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% R e ERE S 750 SOR &

RKRELFKRF AR R ( Kazuo Ishihara )

1. SOR#¥. A=D—-L—-U=(a;), 1<3,j<n &l, D,~L,-U i3 ADXH, REOD
T=f, RBOLSARS, a:i #0, 1<i<n,J=D"YL+U), A, do,..., % JOB
Hill, wEMAEY, Ho = (D-wl)" [(1-w)D+wl], p(J) = maxigica [N, 7(J) =
max;ci<n {INil; N # 1}, 6(J) = maxiicn {|Nil; [Nl # 1}, &3 5. Az =b © SOR &t
&1 = Hoep +w(D—wl) b, k=0,1,2,... &7 3,

BB 11, 6] . (i) A# convergent (lim_.. A*=0) & p(4) <1,

(i) p(A) =1 &4 5. A #semiconvergent (imi_, A* BEHEE) & 7(4) <1 »2 A
OBEEIE 1 icBid %3 < To elementary divisor #5 linear .

HEL, AD éonsistently ordered 7 > 2-cyclic ¢& 5.

FE2. detA=0h> JOREHE 1 icBd 34 ~<ToD elementary divisor #5 linear
ThH5.

BE2[6]. ARKEL 2B/LTENGH, JORGHIRE~TERT o(J) <1 &7
3. = H,it convergent (p(H,) < 1, 0 < w < 2),wept = Wﬁ it p(Huope) =
minge, <2 p(Hy) &7 5.

FES[L 2. ARKEL L2 E+RAFRRAS, JOBFERT ~TEMTHJ) =1
&4 %. = H, ix semiconvergent (v(H,) <1, 0 <w < 2), Wt = —2 i3

144/1-6(7)?
Y(H,,,.) = mingcw<2y (Hy) £72%. b€ ImA OB, 2 it Az =b ORIINKT 2,

2. Neumann R EHOZHTF. ROL I B2 RAEFEREEELS.

(1) { y"'(z) = p(2)y'(z) + r(z), a<z<b,

» y(@)=a, y'(b)=45

e p(z), r(z) RAHFET S, [a,b] 2 (n—1)FHL, h=22 z;=a+(i—1)h, 1<
i<n. (1) 2h0EZRXVEML, y(z:) OEERE v EFT0E (1) ORFHTRAR
Av=Db L7213 (detA =0),
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EE 1., h-maxec.<s|p(z)] <2 &9 5. = H, i3 semiconvergent (y(H,) <1, 0<
w<2) T Wopt = W #Y(Hoy,,,) = mingcucx y(H,) £78%. & 5iT, h= Z—T'; 23
+5}’J\ fx ‘5 ‘i; wopt ~

3. AMEARBEOESTH. ROLS>B2HARAEBMELEL 5.

{ y"(z) = p(z)y'(z) + r(z), a<z<h,
y(a) =y(b), y'(a)=1vy'(b)

T p(z), r(z) RABFEET 3. [a,0] 2 n FHL, h=E2,

(2)

 — Dh, ifi=27-1
x‘={ a+(] ) ) I j ] i=1’2"",n.

b— jh, if § = 27,

% mesh type I1 &4 3. (2) OHLER L X BEHFERR Av=b &7 3 (detA=0).
EE 2. n EMK, mesh type II, h- maxecqu|p(z)| < 2, IT, {1+ Ip(zi)h} =
I, {1— lp(zv‘)h} &9 5. = H, it semiconvergent (v(H,) <1, 0<w< 2) T
Wopt = W 2Y(Ho,p) = mingeu<ay(H,) &% 3. E5ic, h="22 B+ 5
i, Wopt = T+_12n7'——

EE 3. n kB, mesh type II, h-max,c,<b|p(z)] < 2, J REREEFEE &>
EF 3. = 0 < w < Wmax C H, i semiconvergent & 7% 3 wn.,, < 2 BEZEL,
V(Hugp) = MiNocy <uomee V(Ho) &8 Bwops BEET S5, &bic, h= =2 BN 5

2
‘f, Wmax ~ 2, Wopt =~ m

ER. RAMEMNE1),2) oBRROPDOIIKEELEVWI L b5 3.

y'(z) =2, 0<z<1,
(3) { ¥y (0)=0, ¥'(1) =0,
y'(z)=2, 0<z<1,
(4) { y(0) = y(1), ¥'(0) =y'(1).

7R y(z) BEETIHIR, y(z)+c bMERB (c RERER). Hic (1) oBa,
y'(z) EHMERE " (z) = p(2)y'(c) +r(2),a <2 <b, y'(a) = OREL, YD) # 6 &
58 (1) off y(z) REELRV, 156 (3),4) 0ERFBER Av=>b i1 b¢ImA ¥1i
b 5 inconsistent 25X & 75 b, SOR #if semiconvergence LI WC EMHEX 3.
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