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We investigate the efficiency of iterative methods for large-scale sparse linear systems whose coefficient
matrices originate from partial differential equations (PDEs). In this study, we incorporate a tensor train
decomposition (TTD) into the Successive Over-Relaxation (SOR) method. We then evaluate the proposed
approach in terms of convergence, computational time, and accuracy across various problem settings, each
featuring different solution distributions. The results demonstrate the potential advantages of combining
TTD with the SOR method for large-scale PDE-based simulations.
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1. IL®IC

A, PEEROMMIICIRAD R 2 G072 £ TR
A b L—=THRRANEZEAL, FEEEZ VD IRERDN
WIEH T2 00 KERFBEL oTW3 [1]. R, X
R — 2 2 WS FUEY 2 21— 2 > HPC (High-
Performance Computing) D77 TlX, kD70 v >
A B ARAE U7 ERE B L < 2D, XE Y
WROFFIAHEENL L TWS, 25 LA XEYE
HOR MLy 7 E2EMT2720121%, KERT—X
DEHER, SIMD ¥k - <~ L Fa 712 & 25k Y,
N— R = 7R R RKRICTED» T FIEOR R EE
RT—=<ERoTWVWS. BEYI21L—>aryTlE, M
RED ERTTALR 2L D B DRI R, KBBR8
T 2> BESHEZ, X £V EHBROHIRIHFHEIERE
DU AR MV Ry Ze DT v, 25 LcME:
HRYLT, 7vYLLA I [2], Oseledets 12
Ko TIRBXNEEXITT v YLD v 7Tk
TH Y, MR OBEMRES PDE EANDILH 3],
X BIFAMFFIEREIC BT 2 EEHEL (4] 125\ T
e hTtnsd. 22 TARIFETIE, 7YV LA
UHRRIZ X BT —RIERRE, EMERD X FHEET
57 Tu—FEMHAEDLE S LT, KIEEDICHEH
FICE 2 2B 2N BRI, K7V Vi
R V2 = b ZEERUL L TS & 1 2 KREEBATAI % (R4
1798 § 2 — XA R e L, 7EKD SOR ¥
T YA YRR AIAATS TT-SOR % &
AL7z. ZOFETIE, BRIE o FHLE Db % TT B
WHAEL722 A TEHEREZED 2720, ERiEL T
BLTHERY XEY 77 2BD (Byte/Flop) D
HIEOHRFc&E 2. HlUEDL DT ¥ VBRI 2 =D
DORIEZ R L, TT-SOR /% & HERD SOR EIZDOWT,
JEMERNER, 52 OWCREHE, FHEFREHN, BUEMORT
72 ¥ % FUBREE U 7.

2. TUVILELAUSBROBELFIS
Q) FIVILELAVDEBROBE
TYINANGIRENZE, @RI T VY VR XD Dok
TRA—RTRET27-0D0FETHS. RENLZDDOL
LC, CP7fi# (Canonical Polyadic 73f#) [5] % Tucker
DIR6] 72 DD 5.

CP ek, NFEiT VL X e Ry 5
17y ILOMe UGEMT 2HETH D, BIRE
Wi, R(HDESICRES

aoa? o oaq M

M=

X =~

r

ZZT, o 3SR RL, dP eRVIZF VYLD Kk FKHE
F— RIS T 2 ELZDHINRT bVTHS. RIZCP Z
YIYMER, TUVALEBEWSODTI T LTV
THEMT E0ERTNTIRA—XTH 5. CP RIS
N> > TIVTHP DR TV, 7Y X LR
fRIZHa D 3 <, IRPPALERR DTV R, T
V7 RDFERBINPRHETH 2 L Vo SN D 5.
Tucker 7f#E, XQ DXL, arrFryires
E— R DRI DI Lo TT Y AERT
FETH 3.

X = Q X1 U(]) Xa U(z) X3+ XN U(N) (2)

TZT, G € RRXRx>xRv i3y 5oy, UP e
RICRAOIE— R R IHIRT 2EFATHIZRL, x; &%
HE— FAHRBTDOT > VL EITHOR (n-mode i) %
BHIRT 5.

Tucker 7f#lX, a7 7 ¥ Y ADBEE— FHENIHEN
N TT—RORERRZTED, CPHEED D
BELTRELLPLTWEERH I, a7 7> IVLg
DN I DT, NDBHEZ 2 WL RERCRS 2

- E-01-02 -



© —MRAFEABARGEIER

E-01-02

X, FV7OMR,,..., Ry) ZRD BB H B 0o
7=FENDH 5.

