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Abstract: To improve the computational efficiency and applicability for high performance

parallel computing of CFD, a parallel full-implicit method based on GMRES + LU-SGS is
developed for unsteady flow simulation. The convergence and parallel property of the method

have

been studied. The restartable GMRES method is improved to save computing time in the

process of GMRES restart. The domain decomposition and Hybrid LU-SGS preconditioner have

been

studied for parallel implementation. A robust Negative-SA turbulence model for large CFL

number, computing and storing the Jacobian matrix and grid reorder methods have been studied

to improve the computational efficiency. The methods have been used to compute the plane flow,

the flow around NACA0012 airfoil, wing-body configuration, F-16 fighter aeroelastics, and rotor

unsteady flow simulation. The numerical results indicate that these methods on distributed

parallel computers lead to 20% ~200% increase in performance over LU-SGS method. Moreover,

remarkable super-linear speedup is achieved on 240 processors.

0 3

Keywords: CFD;full-implicit method; GMRES; parallel; unsteady flow

- TR X TR AL A B 2R, HT CFD & 2K &
= BTG5 R B B, AR R R AR 45 B (E

B & THRRAA T2 (CFD) i i R e FHEAE i zs THE 7 TR U SOk A ok LR Ak I, D0 2 i 7 1A
LR AR P B Ok B Z . Oy Tl AT A TR i U TR AR AR 1AL R R g RE T S LA 1 UK

Wi E#
EE€WHE

EEE -

5| AR

:2018-10-11; f&iTH#1:2019-03-20

VL5 e RS 3 2 Bl AR R TR ¥ ) 5 H (PAPD)

BEJE > (1983-), 55 Lyl dbaBt B PE0m L WF 9% 07 18] AR AR )1 2%, E-mail : lchen@nuaa.edu.cn

HEE . Bfd. HAE. T AEE W WA A LR T GMRES k)], &5 8h 1224, 2019, 37(5) . 834-843.

doi: 10.7638/kqdlxxb-2017.0185 CHEN L, XIA J, TIAN S L.. A GMRES method on distributed parallel computers for unsteady
flow simulation[ J]. Acta Aerodynamica Sinica, 2019, 37(5);: 834-843.



553

W e AT AR B LA 0 A XOJF T GMRES J5 835

AR TR B LA 5 CPU %0 (9 47 1154 15 AT
e, BXHETE CEFD o 8% HL 6 i b b 38 2 0 K T
WY MY E T OB 0 = b BT B AL B R R 1
KR g BT CFD Wesoh: fn 3475 4L
R A B2V B R TR N M E.

2B 07 it CFD 42 m e Stk it S0 iy =&
i, 2R RN TR CFD iF i 2 —.
Luo 25 5 5ol T4 B LU-SGS )7 i /E 3 GMRES
(R FAk B, AE LS A R G R ] OpenMP 52
TR B A S AR A A R
] OpenMP 5231 T GMRES + LU-SGS #9347 1k .
R AR R SOECR B TN A
RGBS FATHORIEA . Zingg VR T
2L Schur I 47 7 4b BE A F SC B0 T He g5 48 W A% I
GMRES (14341 X474k 2R JH TCHE B J5 1 Ak 366
I R, RS T AR 4 1 0 SO IR AT RO —
FE SRR BT B L 8 e Pk NASA CRM AR A
T3 5 AR B T BAU AL 3000 B0k, [a)— 5547
FRan LU-SGS 7 ik @ 2800 £ my i A A gl
S, AR E DK GMRES B T 5 B #6 HCE
M2, IR 4 T PE Tse BH2# i T A =
AR A WM 23 A 2 IE 47 GMRES 8 vk, 42 /)8 A 2500
# GMRES i H F 8] Wi Galerkin 43 BR T, ¥ HUAS T
SRR . 255 B E SR SR I AT ZETR A
¥ I GMRES 19434 20147 10 02 Ba =X i 00F 92 14 M
Mo T B Y b AR S AT A A B T O
1Ak L TR Y | A HE S R G Bk 2 AL A R AR
GMRES Jri&k It 4808 . Ak . vH A HUAE {4 & o &
JR& . T FH PN A7 10 R 18 A, R RLASE ] A8 vl A7 fih AfE T L R
FERR AT RE . A BT i bk R A AT LG R
FEoR 4T GMRES J7 ik SR fif 2ot o e dl 2 48 &
CFD Y 8Pk iy E 2k 42 .

AR A AE F 7S [ 5 GMRES # ik, 45 &
Hybrid LU-SGS F A M It T b B+, 5l A
TR 1 Tt AT, 45 B O [ IS HE P O s, fE MPT I
FroRgE vh R R ) — 5 TSR0 RO fih e T LU o B 1) 93 A
IR k. MRS MR K¥A E
R OVERU B R FZ 5 ¥, 4 0 UE B AT
A H B SIOE FITAT &80 35 T8 5 AR E
RV EIER S

1 EHAESEHATE

P R AT B RS B H B (ALE) JE ) =
A5 4 N-S 5 F2 (RANS) , Jiit 3 #5185y — )y i
SA BT AR ) & — Fh B B Y Negative-SA #1

RUS SR Fe Vg B DA A AR T o A 2
BF S 4 B A T DA S A R B 5 T e L 4R
kA CFL 00 BOfE , DT [B) 42 38 21 42 5 42 e =X
D7 B H Y . Negative-SA BRI 2K .

