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ABSTRACT :

In this article, combination of the FAS-FMG multi-grid method and the Krylov subspace

method was presented in solving two dimensional driven-cavity flows. Three algorithms of the Krylov subspace
method, CG, CGSTAB(Bi-CG Stabilized) and GMRES method were tested with MILU preconditioner. As a
smoother of the pressure correction equation, the MILU-CG is recommended rather than MILU-GMRES(k) or
MILU-CGSTAB, since the MILU-GMRES(k) preconditioner has too much computation on the coarse grid
compared to the MILU-CG one. As for the momentum equation, relatively cheap smoother like SIP solver may

be sufficient.

1. ME

2] u]qgtEA] Navier-Stokes WA Ale] 31§ A&
73 dEd dhg-e I el 712E F2
ol He]3 oFwe]Z(segregated algorithm)o|t}. o]
o E AFrt 152 Hete 998 4H =
£ 4EsA wAAS vjAdy vbEyel 25t F
A "Bt oy AAZ g4H $vis 2 YA
el #E D HAHdM M BE AL &
uldte F-Fols weld CPU AjZtolzh= el
FE3}1E AA4Y de Wt IdsAelzx ¥
4 ok ol ¥ AT whHEde F2 F 7t
AE A4 £ gled &, obF5FA A (multi-grid
method)®  Krylov  #Z7t¥(Krylov  subspace
method)o]c}. dutd oz Ay e A7 AR
42 Wi4 2712 s £ FHFA HeA
ot 4R AZAAE AHgste GFAAEL A
2 AAte} U} AE olfy¢e2N A4 o
dge Fu4E e A8 ddezA 9d A
A AsEg Zdd Y& Z2A"S wEbA
A3 AF2 AR A AR Ate] sFHE AF
tE AAge B3 dFREY TS AFAI
A =Hoick 28y F AR} AL4-5& Smoother
7t A5 AS AAHQ GF:AAe] A5 43
A1717] W&l smoother?] Ad=lo] F2 AW} =

2h4] B =Rl smoother2A] A7l Krylov
2E7E AMEstd dFAzY] AAH Al
e Gg doluEe Ao olRE &
c2AAETH Ay £ AHE A WA}
te AT AL doge ARt ¥
JAFAE HTo AR 9 Krylov 33744
o) 3 ek 424 AYE P AFA A
E ode b geon[l], ¥ A7 EHE ol o
g ARE nlgoz spgs W E AR 9 ulF
T AAR FAHE ¥ A A A4 443
o] EAANYIY Krylov #Z2& 2¢3¢ iy
& Awsiele Aok zEY AF 7HA F U
o] Agtel #|Y dAFe A o) S. Zeng et
al2]¢ 9EAAE WY £Zo] A43 GCRYUTH
Z )¢l SIP[#T)E smootherZ & tiF Az} F34
Axe wlmsigct =¥ C.W. Oosterlee[3]& 33
o) ul2urA el §AF Al ofsl GMRES[S]
E smoother2 A48 t}F AAE ALgsted ¥4
| ARE d9ich B dFAE (A AAS &
€74 Krylov 3274 € 3522 9] smoother ¥
32 AAsgct. =28 ojsdd A diFAHew
AHS-E = Hpe 22} 3htal A zAsd
BICGTAB[13], SIP[14]5-2] smootherS3}= 1 4%
& uZFozH vgEAd N-SHA A 7 HAj
¢ oE AxE dz:a sged AN FF
(Square Cavity Flow)Z&¢} L-8 JF% £A
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(L-shaped Cavity Flow)ol H&ste] 2 A5& 8=
stglch.

2. 2RI 2Ad

2.1. H|2EY RE M AF

WA Ee 723}, vARE Ax A 94
Wae Aul WAL ojAtstsided 2E A F
Ao st g9t gHe AAsg £ A
AW EFVM) ALgste] o]ats}sie] diF32 Van
Leer[4]S] « 23 0.2 1ol Hi¥h x| od 527 (deferred
comection) o] 43t} FHegcl & dPelMe
x=1/34] CUI(cubic upwind interpolation)& A}-&
sgov g 23 FoApyes olilsist
gt AT &$=xe SIMPLE gxe]E[51&
Apgsle] g Ao Rhies} Chow[6]e] “HAHH
& At gt 2§ Aol AR Fdd
SN v RAEY ARAAE A