IRBINL, FYYNLA YORIEEIOT
BOWEREREZ RS, IEFEEINTWE TV VL5
ROFHETHS. T I MLA UHRTIE, N X
TUINEERD IR T TV VMK (FLA
V) WCEFELTRL, XAB) DX IcHE T 3.

Xt1p = [G(l)G(Z) ... G(N)] (3)

22T, GP eRwXn Zay Ty LThD, —fR
WCri=r,=1Td2%. 7¥INbLAYRE, CPs
fi#=e Tucker MAICLENR, BXILTH XV EHEDRA
HHEMZLTV. 7 Y 7fEs RN T3 <,
EINCDEELRTVE WS RIS D 5130, BibT
% X 512 TT-format ETOFEDAEETH 5. HIREDH
b, BRI RD 5N KBS I 2L —>a v
WBWT, 25 LERNERZEI L TRHET —XDE
M BUEEANDICHEX 2728, 7YYL bhL A Y
DRERNS.

(2) TT-format

dWET > INET VIV ML VRRT BT, d
f@oarrryre UTHRET 2 Z ¢ %2 TT-format” &
FEOX, BT 2R 7YY AEERITS 28R T
XL, dETUINLNXD (i, iy, .0 OEZZEDHT
BEER @ D kSRS,

Xiviroig = GV i1, (0GP, i, 21 G i, 1] (4)

% GO E R D 4 ZFEh, GO, b, 1 158
K BHDOZATA Z2%EKT. K@D ICkoT, KT
VILVESZERERT 2L, FEODEREADT
L ADAREE T2 B,

(3) TTI-SVD

TN LA VRERDZ T ATY X LIE WL
OPFET B, ZZTIEHZTORENLZDB DL LT,
TT-SVD (Tensor Train SVD) ZfH$ 2. TT-SVD X
truncated-SVD & F\T 7 > VL& BN 2 F
ETHYH, ZOKEDEFNZ Algorithm-1 IR, TT-
SVD TIIREMEYIDIE TR, HohrUoMEEE
FeE LTt T X5/ NI WRAERTI DT
JikY, TTrank ZEHZEE L TZNEBZ 2R EEE
UIDECT2HEND 3. BEEIEET 3545, TT-SVD
DHEEERRLENP LR TEZFERHZ. —F, TT-
rank Z15ET 35 A1, ATV EREZHAICRME
HDRTWVWEWSHIEND B, RKIFFETIX, BE: %
X6 LxRET 3.

2;21 0'5

Z?:] 0'5

TT-SVD T, & AT v 7 TF > VL% unfold {75
{t) LT truncated-SVD #47\ X = USVT £ ¥ 5. Al-

gorithm 1 D R, 1%, truncated-SVD TH &5 /-JE¥ 1
REEDOE, T7405 TTrank /RS, TTrank 2V

<l-¢ o)
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Algorithm 1 TT-SVD Algorithm

Input: A € RN g0

Output: {GM}Y

Ry—1, Ry<1

B—A

fork=1toN—-1do
(U,%, V) « truncated-SVD(B(y), €)
R, < (number of non-zero singular values of X)
Gi < foldg, 1.k (U 1:R,)
B « foldg, 1,,,.... ) Z1:R, 1:R Vflsz)

end for

Gy« 8B

WEY, DT VYR LD DR WERTREINT
W3 EREKT S, BoizuP e zh) vo 2]
7% reshape 21TV, 7Y L LTHEHRT S Z LT,
a7 Ty gl e Revmxi 2{ED | EEhBEANY
EXBEENICALIR S 3. i gW & EEH X B AUt o
TYINERMTZT VIV LA YREPTERT .
ZDXIIWTT-SVD X, —EIiCkERT > VL%
Wh#bd, %F— K LI trunated-SVD %5473 3
T, BRILT — RN LT N ZE LEE
Y EMEE T TT-format #1815 T % 2 F| 2 H-o.