My =0 0t

Yo, M a )Svy
97 u; axj —Cp1 f;z v

eore-n(2)

J du Jdy Jdy
i[ . (<u+a>—”j+cbz—” ”] (D

o |d dx, dx; Iz,
By <0 I
Ay Ay i - v
Z u; a—c,,l(lffzz)ﬂl/ +Cwl (Zj +
1 d . dy dy dy
a[axj((y_’_yf”)axjj—’—cwaxi91,:| (2)

AP &5 5E G SA BRI —5, HEMEZEY Y >0
SRR SA BRI AE Y B AR v << 0 B SR A X
(2), 22 PR ¢, (0/d)? 5 SA BERILF
SO 3 A R AR AR AT v R SR R TR .

OVERU #42k HHE 451 1R & MA% A FRAK BL7
DR TR A5 R) B HOR PG Ak 20, AT Ak s 2
F R IC AR TR A A% . T 2 sy T % 38 i 22 41
¥ HLLC, ROE, HLLEM #I i@ & 7r & #% =X
AUSMPW + %, 3 i3 U-MUSCL J ¥ it 17 = Br &
¥4, BRI #5 5k H Venkatakrishna BRI #5 . 3F & % it
SRR FH UL ] 25 4 7 2 06 AT B A ) sF ) B, D
AR A SCRT & Ry 4 e X .

2 HiTERXAE
2.1 GMRES 7%

SR o W AR E W CFD 35 4 e sk
PR MR AYERZ —. H P K Krylov 745 1]
AT GMRES J5 35 J2& — Bl s 28000 ff 22 1 7
FEAL 73k A5 A AN A WA B 1~ 7F CFD B0{E 1158040 35
Rz . A o3 A AOFAT GMRES J7 125 19 4248 4
B 1 BTR . & A B a7 i T4 S B R ARk

TEH i B GMRES 58 ik 1y £ 6ilh b, A< SCR H A2
T2 A4 GMRES B, KA1kt %24 vi =R —

AM, . r,: =P 'vy.B:= llroll svi:=r,/p . ¥Ith
fRfE R RARWT .

01: for j=1.,m

02: w, =P AAW

03: for i=1,j

04 . hy =w;,v;)



71

EE N EHRVE

836 = 13
05: w, =w; —h;v,
06: end
07: hyy =W, I,
08 vip =w;/ ki
09: 2z, :=min, [|Be—H, =, I,
10, if I Be —H, ;z,; |, <<e exit restart
11: end
12. AW =AW, +v,z,
13. AW, =AW
14. restart GMRES (goto 01) (3
| /3 Ai RIFITGMRES |
B At B R W@ZW{'_
TR T LRI B 7
egative-SA i i 7!
R o AR
ERRA AR Frt e romtr

B1 A6 TITERENY
Fig.1 Framework of distributed parallel

5 8 GMRES i i 5k 22 Wi S50 5 o 2 02 7
i 2 GMRES H i« & A5 i 82 10 1 25 [0 80R 22
09 m o 38 0 3G 0 B 25 B /I TR RS AS) SR U B (R
(3 FRAINER 10 25 ) , B i 40 DB o2 115 Tk A2 3k 22 Wi S0
P o Y0 st B st B 2SR U T om iR
i GMRES P 35 AT s /b 5 25 [ 2k AR 42 8 3
FRE, fA#AS D5 . GMRES T EHE Gn +2)
X Mnodes K Megn X 8 FHNFFZENE . o m 2l Krylov
T2 ) B 7 0aes 9 PIAE 158K 1 907 BB WD = 4
Euler 54 5.

A3 (A 40 GMRES 5532 W] LA B8 AR AN 52 0 i
SEPERIETER T el T A UGE AT ) AT 4R i o
PRIFRACR . A8 7435 A1 40 GMRES 3341 L 1 5 8 3
B GMRES SETE AR s T 28 G R e A —
FEEE R4 o, 3 T B 07 ik i )8 sl
22 HFLLEREITERE

W 2 v A Ak BHURE W7 LG B I AT 43 SR A B 5
RS Ry vk . H P TR B O i — R TR
ZEGYITIETT VR AR AT B B ) 2 AR AN T SR
fift e R U R L 1 29 N A7 S 8], A A B 5 vk v o T LE
W R TS A Al BRI I T N AE R SR AT
i (H R R 5 1 O TR Iy vk A S S

