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A SOR Acceleration of Self-Adjoint and m-Accretive Splitting
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Abstract. We present an iterative method based on an infinite dimensional adaptation of the suc-
cessive overrelaxation (SOR) algorithm for solving the 2-D neutron transport equation. In a wide
range of application, the neutron transport operator admits a Self-Adjoint and m-Accretive Split-
ting (SAS). This splitting leads to an ADI-like iterative method which converges unconditionally
and is equivalent to a fixed point problem where the operatoriby2 matrix of operators. An
infinite dimensional adaptation of a SOR algorithm is then applied to solve the matrix operator
equation. Theoretical and numerical results of convergence are given.
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1. Introduction and mathematical setting

This paper focus on developing iterative methods for the numerical treatment of the single group
steady state first order neutron transport equation in 2-D cartesian geometry verified by the neutron
flux u(r,w) : @ :== R x B — R, solution of:

(1.1)

{ Tu(r,w) = Au(r,w) + Xu(r,w) — Ku(r,w) = q(r,w), (r,w) €Q
u(r,w) € D(T) ’
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with operators4, 3 and K defined by:

Au=wV,u; Yu=oc(r)u; Ku= / k(r,w, W u(r,w")dw', (1.2)
B
and,
D(T) = {u € L*Q) : wV,u € L*(Q) andur_ = 0}, (1.3)

wherel'_ = {r € OR x B : un, + nn, < 0} (n = (n,,n,) being the outer normal t6R),
r = (x,y), w = (g,n), R =]0,1[x]0,1[and B = {w € R? : |w| < 1}. The functiono(r)
represents the total cross section aifdl w, w’) is @ non negative kernel describing the scattering
of particles. The function is the non negative source term. We equip the sgacE) with the
norm

lalibery = lul® + - ¥l (14)

where||.|| is the standard.?(Q) norm. Leta be a positive constant. The notfy|,, is defined in
D(T) by
[ulla = I(A+ al)ull, (1.5)

where is the identity operator irL?*(Q). This norm is equivalent to nort|| o1y, defined by
(1.4) [1].

In the following, it is assumed that: (a) € L>°(@) andJo, > 0 such that(r) > oy a.e. on
Q; (b) k(r,w,w’) = k(z,w',w) andx is positive; (c)3c € [0,1), [, K(r,w,w')dw’ < ooc a.e. on
Q. The operato is m-accretive and following the above assumptions, the opefator>. — K
is self-adjoint and positive definite. Thdsis positive definite and it follows the existence and
uniqueness of the solution of problem (1.1). Moreovemrdmits a self-adjoint and m-accretive
splitting (SAS) which yields the SAS iteration method.

Fora > 0, the SAS iteration method for solving (1.1) is defined as follows: givea D(T),

(al + S)u*t2) = (af — A)u® + ¢ (1.6)
(al + A)ut*tD) = (o — S)ul+z) 4 ¢ .
Letu* be the exact solution of (1.1). We have for @ny 0,
lu* = u® Vo < IM(@)[[[Ju” = u™ |, 1.7)

whereM (a) = S (a)A;(a), with S; (o) = (al—S)(al+S) ' andA;(a) = (al —A)(al+A)~ .
Let o(S) denotes the spectrum 6f It is proved [2, 3] that| A, (o) || < 1 and||Si(a)|| < B(a) <

)
1, wheref(a) = sup \3—;§| and, the theoretical optimal parameter for the boundi(«) is
AEa(S)

AminAmaz WIth A @nd ... denoting respectively the lower and upper bound @f).
It then follows that,| M ()|| < 1. For anyu® € D(T') andk > 0,

lu* = u®lo < [B(a)]*lu* = u'a, (1.8)

Thus the SAS iteration (1.6) converges unconditionally to the solution of (1.1) with respect to
norm||.||, and||.|| p(r. Since foru € D(T'), we have|u|| < ||u||p(r), the convergence of the SAS
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iteration with respect of the standafd(Q) follows. The convergence analysis of the incomplete
version of SAS iteration where each subproblem of (1.6) is solved approximately, is given in [2].
The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: we give the description and the convergence
properties of the SOR acceleration of the SAS iteration in Section 2. A bound for the spectral
radius of the Jacobi iteration operator which depends solely on the spectrum of the self-adjoint
part of the transport operator is derived. This bound allows the approximation of the optimal
convergence parameter of the SOR method when the eigenvalues of the Jacobi iteration operator
are real numbers. The numerical illustrations are presented in Section 3. Concluding remarks are
given in Section 4.

