ORI TN 2 N OVEEE, MRS 2
WA%EFRTY. 72720, HEKD BiICGSTAB 7Tl BiCG part & polynomial part THK &
NBEAZDM %, $2%F U7z S-BiCGSTAB £ Tl Algorithm 1 @ 1117 H THEK SIS A
L=V VITHBOKREDRAE, ThENTOY bT 5. £/, R2TFEAE/ VLAHPNKT S
FCICHEH U KERE, R[], PLOXEKRTREATOEOHNESZ2 / VA%,
TNEN “Tter.”, “Time [s]”, “True res.” & U C/RT.

4.1, K2K0, MOZEPVR L. {74leph2 23 LT, KD BICGSTAB Tl
RGOS THRAZ /) VAP KEIREI L TH D, MK 2 /L AIEEK T 10% FLE
EFTHR LB ->TWVWD., Zoe &, iifbR2 5K FE ZMARE 2 7 VAL, IR
EGRMZ T2 U 720Y, KA O TN K & 72 residual gap 234 U, E O
2 /WA 126E-11 TEM Lz, $7hbb, BIEPEE TV Z e HRTES. Z
NIZHUT, AL—Y > %EALZS-BICGSTABIETIE, 2%/ )V AIFHEMIZEA L,
MO S K E BFE ) VL HDIKRZE ) IVADIRD VD L TW5, EHK
TRAIZBWT, EOMNTEAE2 /)L AL 9I8IE-13 £ THA L, HAIUEZEELTW5
Zenbhnd. 175 odepad00 (2K U TIE, WINDMEETH 2D 5 T residual gap %
AEUTWEH, KERK TR TOEDHENIEA 2 /)L A1k S BICGSTAB IED /7 2 Hifd
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FENE L, EUMOREEIZNEINT WA, S-BICGSTAB iEDPUR £ Tz 2 U 7z K&
B, #HD BiCGSTAB iEIZHEART, odepad00 TIEPXREEIL, eph2 TIEXFEU TH-
7z. Algorithm 1 Tl&, 3%z r, 7213 TlER <, 175X T MVEEO M AT Z 5 72DI124R
Bap®R7 MV Auy, OFFBEEHSEELCWE o, IHEEIZOWTIE EEEO L5 e
B9 AAEELH B, 72770, S-BICGSTABIETIXAL—Y V2 (3.3)-(3.5) 217D 7-&
DR MVEFHPHNBEEOHMID R W0, RERRIK kL HARETH LGS, &
B OBMIMENTHDE VRS,

5 &

ARETI, ELURRE A O EHIE W LR 2 V5 Krylov 89 EREICEHL, £
7R AWML X B AR OEROBE MO WTHESI L 72, 72, AL AOIREIZERK
TEHHEIKZ BT 57200V DOFHEL LT, THR 8] TIRESNAZAL=IVID
FLUVEHEAF =242/, BICGSTABIEANDEMAIZ DWTHE L. CGS RMDK
ik 1ZER Y, BICGSTABIEIZFD X ALYV R EAT 5 ERPBAITHIRT b
VREDREL 5720, AT I KED D DTN T FIVIEEOBEMZ < X 512,
VL TARBECOHBIN 2 MV OFHRERBIET 2 ThkE2fTo7-. BEFEKREZEL T, A
L=V 7 %EA U S-BiICGSTAB i (Algorithm 1) DF&ZE /)L LI S MCPUR L,
M OHEKD BICGSTAB JEIZ LR TGRS Z 0 D6 <, R ORE A A B 2R
WhDZehkRUZ. SHROFEE LT, BFE L7 S-BICGSTAB IEIZX 9 2 [UHHEE D
FRAT X A L — Y > 7 DD FERE L OUFMEDO LR, F 72 OB BiCG iKITNT 5 A
L=V VT OMARENREITONS.