A 307 vk v A AT LR B LLOBURS E S8 BOFE il

BN oo T 20 o) X oqn” X8 F 4T AF 25 0], Ak K
PR (0] 50 ) A7 3] N A7 1 BR o 4 A SR FH I 6 I O 1
UETUAE TS HLRE 1 1) K R o N A7 25 TR S I 38 K, A%
WAL, P77 2 18] 4038 W R - 20 4 6 4
PO . HE R EGRE B RO O vk T N T g R
SCH B RSB A SCR AN T g AR T 12 S B AE
AL B AR N T g R O ik T DA R AR AR AR
T AN 2 R0 . AT L R B G 78 100 R 8 v T 41
%, R R Van-Leer i 5 4) Z0HEA] Ho 40 B, 557
THON) B F 2 N-S Bk, IR ACR, SLhR I
SR rPORE AT LG R B B T UGE AR E BT — IR TR X
JUREACH RS, . SR 3K A 5 W AE A 52 el We S0Pk i
P Wl D AR B 1]

TG 53 v 1 i B 1) R ARUAS SR Luo 460
AL T 35 =X (O TR, 7 Ak 38 i AE AT BGOSR, Wl
2 22 43 I A T P IR AR 25 Y T A A

AAW =~ AF =F (W + AW) — F (W)
2.3 GMRES #174#

F£F MPI A BH %€ 58 TR A, ok F 43 IX 17 5K i
S GMRES By 534 OFA7 4k . HE 7T LR B 1) % £
TIUH% R AEAtE S AR X 1 TR 00 AE A o 281 it R JR 3 P A
S RO N3 SV 7) I I 1 S Bl O Y =
GMRES i i i AR (R (D a8 2 25) (LT AH 28 4
X Z [8] B 38 15 » vl /)N 38 A5 B ] . GMIRES o ] £ [ R
(RO 4.7 PO TEL 0 KR S5 #E1 74 /1A
ZJEEAE 155 4 )7 Hessenberg 5 @ {5 &M/, R
FH Metis FE#EAT 43 X SEIIFAT 0 4039 45 , 43 IX )5 7T LA
PRAE A 53 DX A% i B AR — A [ B 431X 28 Bt T 43
FBOS A, AT R R IFATI R T R
BAR- AR SE R RS o X IR AT S R R R
5503 DX 7 W BOCA T 6 3R ) RURILAS i 43 IX 8545
L AT 3 R s a0 R 43 X A8 S T 43 5 1 i RO A AN AR
WFHAT BT Rk SR A

Wissink 251 78 DP-LUR H:flt b #E47 e ik, &
JE IR T4 R Hybrid LU-SGS J5 ik, %7 A B
SETE A AL B (4 A% S5 DX R ] LU-SGS Jr i, #F
1T Gauss-Seidel E; 76 WIAE 7 X A i1 5 1, 75 TERUHR
A B RUKS 5 Ad ] DP-LUR J5 3% . #£47 Jacobi #£48.,
Hybrid LU-SGS J7 ik B A & IR AT 808, Bt 5 at
i)t DP-LUR J7 % 9 1F S B |) 9 /0 29 45 % . #H L =
T AL B F Hybrid LU-SGS S22, [ 4 5C
#E#E Hybrid LU-SGS /£ GMRES 7 H (1) i b 2
BT PRGOS 2 ) B RBENT .

A3 DX 0 TR AR R S RS A

w, =P 'AAW =D 'AAW

(4

(5)



%5 3

W e AT AR B LA 0 A XOJF T GMRES J5 837

SEIX AR IEAT LU-SGS [ /i 31 #1541

(D +L)AW" =AAW (6)

(D+Udw; =DAW" (7
24 MEEHREF

A P 2 e 1) B T 1 v ) o0 A R HE R R T
AT T

(1) AE45H) R & LU-SGS & i i I’ 4% & HE
JP L Gl ay R A B Mg EHEZ S
PRAERE— )2 i S AR B A E 55— s
MY B X A ANBOE Y B R = AR
U FIF =AM L 1 4 38 E 25 1 R4 P
T, $2 5 LU-SGS J7iE MR, A SCR 2Ry
T BB o 2R Bk B &R X,

(2) WA P 5 B EHE P X RS T
S AT EHEY  HE R 80N 5 R R A B 5 R R
PRI R TSR T 2 ) R ST /N A i S (D B e il 2
PETF R PR, CED 35 b WA 15 G 5 10 B HE 7
i T DA/ G R B R A LA B e TRk
K AW F ] RCM(Reverse-Cuthill-McKee) J5 & 347
PIAR AT R S EHE Y . BUE IR R 40 RCM HE
FEIR AT R 29 10 W AR

3 WS EIIE

3 ZHTEERD

AR X L AN [) B8] B8 5O % 4 T TG R I
F NACA0012 3 A1 Zh P SE 40 it 5 49 rh iy e vk, —
ST JCFR T RS S = T MRS L I 2, 3k 1426
APIRE . B3 2R T Bk 2 USRI HL ARG B A e X
2:(RK) \LU-SGS J7 % . LM M GMRES J5 ¥ Fl A [
GMRESH # (MGMRES) 4 %t b . 561 o 5 K7 25
[ %% m =10, GMRES  Ji I ECh 2, GMRES Py 5k 2%
WS e<<0.1, A Se 5 R i & . —Fh
B s 7 3 4E 1000 A ISR ML A8 RS B2 L e Sl K
KA T s J7 i WSl Ve e 4 1) & MGMRES J5 ik .