2. The SOR acceleration of the SAS iteration method.

The following fixed point equation can be derived from the definition of the SAS iteration (1.6):

T(a)u = q, (2.1)

whereT (o) = ( j?of;r_iz) _(((XO}IJ:AIL)U ) U= ( z; ) andq = ( Z )

Fora > 0, the operatorgal + A) and(al + S) are positive definite. It follows thatl + A)~!
and(al + S)~! exist and it holds that

(torsiores 1) (07 0™ )

with A(a) = (I — M(a))(al 4+ A). Since||[M(a)|| < 1, (I — M(«)) ' and A(«) ! are bounded.
It then follows the existence and the uniqueness of the solution of (2.1).

Letu = (uy,up)t € H x H. We consider inf x H the norm|||u|||? = ||u1||* + ||uz|*. Letu* be
the solution of (1.1) and, lat* = (u*, u*)'. Fora > 0, we have

T(a)u* = ((af + S)u* — (al — A)u*, —(al — S)u* + (al + A)u*)t = (Tu*, Tu*)' = q.
Thusu* is the solution of (2.1). Conversely, let = (u*,v*)" be the solution of (2.1). The
functionsu* andv* satisfy(al + S)u* — (ol — A)v* = gand—(al — S)u* + (al + A)v* = q.
Through subtraction and substitution, we obtain= «* and7Tu* = q. It follows that problems
(1.1) and (2.1) are equivalent.

Let consider inD(T") x D(T') the operator

(ad +5) 0
P(a) = ( 0 aleA) > 2.2)

The preconditioning of the system (2.1) from the right{By«)] ! leads to the following system

T(a) =

Ti()u = q, (2.3)

whereT; (a) = ( —Sf(a) —A}(oz) ) . The operatofl’; («) is bounded and the solutiort (2.1)

readsv* = [P(«)] 'u*, whereu* is solution of (2.3).
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The Jacobi method for the solution of (2.3) proceeds as followsul%te H x H be an initial
guest fork > 0,

u* ) = J(a)u® + q, (2.4)
whereJ(«) = ( g ((Ja> Aléa) ) . The corresponding SOR iteration with the relaxation param-
1
eter 0 > 0, is
u* = Ly(a)u™ + qy(a), (2.5)
whereLy(a) = (1—6)1 041(c) . The choice off = 1 in the method

0(1—0)S1(a) (1—60)+6*M(c)
(2.5) results in the Gauss-Seidel iteration for solving the system (2.3).

Proposition 1. Let« be a positive constant. It holds that:

(I < 1, (2.6)
[ L[l < Bla). (2.7)

It the follows that the Jacobi and Gauss-Seidel iteration methods for the solution of (2.3) converge.
Moreover, the Gauss-Seidel and SAS iterations have the same bound for their contraction factors.

Proof. Foru = (uy,u2)" € L*(Q) x L*(2),
117 (@)ul* = [[As (@)ua|* + Sy (@)u[|* < [luall* + 8% () fJua [|* < [l ful]*

It follows that|||J(«)||| < 1 and the Jacobi iteration method (2.4) converges.
Letu* = (u!,u})! be the exact solution to (2.3) and?) = (u\", u{")* be thek!" iterate obtained
from the Gauss-Seidel iteration. We have

uf™ —up = Ay (0)Si(@)uf — uj] and ufY — uj = 8y(a) Ay (a)[us” — ug).
Since|| A1 (a) S (a)|| < B(er) and||Sy (a) Ay (@)]| < B(a),
[l — ui]| < Bla)fluf®” —ui]l and [luf™ — w3l < Bo)|us” — uj|.
Therefore, the solution* verifies
[ — wf]| = [||Z1(a) (® — )] < B(a)[[u™ —w|]| < [[[u® —u*]].

It follows that||| L1 («)||| < B(«) < 1 and the Gauss-Seidel iteration method converges.

Proposition 2. [1] Assume that # 0. If A € o(Ly(«)) \ {0} and if 7 satisfies
(A+0—1)2 = \0>7% (2.8)

thent € o(J(«)). Conversely, if- € o(J(«)) and if A satisfies (2.8), then € o(Ly(a)).
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The relation (2.8) between the spectrums of the operators of the Jacobi and SOR methods is the
same as in the presence of finite dimensional linear systems with coefficient matrices possessing
block Property A. Therefore, the results obtained in the last case may be generalized for the SOR
acceleration of the SAS method. In particular, setting 1 in (2.8), we have theoretically that
Jacobi and Gauss-Seidel methods converge simultaneously and the Gauss-Seidel method is two
times faster than Jacobi method. We also have the following convergence results of the SOR
method [4, 5].

Proposition 3. 1. If o(J(a) C R, the SOR method converges for< § < 2 and the optimal

convergence parameter is
2

eopt =
1 /T= (3 (a)?
wherer(J(«)) is the spectral radius of («).
a))

2. If (J(a)) contains complex numbers, the SOR method converges if for some positive number
7 € (0,1) and each\ = p + i3 € o(J(«a)), the point(x, ) lies in the interior of the ellipse

e(1,7) = {(u,ﬁ) L p? f—i =1pand0 < 6 < 2. Theoretical results for the determination of
the SOR optimal parameter are given in [5].