2.2. CHEZY AHH (Multi-grid Method)

oA oiFd 22y SIMPLE ¢3eZdAe W
P A4 499 =49 Be udg 234
o] wjAgAjo] AAHY FH Aot HF
7} A %o dde 48 £ AL
Sajo] ralrh Y $AWE Y4 HE o
g HFEd &, JL9 27 g WY £
o Ax wiaxw A AEe] exE Auist
A He reizlch olaly VA AR WA
W t]e detsizlch wjAds(QE) HRY $HE
7F&A7)7 A8 vy AR Aadel o
ste] ATAZYFAS)E AHSc} o3 At
He RE ARSFAAM AL HE$E M
V-cycleo] 71ut& ¥ A}EAAPHEMG)7I22 T
Aot HA A1 A2 AR §E deth 2
23 A o] T b9 U AR YAz
A7 A V-2telE thE AAAA ] AT £7] F
7] % (initial guess)Z ARg-gch. @A Az}e] vzt
$elA BAMY g RE Azl $Fd4 HE4¥
o} ¢Ug Fole M Az wAAe] FrpHa
dAMge AR 2 slcke Aol of AL A
D AR £ s o]F w7t NEI
ok A7 ARHE Q7] A% ¥4 A2 A
o] RE WSe] oy AL 27 2AHE 7HAA
dozx naAsd oF Ax gxn=Fe AAA
o] g $FEL BgFc) o)AL HsA
FAE /e Y-S FATLEA olFqAA
A &, 2539 3= PPN (smoother)ol] o] =]
A agdez ga=EE Ol Az AR o5
A AL H48 ¥z7 AR £ AFg o
AEe AAYY o FAFL otde) A GgH
Ze vy WAL msuAt

L($)=S Y
Az $& Hk=1,2,..)404 3325 (8)& A

L CE I |

g5 ¢} b QeiAT W TAE e
o] A4y},

R,=Si— L(¢}) @)

g7 AA SiE ¢rE AHERY e AP B
o |RJ7F AR $Eigt 2o Aed, 'HEFH'E A
29 4 glen o olAtel ko] Hax ¢t
2R @k FRF g o AL e
2 Fgd.

L(¢p = Sy+ L(¢3) — Si+ Ry 3)
b Al(2)2} (3)2 ek

L(¢) =S+ L(}) — Si+ Ry (4)

o 7)o 4] AZA} (the full approximation) ¢,= T}
o2 Aol

$r= it Pu 5)
PHA@E g 42 AA 22 —DeA F
o 283 A7 AR AL g Pol 74
g},

L(ds-1)=Se 1+ LO 3 41— Syt Riy)
(6)

7oA Bi 9 R & AT BAHE WSely
SiaE 3 E¥H TIE kDFE AT
olck.

Pia=I'¢s Ru=11"R, M
It 141 2awsol gale] AT AY o
ARE Jehdch( kel E—129]) A6 o]
A E 4 QA = 3 ¢ AT FA
2 4R

Sp=o st 15 (41— 9 i1 ®

Ar)eld T4, e @z daxE dehac
HRAGNA BB G V] YT R
$A1ge.

23.  Of=?i% Krylov
Krylov Subspace Method)

5.3 72+ (Preconditioned
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Aul WAL olstsld =% Ax=pe} Ay  IC Preconditioner ILU FelA ¥ Abdgd

g5 WA Aol "k, Krylov 37| 50] ¢
o8] ZIwE  xpdl wiE &7 AU o),

Ku(A, 7o) =  span{ry, Ary, Alry, -, A" I} 0.2

FoiA g FTE g ZAE xS WYY T
7Hshifted space)d] xy+K.$el oo, o o =
Ae b—Ax, L 1,012}  Petrov-Galerkin Z71&

UEYc). olzF dHe AAHE I A& I
= Z€ Krylov F-37tolg} el o] b A
4% 3 719 Krylov subspaced< CG.
CGSTAB(Bi-CG Stabilized) a8x
GMRES(Generalized Minimal Residual)
o]t} (8) a8 ofel: L a4
preconditioner< &8 57} ¢]t}. Jacobi,
SSOR  (Symmetric Successive Over
-Relaxation ). IC(Incomplete Choleski
Factorization), ILU (Incomplete Lower
Upper Decomposition ), MILU (Modified
ILU)olc},