2 FERITEME
Fig.2 Computational grid for plane flow

:§ : RK
2 0l — LU-SGS
~ - NN --- GMRES

" N\ N\~ MGMRES

NP BN T
0 500 1000 1500
Step

B3 FHERKERS &

Fig.3 Convergence history for plane flow

NACA0012 2 A Zh M P 378 1155 4 SR FH U 321 9% #.
JC 6 23 TT ARG 5 AN A, TFRAE N ORI SRR AL
Ma .. =0.15,30 £ « =10°, THIHECH Re=6X<10°, iZ&
161 T RS T3k B WS SIPE 32 ) % TR R e R RRO™ R Y
¥y, LU-SGS J7 % CFL 3 1 X 10°, GMRES #il
MGMRES J5 ¥ ¥ 1% A Ja 2 7] 3, CFL Al & # H
300, &5 4304y th AR Sl 2 Fn CPU I (1] Wi 8%
Mgk, nIOLER2E U8 6 i gL, LU-SGS 5 ik 22
80 000 &, GMRES 75 % 24 10 000 %, MGMRES J5 %
{FF 2500 &, IHEEE E T MGMRES # &8 45
AR I TR A4 32 AR 4 O B O 4 0 IR T
GMRES J7#:, #8551 MGMRES 4 i 815 B 11 #
B AU GMRES J57 3 A 8 Z 40 2 — 1 F 5 6 1]
JCHL M GMRES J5 ik 7ETH R ROR B LU-SGS J5 k42
R 20% . T BRI UL B R IR B 6 A R R R
R T HOAS [ 5 WS S SE PR O AN T
R E RN, R 14 T ARSCHES 2 L)
RS SCERCL7 O [F R o A SR T L AR A 1S
R4

4 NACA0012 it E M #&
Fig.4 Computational grid for NACA0012 case

F1 NACAO012 HEREHMABDLILE
Table 1 Present NACAO012 results compared

with those of other codes

Present CFL3D FUN3D JOE
Cr 1.098 1.091 1.098 1.092
Cp 0.01243 0.01231 0.01242 0.01245




838

¥

B

71

o537 %

ok ——LU-SGS
——GMRES
B ——MGMRES
ERA
=}
5 -3F
&

_60 20000 40000 60000 80000
Step

(a) Convergence history versus steps

0 —LU-SGS
——GMRES
-1 ——MGMRES
=)
=
s -3
(=2
-4
-5
) S P N =
0 4000 8000 12000
CPU Time

(b) Convergence history versus CPU time

B S5 NACA0012 #i i W 8 i £
Fig.5 Convergence history for NACA(0012 case

3.2 EBEHAEHHRE

X DLR-F6 3 B 41 & 41 A 2 10 2 28 U i
AT A3 B, e rb JG 5 53 A% R T DU T R PR T 24
90 J7 A& A5 503 T3 HLTT b M RS SR FH X T AR LT
25 580 J7RIAK s IR 6. TSR R R T bk B
M. =0.75,# «=0.52", FiEIHTHE P HEHL Re =
3X10°, LU-SGS J57# CFL %8 1 X 10°, GMRES
J5% CFL % B 300, MGMRES J5 % %5 & ] CFL
O 300, MGMRES J7 3 76 B 53491 38 2 T )5 2 ]
B AR SCR R S CFL RIOBUA 1 5w fife D i 2l 1] A8
WX .

10 ’ n:1
CFL=410X1.2n —1 , 1I<<ln<<19 (&)
300 , n>=19

AT AR T S T IR R B 7
SR TOR A MRS T AT S I EHET ik (RCMD FIAR R
FHMIA S 8% 5 W 5 HE )P J7 2 (NO-RCMD (19 % e, L
o TET /R JGB6 407 8 6, HEX Ry 2 v 3 0 5 91
AL RCM J7 k38 Ttk B g2 fE R fin b LR, &
it RCM HEF J5 T 42 /29 10 % TR A50R

B8 5 T M i 5 i) b S A GMRES
T RR SCEHE A8 F 25 (B 80 GMIRES i 8% 22 108K

i £ 19 X e, R IR SRR — B, M ik Bl GMRES
N R 2 0 8K B L 24 S B GMRES ¥ b — i

(a) Hexahedron grid

_

(b) Tetrahedron grid

6 DLR-F6 it E M1
Fig.6 Computational grid for DLR-F6 case

300

250
200

ORCM
NO-RCM

CPU time
15
(=}

100

50

0
TET HEX

B 7 RCM HEfF 3t 5 R iE i 8
Fig.7 Effect of RCM reorder on CPU time

Original GMRES
Modified GMRES

Residual

_3'....|....|..