@ TUVILFLAUDRICE B X E EHE

dBET > VL X e R DB %5 N T EESN
T25E, YA XD HOBRELBEL TS, —H,
TUVILE LA HRETE, RO DESICdHDay
7Y go EHWT

X~GVxGPx---xG9, (6)

YOfRET A 22 THa 7 GPIFGR e R gy =
rg=12W0WSBREDHODT, 2OV A RER(7) £
73,

d
Z(rk_l XnXry) @)
k=1

R, 7% —KiCr EIRETZ L, a7
IRX—ZBEBEXZr-n-r=n?fATHbD, TOhd
& % 7=,

d
Z(rk_lxnxrk) ~d-n-r )
k=1

L7z2oT, tD nd HOBERERE DTV ILE, H
Odnr?) HDBERIZEMTE 3.

3. TT-SOR 7JLdV XL
(1) BERE

ARETIE, 777 AHEREREUL L CEZFER
PEHT MR, REBRTHERHLET YL RLA
VR LT SOR IRICOWTEIRST 3. =XK1
7 ZAHFER (9) 1ITBWT ¢ ITFEAN TR D 72 WARHI D R
h o —BRCH=S.
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TR (i, v, 20 WX LT, K (9) HD AR DA
i, FUDESFEICE DT 3 R 10) BEHER S,
XA DRI FIIERIETH 3)

Girl + Qi1 + Qa1 i1+ Prr1 + o1 — 695k =0 (10)

TERE (nynyn) 35, 1<i<n,l<j<n,
1<k<nTHYH, nan, HOTTEADESNZ. K
(10) 22577 H % X512, BIEFREZDEFEDHDA
REDIIEX a2 5 DT, i NZE AFERNDOBREK
17500%, KEWEBITAITH 5. Z OE RN E <
72D, AREBRTIIRIEMRIETH % SOR iEZ V5.

(2) TT-SOR &

Algorithm 2 1, SOREIZT VYV b A Y 73fR%
Mz 7 TE-SOR #HED 7 VTV AL TH 5. TT-SOR &
X, EIHIR O v HEUHEb ET VYA LA V)
fREMS. Z LT, SRIETRE BB D127~
VoLV b LA YRz ATV, HEME S L7z TT-format %
WTRESITE R E T 2 AR TH 5. TTrank 23kt
RPN X WEHIFETRZN 25 EIEREEL L TH X
TVMHEZMZAONZA[EEELD 2. 22T, I
HERFH R, FHZER Y& @E D SOR A% L,
truncated-SVD DR{EZ K& { L TERED TT-rank %
HITR U 72358 OICR AT &, #7Z L TTrank @ b L — K
F 7 OWTHREES 5.

Algorithm 2 TT-SOR Algorithm
initial solution: @ « 0
TTD(¢?), TTD(b)
for n = 1 to max_iteration do

for each (i, j, k) in the interior domain do

> Apply TTD to ¢'© and b

Fijk = Qirl + Qic1+@ji1 + @i 1+@r1 + Or-1—60; jx—bi jk

1
() _ 2 ()
A"Di,j,k = ijk = Pijk

6
(n+1) (n) (n+1)
Pijk < P T WAP

end for
Compute the residual r?ﬁl)
TTD("* D)
if rl(.’;l) < tolerance then > tolerance = 1077

break > Convergence check
end if

end for

4. MERE

AWFFLTIE, TT-SOR IEEERD SOR &L L L
BUEFERZA1T S . = XICOmMD 12X V2o = b izoWn
T, (Db=0DHFE, )b D TTrank 233 TH 3 (FiE
BEZEY D EED 7V TTD 28E) 54, (3) b @ TT-rank
MREWE FHINZGED 3EEORMEELS. Y
T, ZhFhOMEICOWTEELLHHT 5.
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1 b=00DHEE
W R HERE S 77 2AHFERA Ve =0TH 3.
oIz OoWTR (U) DOF4 V7 LS EEZ B.

sin(zrx) sin(zry) on (x,y,0)
©(x,y,2) = {sin(rx) sin(ry) on (x,y,1) (11

0 on other boundaries
ZDLE, WEMR e(x,y,2) EFX(12) DX 512K ES.

sinh( V27z) + sinh( V27(z — 1))
sinh( V2n)

w(x,y,z) = sin(rx) sin(y)

(12)
Z DEEZ, sin(rx) sin(ry) 12 7 D AD BB HED -
ETHD, BRI TRT IR TEIZIeh5,
SUTN1TFYIILTHBELE VR D,

(2) b®D TT-rank 3 TH3HE

WO RO T EREIRTY Y HBER Ve = b TH
5. BREFIR AT 4 V7 LVEEESZ S bD
TT-rank 2N X WEEE LT, bR (13) ¥ L.

b = sin(2rx) sin(2my) sin(27z)
+ sin(37x) sin(37y) sin(37z) (13)

+ sin(47mrx) sin(4xy) sin(4nz)

T, b3 onERTREINTWE Zens,
Bt bli, j, k] D TT-rank 13 TH 3.