, (2.9)

Remark 4. From relations (2.7) and (2.8), we deduce that the spectral radiug @f verifies

r(J(a) < v/B(a). (2.10)

Therefore, ifo(J(«)) C R, the optimal SOR parameter can be approximated by

-2
14+4/1-B(a)
3. Numerical results

We took particular data for which an exact solution is known in each case.The iterations are stopped
when the relative erratyU — Uepact|l2/ || Ucact||2 < € (€ > 0).

R =]0,1[x]0,1[; for = (x1,22) € RandQ = (u,n) € B, we seto(x) = o, x(z,Q, Q) = %

and

pry +nry +orixe — 55 >0, n >0,

—pxe + 1l —x1) +0o(l —21)1e — G5 <0, n>0,

—p(l —x3) =l —21) +o(l —21)(1 —22) = %5 p <0, n <O,

p(l = x2) — a1 + o1 (1 —22) — §; >0, n<O0.

q(:L’,,u) =

The exact solution of this test problem is given by:

r1xe, >0n>0;(1—x1)xs, p<0n>0,
(I—z)(l—a2), p<0n<Oz1(l—22), p>0n<0.

(@, 1) = {

The spatial and angular discretization are carried out by a difference method based on volume
control and a quadrature formula respectively. The spatial mesh size is h,, = 1/10 and we
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c 01 0.3 05 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.95
SI 7(0.23) 13(0.42) 22(0.73) 42(1.39) 66(2.20) 138(4.92) 281(9.64)
SAS 5(0.50) 8(0.71) 12(1.09) 21(1.87) 31(2.90) 53(4.84) 56(4.95)
Jacobi 8(0.67) 14(1.15) 22(1.92) 40(3.34) 60(4.87) 104(9.07) 110(9.20)
GS 4(0.32) 7(0.59) 11(0.96) 20(1.70) 30(2.48) 52(4.42) 55(4.67)

" fc()f%) 5(0.39) 5(0.42) 6(0.54) 11(0.92) 14(1.17) 18(1.48) 24(2.15)

Table 1: Iterations number and CPU time in s (in bracket) at fixed 100

divided the unit disc in 100 regions. We study the behavior of Source Iteration (SI), Jacobi, SAS
Gauss-Seidel (GS) and SOR with respecttandc. At fixed o = 100, we seta = o(1 — ¢)

and compare the-dependence of the iterative methods. As shown by Table 1, all the method
converge. It is observed that SOR method is efficient compared to the other methods. At fixed
¢ = 0.95, we seta = 10 and compare the-dependence of the method. The numerical results in
Table 2 show the efficiency of the SOR method. It can be observed that SAS is comparable to GS,
which is two time faster than Jacobi method. This confirms the theoretical results. \WWe-set,

_ _ — 2 = 0. > 15. [ [
ag=0+/(1—¢),w, i for o > 15 andw, = 0.93 for ¢ > 15. Comparative numerical

results of SAS¢ = a4), SAS (@ = a3), SOR (x = a1,w = w,) and SOR ¢ = ay,w = 0.93)
methods are plotted in Figure 1 at fixed= 0.99 (¢ € [1, 100]) and in Figure 2 at fixed = 100
(c € ]0.10.99]). Itis observed that the SOR (= as,w = 0.93) method is efficient compared to
the other methods.
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Figure 1. Comparison of the methods at fixedrigure 2: Comparison of the methods at fixed
c=0.99, foro € [1,100], (¢ = 1E — 08). o = 100, for ¢ € [0.1,0.99], (¢ = 1E — 08).
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o 20 40 60 70 80 90 100

SI 235(7.35) 268(8.43) 276(8.84) 278(8.71) 279(8.79) 280(8.81) 281(8.78)
SAS 62(5.04) 36(2.96) 35(2.87) 40(3.26) 44(3.70) 49(3.93) 53(4.34)
Jacobi 121(9.39) 67(5.20) 68(5.25) 78(6.00) 86(6.65) 96(7.53) 104(8.00)

GS 61(4.82) 35(2.73) 34(2.60) 39(3.09) 43(3.34) 48(3.67) 52(4.09)

© f%%g) 71(5.46) 41(3.15) 28(2.14) 24(1.89) 21(1.60) 19(1.48)  19(1.50)

Table 2: Iterations number and CPU time in s (in bracket) at fixed).95 (« = 10)

4. Conclusion

The analysis of a SOR acceleration of the SAS method yields convergence results similar to those
obtained in finite dimensional linear systems with coefficient matrices possessing Property A. Pre-
vious numerical results have demonstrated the effectiveness of the SOR acceleration of the SAS
method for solving the 2-D neutron transport problem.
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