2E Preconditionere #AlF ¥ AZYE
#5%9t}. Jacobi Preconditionere ¥ A3l
o] 7158 FdiZd AHEL o]43le UEXH
Al (9)9} Zr}

M=--D ®

1
o
2, 9714 De #38 A2 Fdz AE& 7e7)
o et ol AFE Jelird £ dFdME o
=1.09 & AH8stded AR gL o
t} . SSOR PreconditionerdlA& 8 Az} 4]
(10)3} Zol izt ¥ Do} shaadsid L, 4
Aty Uz 2agd.

A=D+L+U (10

SSOR Preconditionere &3 2t}

e (758 1)) (8 45

7)o A ALLF AR o] Al we 1.40
ILU Preconditioner+ Y A< #4d £
£ b sA R}

A=M+R=(D+ LD YD+ U)+ R(12)
714 D, L, Us 4F2 uz,
7zt $RbE JepdAn). a22lz, R fill-in A¥E
Ze HYaqld, 24A S ¥ o FA=d,
Preconditioner M-S thg3} 2},

M=LDU

sz, At

13)

9] Fdzt AEo] e 2AE 23 2HE I
Aok, wpA Wiz #¥Q Db ILU
Preconditioners} dt=d, z8lz 4 pst U
9] Non-zero A#& & ¢x9 gy A9 A
3 o IC R Pd A9 ;=09 A
3 d&ste PP LY AR =022 § ¥
el Y Lo AEE A4 or]d4

az#0, lyje @453 el ¥ 4 ot

a,~,~— g l,}ljk

ly= _(—)1» oy
n
(= 1/2

li= (aix’_ g 1.'1;2) i=j

MILU Preconditioner® 7%+ ILU Pre
-conditioner®} &2 & L, U2 Non-zero
Aol & X9 HY A AR 2A Y&
X 9ok, Al W A ] A P#F L,
U2) 9] gto] dX3l=s HES A},

(14)

(15)

rowsum(A) = rowsum(LDU) (16)
=3 o]y WY Do AHEE ¥ ez
A MILU Preconditioner® 44 +3%
et YelA A= ILUS IC, MILUY Wz
gdo HEg gd A7l A1) & o €2
So] ¥& B2 o3} 7,

entr(A)=( AS, AV, A” AE AN amn
_ S w
entry(L)—(A LAY, D,, .0, o) (18)
entry(D)=(0,0,DP 0,0) (19)
entry(U)=(0, D,. AL, A") (20)
DR =1/ (A%,— D, AY(AT i+ aAY )
- Dl:.i—lAs;',i(A ii-1TaA i.)'—l))
(21)

olwj @7} 0] ILU Preconditioner’t S
a7} 1°]" MILU Preconditioner”} €}, &
Aol MILUS 7% a=0.998 A3t
e}, IC Preconditioner® A% o&3 2}

DE .= 7
" A?.i_D‘:'-x.i[Ap:".l;]z D1 LA

(22)

o]At8] ®E Preconditionert WA I widA
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3. @2 W aF