0 500 1000 1500

Step
B8 =/EEME GMRES 75 ik B & i £ 3 bk
Fig.8 Comparison of convergence history between
original and modified GMRES



553

W e AT AR B LA 0 A XOJF T GMRES J5 839

BE1WRE L3 10410 W48 152 5, 1 A8 725 [H] 5K
GMRES JikEH g )5 725 Mg &b, 3 10+02 K
Fa iz (n<<10), 75 [4 GMRES J7ik#&
H A # GMRES J7 ik, i B RS> 25 159,

B9 g T =R B sy ik e AT J R T 58
IF 0 26 A i Sl <6 1 CPU I Ja] Wi S 26, Hp
MGMRES J5 ¥ B WSS B 5 A5 800 25 A2 A7 4k 2
TR 3 AR, FRETHE 3 AR % MGMRES J7 k4
GMRES J5 i 31 55 B (8] s 20 249 37 Y6, B M5 [ 2
LU-SGS HEmmh sz — A%, 3 H MGMRES J5 %
FEFR 25T B 3 A 5 5 WO SIUHE K SR 38 4 Tl GMRES
Jrikiesih e i — e BN Eh. B 10 BT
FEWEACR CPU BRI St 2. T R A A
Wr MGMRES J5 ¥ W S8R 0 J2 B 5 B 55 T GMRES
ik GTERCRY N LU-SGS ik 4 5%,

1
——LU-SGS
(U ———GMRES
——MGMRES
-1F
El
-4

Y S — | R B!
0 10000 20000 30000
Step

(a) Convergence history versus steps

Residual

7Y S B RN BN
0 10000 20000 30000 40000

CPU time
(b) Convergence history versus CPU time

9 DLR-F6 i ifit e & #h £&
Fig.9 Convergence history for DLR-F6 case

EEXFS SR ATAA BE 2801 ) NASA CRM
A IRR AL, R NASA LR & M 4
3000 J7 PIA% & 1.2 {2 K& BT B0 UE AR SCHY 77 T8 AE 4K
TIT i MAS Stk . THE SR R D A
Ma.. =0.85,3f «=2.75°, T Re =5X10°, |
11 450 7 = B0y W 7E A7 B PR U 1 550 s iy 7
HEBW S, Hdh MGMRES J5 i I+ /1 & ¥k
BULFE 1000 4 72 4 . 1 GMRES 75 3 7% 29 1600

Ho MR E SRS T A% ST, Scik[20]
NASA ) FUN3D # 4 2k H 4 B =X 07 v 75 2229 3000
RS, ARSCH T A T 05 e R M A E it B AT AR
T B RS

087
; ——LU-SGS
A —— GMRES
0.7 —MGMRES
06 \
05—
0.4 L | | | |

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Step

(a) Convergence history versus steps

0.8
; ——LU-SGS
——GMRES
0.74 ——MGMRES
05F
0.4l -

"0 10000 20000 30000 40000
CPU time
(b) Convergence history versus CPU time
B 10 DLR-F6 # i 7 71 5 & & i 2%
Fig.10 Lift coefficient convergence history for DLR-F6 case

0.8
r ——LU-SGS
07k ——GMRES
) ——MGMRES
0.6
5
0.5
0.4
03t b L
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Step
B 11 NASA CRM # it 7+ F1 5 H 45 5 b 2%
Fig.11 Lift coefficient convergence history

for NASA CRM case

3.3 BRANAEEE SRR

AR F16 B HLAME 89 & 5 <3l 30 %
(BB ADLIR 1), 2% 45 iy JR W) B a7 06 A = R AR E W
PRI TS B RCR . TS T R TR A R A% L [
12 9 HL B Wy 1o 90 A RS B T P9 A 249 214 T A%
TR SR R DB Ma.. = 0.8, 18 f§ « =4.0°,
CFL #i e 5 3.2 % — 8. Z5k A Roui i 2
ECERTA Tt [ 2 I i) 45t B 25 8 dl . e i Bk
Fl 5 SR AR AR 2 W ON-S J7 B A RS O i SR



840 = KB

o537 %%

CIRSR=I L REIUE QiR O AR N L R RGN W RENS)
WOV B RE 45 35 (TPS)., 3l MRS J5 125 ok & 80 my
Delaunay & BRES T XU ] 25 K 5 s b a2k A5k
2 T R 3 A>T G TR HC S AT