3) b D TT-rank ’AKZFVIFEE
WS WM HRERER T Y VHER Ve =bTH 3.
JEB RSO T, G0 b RELIROHE R F L
VoFEEeTae, RUH)DE3I1TETS. kB, K
e THWREERZ MLV IE, BERET LR
T2l —yarvhoBRLERERHLTWS. &
TTVIX, BEE(x,y,2) 2B 2ERDEERZ b L
22T, AR, IFEMmERRICNT 2 s A b—
I 2AHERRDENERD B 720D RT Y » HERICH
W33, ZOEEE, B Y YHEAOATEE b HE
MRS R & 270, HERD BRI MECHIER G
TREAT 2oL L, HMEELRMELZ L 22 e 0%
Abhb.
) 1
v¢_.waw (14)
M ED 3 >OMEFEICOWT, SOR %Y TT-SOR
FEORDZEFFNEE T 2 22T, ZOMEERZEEMNIC
L, BRI 2L —a I L TOIRHIIED
WTEZET 5.

5. EEBER
(1) TTD DERMEMERE

R (N®) THIAL= X512, EREEDF — X 2ok
BRI T VYL N LA URfREFTS b, ZERED O(n?)
M5 Odnr?) N EfEE NS, M-11%, YL bL
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A VR E LI WEE Y, TTrank= 1,4,nx DT VL
BTFUVILNLA URRLUEGEDRER nx £ XEY
BOBRER L7 7TH 3.

Memory Comparison rate

—@ TTrank=1
Q- raw data °
10 b |—@— TTrank=4
i ©— TT-rank=nx ®
)
e e
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®
o e
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5 Le pe o
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e
L .
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®

-1 Memory requirement for three problems

F72, £-11%, TTrank=1 DT VLI LTT &
VNV A VR ETOBOENERERLTWS. E
mRIX ) CEhEHINE. 7YY 1D TTrank
DPNZWVIEY, TV LA UORIC X B ERENERE
PEL BRBEARD B, X5, T2 Y ILDRITLERY
AZXWRELZBIZY, FEHEIC X > THIIRT = 215
EHEML, EMEESIDEL RS I e PRI N:.

size(TTD tensor)

Reduction ratio = — — (15)
size(original tensor)

k-1 Memory reduction for rank-1

nx 8 16 32 64 128
Original size 4k 32k 262k | 2,097k | 12,777k
TT-format 0.336k | 0.528k | 0.912k | 1.680k | 3.216k
Reduction ratio | 0.0809 | 0.0161 | 0.0035 | 0.0008 | 0.0002

(2) FHERRLEE

X-2 1% b D TT-rank 25 3 OEEICBIF 5 1 KIEHIC
M BRI EFR L TWS. TT-SOR EIX D EIRD K =
{72 212 DN THEEPBI BN G ER K L T L %
SHEDL D 5. FHRFFEOFMZE-2 12”7, TID &
BRIAED T > VIV b LA o RETH D,
SOR-update {FIEH DFRAFHE IR ¥ h o 7Rl &2 &
LTW5.

-2 Computational Time Details(msec)

nx 8 16 32 64
average-time | 2.21 | 1.84 | 74 63
SOR-update | 0.040 | 0.59 | 495 | 414

TTD 0.038 | 0.33 | 1.33 | 20.3

BIOME B THHER

Average time per iteration
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-2 SOR vs. TT-SOR: Time Comparison

(3) REDIGREHE

MM METOREZDICREEL RS, K-313b =
0 FIEDFRAZ DI EZ Gl L7z, DB ES T
IR ToREDSERL, ZORHIZEHIC TT-SOR
WICHHE I A LN,

Residual history Residual history

o
Iteration
Residual history

S
teration
Residual history

X-3 Residual Convergence (b = 0)

X-4 1%, b ® TT-rank 2/ X WEREDEZE OICREHE:
Z/RS. TT-SVD ORfE%*Z 2 T TT-rank % Hll - 72355
12, INRT230 Ly o, HEMEEH
D ODUIRAAREZ: & & 13X, IR % T o EEH KIEIC
WAL 7=.