Aol A& dFAAY2] Smoother2A] 2
T Krylov ¥-F7hy-& dolrr] $iste] HA A4}
z} Al B ZF(Square lid-driven cavity)el] #-8-
slgos #dolg= £ 500000t ARLEF Ao
A8 £ 128x12801t}. 3 BPL & AAE
R(=b—~Ap=E EANHE o ZE AR HelA 9
A el g 2 Argres  AFE
(normalization)gt 71o] 107 °nc} Howd Y A
22 Hgslgch. £ droAe 2E Az Intel
A}9] Pentium 166 MHz Processorg Z+e 7HQl4
AFel 2 P& dA 54 g F
© d At +WE 3] sl 4 J9q s
o FEHeR +EF YA E SIPE o] g3t
8 4 WA de 72 SIP, MILU-CG,
MILU-CGSTAB, MILU-GMRES(K)E o]-g3}s] A4
et 2 ol £ d7AY 71E dF11eA
ubsiAl wlel zre] MILU-CGe} MILU-GMRES7} &
o AHog ngry] wEolrl. Table 16]4] B Eo]
4Y 4 WA SIPEEE AL Zatel
3239& o, MILU-CG ZAzle= FHo 149AHE o
A7 2&E%ch. a2y MILU-CGSTAB#
MILU-GMRES A& AAH oz g2 d4a A7t
< 2vlsigd. dF Axe a2 d3eFe B4
A AR AAlellxe] d4ate] "ot e
A7 Axtolrie 2 AArsRel wlsle] Aldglzow
ZHA datefe] W £¥E ALY A4 SPR
ot AAHoez A4z ZFrHE sl 53]
o] & GMRES(Kk)+x= wl2z] A4 9 Q4 A7k
o] Al 4(dimension)oll wlelslr] o Fe ky) 24
A sE FA AS o= A% F¥ee sisa
of Wlste] d4laFe]l ZIrl o8 A AAH
A4t Al7ke] AALE & F Urth metA A
AA-E A4 o dutHe gdd AxAA F
< 7% &§& B MILU-CGHlo] t}F ZAa}dlA]
% smoother24] $£& £33 AL 3L ¢ £
ot ¥ WAz S5 WAL Fe o A
+HE AAs7] A8 4 gl diste gEeA
YA MILU-CGE FFHoE ol438tx, &
¥ uylygale SIP, MILU-CGSTAB, MILU-
GMRES(k)E o]8-3}e] AArsiaitl. Table 264
vtebd  wlel 3ol 7|Ee  SIP7F tE
MILU-CGSTAB, MILU-GMRES(1)®c} © wg& 4
3 &£ & nalrl ol gty A wAAIS g
TEFHAAL AdHez AL YR wrgoes
dA A & AL E ©)|F7] WEo A
A A4 o) AL SIP7} t}E MILU -CGSTAB,
MILU-GMRES(1)R v} -5 WA Al AA4ts}r) o)
ZHgsicte ZE 4 = stk a2t Table 13 2
F 29 7129 SEHAAsE Y gAAe

T B = /H |t R |

Table 1. Comparison of Performance of
solvers for Pressure Correction Eq.

Pressure C(.)rrectxon Computation Time(sec)
Equation
SIP 682.23
MILU-CG 486.97
MILU-CGSTAB 506.79
MILU-GMRES(2) 670.00
MILU-GMRES(5) 803.39

Table 2. Comparison of Performance of solvers
for Momentum Equation

Momentum Equation | Computation Time(sec)

SIP 486.97

MILU-CGSTAB 543.10

MILU-GMRES(1) 563.00

- —-- 120422

Fig. 1 Comparison of u-velocity along
vertical lines in Square cavity
(Re =1000)

GHIA
3232
- - — - 66"84
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Fig. 2 Comparison of v-velocity zlong
horizontal lines in Square cavity
(Re =1000)
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Table 4. Performance in Square Cavity
, . (Re=5,000)

3 e Computation Time(sec)

oaf W% Grid Size | ™"Sip/SIP | SIP/MILU-CG

01 LIl 32 x 32 70.75 64.65

08 64 X 64 31852 265.62

05 128 X 128 632.23 486.97

°-0.4 ©3 -02 01 0 04 0203040506070808 1
u

Fig. 3 Comparison of u-velocity along
vertical lines in Square cavity

(Re =5000)

Fig. 4 Comparison of v-velocity along
horizontal lines in Square cavity
(Re=5000)

SIP/SIPS] Z g ¥ el SIPMILU-CGS Z3&
3t Alalsle 7o)
Fig.1 ~ Figd #Hol&E=

o4
4 $¢ gez o4dd.
4 10003} 5000w

YA 2 NelA FF $A4% SAAAA
£ u ve  wRE e ageld

32x32, 64x64, 128x128°] A=Al g 4t
< $33tgr}. Fig. 1 ~ Fig. 404 B wis} 3}
o] 32x32d AAAE Astne & 7l
€ 2zt 919 Aot of$ A gs] A2

Table 3. Performance in Square Cavity

(Re=1,000)
Grid Size Computation Time(sec)
SIP/SIP SIP/MILU-CG
32 X 32 23.23 22.47
64 X 64 77.17 73.32
128 X 128 211.79 212.91