EALE

ARIFEIEKIRA K, AEEE AR LB XS L ofFEmRIC LV FRoN
PR 8] 25 DIREL o TH Y, MAICIZHL OFNRIHELHEEE L. Bz, %
(K121 BICGSTAB I EAND AL =Y v 7 OB L TH, —HMOBUEERRIC ZHhIH
EEU. AMIERICRT L R25 THNCES BALHEL B E T, 2581 AL—
Vv R BINHDOWEEIZDWT, R PR LB (I REEAEKRY)
Gerard L. G. Sleijpen ##% (%4HF Utrecht K%) 6% < D THHEEZH O, UROTHF
BAMEIZBVWTERPERZVWEDE Ao TWET., T ICEIB#HOEERLET.

S i

[1] K. Aihara, Variants of the groupwise update strategy for short-recurrence Krylov
subspace methods, Numer. Algorithms, 75 (2017), 397-412.

[2] K. Aihara, K. Abe, E. Ishiwata, A variant of IDRstab with reliable update strategies
for solving sparse linear systems, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 259 (2014), 244-258.



3]

[17]

18]

(19]

T.A. Davis, Y. Hu, The university of Florida sparse matrix collection, ACM Trans.
Math. Software, 38 (2011), Art. 1, 1-25.

R. Fletcher, Conjugate gradient methods for indefinite systems, Lecture Notes in
Math., 506 (1976), 73-89.

D.R. Fokkema, G.L.G. Sleijpen, H.A. van der Vorst, Generalized conjugate gradient
squared, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 71 (1996), 125-146.

A. Greenbaum, Estimating the attainable accuracy of recursively computed residual
methods, STAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 18 (1997), 535-551.

M.H. Gutknecht, M. Rozloznik, Residual smoothing techniques: do they improve the
limiting accuracy of iterative solvers?, BIT, 41 (2001), 86-114.

Keily sy, ME WHE, G EE T, CGS RO KEIFEITR T 2 IRk E O Ui
I 72 A L — 2 JEg O HE, BASHBE Y25 CEE, 28 (2018), 18-38.

W. Schénauer, Scientific Computing on Vector Computers, Elsevier, Amsterdam,
1987.

G.L.G. Sleijpen, H.A. van der Vorst, Reliable updated residuals in hybrid Bi-CG
methods, Computing, 56 (1996), 141-163.

G.L.G. Sleijpen, M.B. van Gijzen, Exploiting BiCGstab(¢) strategies to induce di-
mension reduction, STAM J. Sci. Comput., 32 (2010), 2687-2709.

T. Sogabe, M. Sugihara, S.-L. Zhang, An extension of the conjugate residual method
to nonsymmetric linear systems, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 226 (2009), 103-113.

P. Sonneveld, CGS, a fast Lanczos-type solver for nonsymmetric linear systems,
SIAM J. Sci. Statist. Comput., 10 (1989), 36-52.

P. Sonneveld, M.B. van Gijzen, IDR(s): a family of simple and fast algorithms for
solving large nonsymmetric systems of linear equations, SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 31
(2008), 1035-1062.

M. Tanio, M. Sugihara, GBi-CGSTAB(s, L): IDR(s) with higher-order stabilization
polynomials, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 235 (2010), 765-784.

H.A. van der Vorst, Bi-CGSTAB: A fast and smoothly converging variant of Bi-CG
for the solution of nonsymmetric linear systems, STAM J. Sci. Statist. Comput., 13
(1992), 631-644.

H.A. van der Vorst, Q. Ye, Residual replacement strategies for Krylov subspace
iterative methods for the convergence of true residuals, SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 22
(2000), 835-852.

R. Weiss, Parameter-Free Iterative Linear Solvers, Mathematical Research, 97.
Akademie Verlag, Berlin, 1996.

L. Zhou, H.F. Walker, Residual smoothing techniques for iterative methods, SIAM
J. Sci. Comput., 15 (1994), 297-312.

121