Residual history Residual history

o

Wh
Son
' con)|
10 it -
i)

w? 0
g B 200
FRURR 8 o0 !

1w

teration Iteration
Residual history Residual history

-4 Residual Convergence (b TT-rank 3)
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B1-51%, b @D TT-rank 25K Z W RTED K2 DI FHE
RT3, BEEZKEL LT ITTrank —2TdHl% &,
TT-SOR {EDFEAZIIFHM L 7=, Lizh-> T, HEMIE
MRS R L 2EEICBWTIE, BEMEZYIDFEDD
ONERIFEEFEBRIBTZ Z I3 LW 9o .

- Residual history Residual history

dual
e
dual

1000
iteration teration
Residual history

000
iteration

[K-5 Residual Convergence (b high TT-rank)

(4) TT-SOR EDRIE & #fEf#

-4 @ TT-rank ZH| D DD, EEIPIK L HEIZ
B 2BEFED SOR £ DFZERHAE L. £K-3 1359
H¥nx =32 2 L, TT-SVD ORfE%EZ % 72D SOR
e TT-SOR IEDQ BB D EZRL TV, BEZK
Lz 25, RKIEFEBDBKIEINE S REZen
Dholz. UL, REMEZYIDEDI-Z T, SOR
EOBUEMRE Y DFEEIKEL Botz. DEIEYZDD
MEDKEXIE, 6=001DE =12 X 1073, £=0.001
DEE3.6X107° kot

#<-3 Relationship between TT-SVD Threshold and Error

e=0.01 e =0.001
Num. of iterations 542 1533
Sum of difference | 3.978 X 10' | 1.184 X 10~*
Diff. per cell 1.2 X107 | 3.6 X107
TT-rank 3 4

X-6 13 MEfRDO b Lz — s~y 7 TH
3. RODHEIKREPICREE L LZTWE 2 0h
3. L7DoT, BMEREELERLZVY I 2L —
T aiZBWVWTIX, TT-SOR EZFAL, RO EIZ1T
WOOHUEMREZ KD 2 FEDFERHTH L EZR 5.

HBI0METETFHERR

SOR at x=16 slice TTSOR (e=0.01) at x=16 slice TTSOR (€=0.001) at x=16 slice

5 5 5
m ! I m ! | m !
» ] Fl ) » ! ] » 5 n » » ! ] » ] n F) » !
¥ ¥ ¥

E-6 Numerical Solution Distribution

(5) TT-SOREDEHELEERRD KM E X D&

TFESHD TT-SOR % (¢ =0.001 BL UL e=0.01) 12
DWT, BRIBIZET 2 BRI LT =RIeZEM 7 —
VE— RoHETS. K71, KEDO—EHDZEX
R DT LT, BB D7 — V) TARBUEETE L,
AR 7 & SR BER S I T TH 5.

Power

I
I
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I
I
I
I
. ?
I
I
[
I

]
o 5 10 15
wave number k

-7 wavenumber distribution of ¢

-8 1%, TT-SOR H D AIE[EXLAS 300~500 [A] o i
B ZEBBRS (F¥50) 8 X RERSS (G
F57) OREZLEZERLTWVS.

Low Frequency Energy

400
——— Low-freq Energy(e=0.001)

q
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N\
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High Frequency Energy
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I — —
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-8 Evolution of Wavenumber Components
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e=0.001 DHE, EEEBT TR N WEE
Ro—17T, ERIREE D ZAEZ IR Lznw e

%wéht ZHIZHL, £=0.01 DBER, EIREUK

ARG DRTT & b e = 0.001 12T, HEIC
BT 2 EAPEH S, BEEKRE SRELTH
BEEYIDEFED S T, KEBEDBREL WA T
%X 5127, TT-SOR EDERZEDINKME S LEL - L
EZH6N5.

6. iR

AFFETIRER L= TT-SOR %1%, /€K D SOR %Izt
NTEEIRRET 2EERD 2 e nhotz. T
UK, TT-SVD IZ X W REEZ YD E5D, (KEE D
ERIRINCREEL TV I ICERT 22 E2 50 5.
£1%1%, BiCGstab iERF L « X b— 27 ZHEA DR
EAOHEH, X512, IEIERMEREICBIT
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(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

TT-SOR DR 2 B % ZAINREE L, A% T L
TWPETH 5.

(5]

(6]
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