PIT3&5 H T = 410U ) 25 4 Py ik AR 22 4K

(a) Surface grid

(b) Symmetry grid

B 12 F16 iHEME
Fig.12 Computational grid for F16 case

0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0F
25
3.0F
3.5

1
— LU-SGS
— GMRES
— MGMRES

Residual

(a) Convergence history versus steps

0
0.5
-1.0F
15
2.0F
2.5
3.0F
_3.5-||||||||||||4||\|\||\|\|

1
— LU-SGS
— GMRES
— MGMRES

Residual

CPU time
(b) Convergence history versus CPU time

13 F16 EEF 5% = W& i %

Fig.13 Convergence history for F16 aeroelastics flow

MGMRES T 7 L3RR 22 TR 3 a2,
GMRES 7554 8 4, LU-SGS J5 ¥ 75 5 2y 20
. WEEA SR & MGMRES J7 ¥ fie -, 53 i )
I GMRES 77 &t T MGMRES 77 2, 8 LU-SGS
T2y 23% ., T EEE M. AL S T
T TS A B R] R 5 B8R Bl i T AR R A AR TR
Tt 461 A T A7 1 A )

14 %51 T R MGMRES J7 11545 5] ) %
WAEEE AR s KL AR EARE. B 15 4
TR P RS T A B B N ] 4 AR Ak il 2L A BT
SUANE A 5 328 9 /1 A SRR A TR AR R A AR

B 14 Fl6 ERAHIREZEE

Fig.14 F16 surface pressure and vorticity iso-surface

1.0F
0.5;
0:
-0.5:
—1.03

Generalized displacement

0.5 1.0 1.5
t/s

15 "Xl mEmnE

Fig.15 Generalized displacement history

3.4 HEEBI KRG

NEAS SOy 1 R SR B AR S5 40 T S A% 1L 3E i e 3
JE R H P L 5T vk U SRR YE . SR 2.5m 4
HESLRBIRY A S 4 Frat, eI 0.077, AR
FH NACA0012, 8% 0.072 m, JLATHLEE 0°, 7 € 2 #k
0127, TN I AR 16 B R 0 AE S5
A% R I 6 AT A, s =W
M sS85 5 R 601 J5 A 139 J7 L A HES A B R %
BETEILIZE B, AR S KR 107 T3 B RAR S 2y 1200 J7 .

SRS [A] 25 1 T 2 v o 6 AR5 25 T B 4 Nl
PRI S . E AT MGMRES 5758 %) T
MR, JE 2 W CEFL i R AT BCE] 80, 1 LU-SGS



55 5 B s EHTIEER

TR A0 I 1T GMRES Jr ik 841

JrEATHC1}<10°, B 17 45 T R A MGMRES J5 7531
BRI Q &MEm, Hrh Eim TR ML B, K 18 4
T AL N R 22 il 28 MGMRES 7 3 AL 75 29 35
kAR AR 22 R 4 . LU-SGS ikl &2y
107 . W S % Sk &2 MGMRES Jr 3% & .
R ] MGMRES 7 % LU-SGSJ7 ik 0d /b #4540 %

El1le mMEEENKRRESE

Fig.16 Overset grids system for rotors

E 17 Q%{EE

Fig.17 Q criterion iso-surface
1.0 —LU-SGS
— MGMRES

=
3 -2.0
4]
&~ 3.0
40F>
B, 3¢ | -SSR RN I
0 100 200 300 400
Step

(a) Convergence history versus steps

1.0 ——LU-SGS
ok —— MGMRES
-1.0F
=
2 204
g
® 30F
-4.0 —
() ) AN RN RN Er——
0 100 200 300 400
CPU time

(b) Convergence history versus CPU time

B18 MEFEEHEWSHE

Fig.18 Convergence history for unsteady rotor flow

H2, B AR ER 22 TR 3 A R mT i i — My AR R
TR, LR LU-SGS J7 35 76 3T B i ) | i 22 /0
F MGMRES J7 ¥k, & 2 i W 2 i &
MGMRES 75 () CFL ¥ %/, 2453 GMRES 4
B 2E WA ¢ << 0.1 B, F2S M BUUA 1~3 4, %
X7 GMRES J7 ¥ By e SGH B2 . Rt 42 =5 GMRES
T3V B T B I S8 AE AR AT SR R AR 2

4 TR R

AR 3.2 W B A A R SRR R AT A
SRR IFAT R R IR AE . B 19 NS RN
fEas (Al K . B B GMRES J5 2 o LU-SGS J7 i
AT R B A7 B, MGMRES J5 1 55 5 i N 17 5
Z BB AE 580 1 M A% T 4 13GB M AF.
MGMRES J5 35 35 4 T 75 W k% 75 22 24 22GB N A7

Z3 ], fE HATRE A 4540 F Rl MGMRES J5 ik &
A S BE 0 W 2 T i G AR 1 I AE R R L R
G A 2B R D) AT AT R A PR A 14 35

14

12} T

101 -
m
% o LU-SGS
s | © GMRES
Q
Z o MGMRES

19 R"EEX

Fig.19 Memory requirements

EE GO TR R L B R 1A E R
AL b X BT A R O Wk R JT AT R MR T BESE . I 20
K MGMRES J57% .1 Fl 240 A 3FEAZ O (NPT
B RN MHLEL DU A07 () HE 5k R A0 A 5 S0 50
T EL P A A AR B0 UE T AT TR I IE A