Table 35} 4% #HolE= o wE 2z £ =%
2] A5& Jehdl Zelt)l. Table 394 F &£
3t AAAIZ-E A9 vl A] 3 Table 404 #
o]&= 4= 5000%) W SIP/MILU-CGel| 2]&) A7t
o] Hx 14w % F&Hc). o]F B HolEZ
o} Azl $71 AASE SIPMILU-CGE Al %ol
$++ge o4 5 d. Figsd L3 35 +5 &
Ae JBA FTEo) AT A5 dF AFAE 1
7] 1%k WA =k=m FAech(10] Azl v A=A
2 dodhez ¢4y $A WAy 58 <8l
v ae] Huz £3g9 AH}E stAed.
Fig.6-> [12]9] W& AHS-3 eld8 Azl YA
o osle] A AAE bl Aol L9 4
e 4 WHEgErwE 27 12 stz e
BEE BF Qo]c].

1.0 I-‘2
)

r, g
e CL, i
0.5 H rz

os T, CL,
] 1.0
r, :
|
0.5 F
1

Fig.5 The Domain for a L-shaped cavity

......
HH

Fig. 6 A smooth grid in L-shaped
channel
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Fig. 7 Comparison of u-velocity along
CL, in L- shaped cavity
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32*18
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----- ~ 12884

02
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>-0.2
03
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Fig. 8 Comparison of v-velocity along
CL, in L~ shaped cavity

Fig. 73 Fig. 82 Zt74 CL A9 4= uq 9"
3 CLAY vo| &€ vl addeltt AAz
TE £F BAY uhdiAz 2x2d AAAE
AYstae g AfelMe 44 (1009 A
oi$ A&s AxPrt Table 5, 62 HolFE=S
7} ztz+ 1000, 50004 of Z+ &¥ =¥ HFE
vhebdl Zle] et

Table 5. Performance in L-shaped Cavity

L

Hisis/HIraRE |

Table 6. Performance in L-shaped Cavity

(Re=5,000)
Grid Size Computation Time(sec)
SIP/SIP SIP/MILU-CG
32 X 16 14.28 14.38
64 X 32 144.01 139.73
128 X 64 490.82 481.73

(Re=1,000)
Grid Size Computation Time(sec)
SIP/SIP SIP/MILU-CG
32 X 16 9.22 9.94
64 X 32 44.38 44.66
128 X 64 106.02 106.43

Table 5914 olx =47} 1,000d ole F &H 9
A% AXA ] A wlksig o, #HolEx4
7} 5,00091 7% Table 604 ¥l SIPMILU-CGE
o]4g A4 AAAZIe] W& A4 dYHe
Zgo] A3 ZA$ox SIPMILU-CGE SIP/SIPo]
vlE) Z2AY o L2 A45E Bl RAE ¢
AReH HolE=yrl 45 F £ o3 A
AL 7re] zpol7l AAE & 5 AN

4. 4B

B ddae vEd 5 2Aled o] oFA
AW 7} Krylov subspace]-2- A3pHc 2 Agste
71&9 dEAae] A5E FAA7IRA 39
}. 5% yl2) A] ol = MILU-CGSTAB,
MILU-GMRES &, oty A H)A Al o] =
MILU-CG, MILU-CGSTAB, MILU-GMRESE 34
so] £ upA4A] = SIPE A4 4w} vl s}
ot} cbEA A Krylov £2704-2 48 o
= £y AAY LW ol ddAleke] A A
2] A5d o& F8dce AL 4 5 UL
gen e AR2E =228 $ Y-

(1) ¥ 4% A Ale] smoother2 A MILU-CGoll
#]3ko] MILU-GMRES(k)&  AHil9] & dAAtae
2 o3 HgsiA & Gtk

@ 49 44 PPl MILUCGE AR A+
b2 AFld 2T A F by HUT Aoz
@ = ek

3) 4Y $HPYHAE MILUCGE F A$ A=zt
o Wg oJEre Zaz Qs dFEe FA
AYYE & 5 ek

@ TFF wAAL ddEez AL U e
2 AHA $59 AXFAE o] F7] wEe A

gAtske) A2 SIP7F t}€  MILU-CGSTAB,
MILU-GMRES®t} 5% W& A4slr]el
A gHghe] Wy = At

A28

L 8F4, dd%, HdI, “NgFRA

Navier-Stokes A4 4o t§ Krylov Subspace
o] 4", U 71A8s ARy =83 B,
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