B 21 %54 T Hybrid LU-SGS J & 1 LU-SGS
s 2S£k . Hybrid LU-SGS 773787 X i
SRS S A DP-LUR J5 3k LU-SGS J7 ik Xt 43
K R H (E f w/o %), 1] WAESY X 5 /0
BF Gy 9 2 Sl 2R AR R BRI . 2 240 AN IX
AF s 4 DX 0 S A AN 504 B IR A7 D7 iR AR 4000
AR KRB W, 78 #1782 40 KR AT TR,
K H Hybrid LU-SGS ik EwhZW, B 22 /48T
Hybrid LU-SGS i &b #1557l MGMRES J7 i JF 47
TG EL . PR vk i B Al R A BEARE L n AL
FRAEH =, MGMRES J7 ¥ 19 Jin 3t & A T Hybrid
LU-SGS Fik. FHM .78 240 MIFE O 17T



842 = Ko ¥ % M %376

SR P BT LA L OF AT AR S 10020) . FR I 3 2R N O 33U CPU R A7 A5 3 2 71 IX
— JBEIN Sy A B A A AR Sl A IR A F R IR ) T A By

1.0
E NP=120
0.5 ——— NP=120-w/o
0:
_ -05F
< E
2 1o
ERR]:
2.0f N—
25F
B0k L
ol 0 5000 10000 15000
0 02 04 06 08 1.0 Step
x/c
(a) 7=0.150 (a) 120 CPU cores
1.0F
0.5k — —-NP=240
. — NP=1 g Z\\ —— NP=240-w/o
Tt —-— NP=240 EoN
1.071\&\ - Exp. _-05F
N \_/.T.\\\ g F \
H LI N = -1.0[
0.5 N\ Z : \
O; - x\\ o~ -155_ \
oL DN 20f S—__
S 25F T
-O.SF _3‘01....|....I....
L 5000 10000 15000
qobes e 1 L Step
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x/c (b) 240 CPU cores
(b) 7=0.377 B 21 Hybrid LU-SGS 7 i% I i i £

Fig.21 Convergence history using hybrid LU-SGS

— NP=1

—-—- NP=240 252

\ . EXp [
. a® -\ 192:_
\\) :

= o [
Q 2 132
g [
a [
»n [
_O'Sf 72 -
[ ——Ideal
qob et [ —=—Present
0 02 04 06 08 1.0 |2 S BN B B
xle 12 72 132 192 252
(c) =0.514 CPU
(a) Hybrid LU-SGS
1'5: — NP=1 252 =
—-—- NP=240 r
192
N =9 [
Q = 132}
3 [
2
2 [
0.5 72
[ ——Ideal
r 0 i . i [ —=—Present
-L0 e VA SR T I I |
0 02 04 06 08 1.0
xec 12 72 132 192 252
(d) 9=0.847 CPU

(b) MGMRES

22 FHATHELE
Fig.22 Parallel speedup

E20 FERRHFSGIHTEESIRMES L
Fig.20 Comparison between experimental and
computed pressure coefficient distributions



553 W e AT AR B LA 0 A XOJF T GMRES J5 843
[7] ITO Y, MURAYAMA M, HASHIMOTO A, et al. TAS

5 & &

AR T AEF S B0 GMRES # ik, 45 &
Hybrid LU-SGS J7 A4 B I AT AL B . 51 A
BRI I ALY, 25 B O [ NS HE T O ik R R —
BT R ME T L B o A O AT 2 Rl i
ik, MR B2 it K K% A £ &K 1) OVERU
B AER LA S PERE TSN B T 4R — 4
YL n) B EAT T B AT, 2 56 5F HAA JE 5 = i ik sk
PEFIFATRIOR S5 IF .

(1) 28F =5 [0 GMRES J5 % 5 # )5 GMRES Jr
2 EL AR ) P M SICRE M T B B ) AT A D i &
15% . THEEFIAE it A AT EL A F 1Y) 4 B Xy vk i Sl ik
e T JCHE B J7 1 88 LU-SGS 4R 5 20% ~200%
TR . SR RCM MIA% & HE 7 7 vk 48 10 28 47 1
rhRDR R RCR AR R 1020,

(2) HiFF GMRES J7 8 T 1 Mg 07 2 22GB
(4 P A7 25 ) 4 R 4 7K 7T T DA R RS I A% 11
BN K.

(3) 434 I 47 GMRES J5 #: 45 & Hybrid LU-
SGS TALBESE F, it & e i) 4 e X7 B AT 80R B F
e FEIA S FE 240 ASTHEAZO-H BE T I Lo i 2

AR FEAL R T CPU A7 355, 5 82 0F 58 1o T
AR E %A CPU+ GPU (I £) i 1
R T R A A T 2B AT IR

& % X #:

[1] SLOTNICK J, KHODADOUST A, ALONSO ], et al. CFD
vision 2030 study: A path to revolutionary computational aero-
sciences; NASA-2014-218178[R]. Hampton: NASA, 2014.

[2] Kk, XB/NNI, faf %, 5. E RIS 4 CFD ok i Ll 5 Hk

W10, 2K 8h f 2240, 2016, 34(4) . 405-417.
ZHANG L P, DENG X G, HE L, et al. The opportunity and
grand challenges in computational fluid dynamics by exascale
computing[ J]. Acta Aerodynamica Sinica, 2016, 34(4): 405-
417. (in Chinese)

[3] SHAROV D, LUO H, BAUM ].
unstructured grid GMRES + LU-SGS method on

ATAA-2000-0927

Implementation of

shared-

memory. cache-based parallel computers:
[R]. Reno: AIAA, 2000.

(4] MR [, 3& TR A RS #9917 GMRESH LU-SGS J5 %
[J1. 258 Ji2g24f . 2013, 31(2) . 225-230.

KANG Z L. YAN C. Parallel GMRES + LU-SGS method for
mixed grids[]J]. Acta Aerodynamica Sinica, 2013, 31(2): 225-
230. (in Chinese)

[5] BROWN D A, ZINGG D W. Performance of a Newton-Krylov-
Schur algorithm for solving steady turbulent flows[]J]. ATAA
Journal, 2016, 54(9): 2645-2658.

[6] OSUSKY L, BUCKLEY H, REIST T, et al. Drag minimization
based on the Navier-Stokes equations using a Newton-Krylov
approach[J]. AIAA Journal, 2015, 53(6); 1555-1577.

(8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

Code, FaSTAR and Cflow results for the sixth drag prediction
workshop[ C]. 55th ATAA Aerospace Sciences Meeting. 2017,
HePRE L XMk E, EMR, F. T & FEREEMN GMRES )y
SRR EDFZE )], fizs 4, 2014, 35(2): 1181-1192.
YAN Z G, LIU HY, MAO M L, et al. Convergence property
investigation of GMRES method based on high-order dissipative
compact scheme[ J]. Acta Aeronoutica et Astronautica Sinica,
2014, 35(2): 1181-1192. (in Chinese)

Tedd, XA, =MW, . —FEH T S 48R4 M GMRES
I SOR T )] i #2016, 37(11): 3226-3235.
ZHANG J, DENG Y Q. LI B, et al. A new method to
accelerate GMRES’s convergence applying to three-dimensional
hybrid grid[J]. Acta Aeronoutica et Astronautica Sinica, 2016,
37(11): 3226-3235. (in Chinese)

FB/NRLG, BHULED, BRUCVE, . B TORE AT LGRE BEORS A 0T Y
GMRES Fa 28 )7 ik 72 1B Galerkin A BRITH R LT, 22K 8h
J1%2AR . 2019, 37(1) . 121-132.

GONG X Q, JIA H Y, CHEN J T, et al. Applications of
GMRES based on exact calculations of Jacobian matrix in
discontinuous Galerkin methods[J]. Acta Aerodynamica Sinica.,
2019, 37(1): 121-132. (in Chinese)

Bk, MR, FILE, & =43 B4R 450 & & M % Navier-
Stokes FREIFATFLT]. e 4R, 2008, 29(5): 1118-1124.
XIA J, TIAN S L, WANG ] F, et al. Parallel computing
strategy for 3d dynamic overset unstructured Navier-Stokes
solver[J]. Acta Aeronoutica et Astronautica Sinica, 2008, 29
(5): 1118-1124. (in Chinese)

ALLMARAS S R, JOHNSON F T, SPALART P R.
Modifications and clarifications for the implementation of the
Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model; ICCFD7-1902 [ C]//Big
Island: ICCFD, 2012.

Saad Y. GMRES: Iterative methods for sparse linear systems
[M]. 2nd ed. Philadelphia; SIAM, 2003.

MR7E, EIE4E. CFD JA70N AP T R/ Hr) ] =<8
J1% AR, 2002, 2003) . 22-26.

CHEN J, WANG Z H. Scalability analysis of CFD parallel
applications[ J]. Acta Aerodynamica Sinica, 2002, 20(3): 22-
26. (in Chinese)

WISSINK A M. Parallelization of a three-dimensional flow
solver for Euler rotorcraft aerodynamics predictions[ J]. AIAA
Journal, 1996, 34(11). 2276-2282.

GIBBS N E, POOLE W G, STOCKMEYER P K. An
algorithm for reducing the bandwidth and profile of a sparse
matrix[ J]. SIAM ] Numer Anal, 1976, 13. 236-250.

DAVID H, FORSYTHE J, HALLISSY B P, el al
Fundamental physics validation using CREATE-AV kestrel part
1. ATAA 2014-0920[R]. Maryland: ATAA, 2014,
MURAYAMA M, YAMAMOTO K. Comparison study of drag
prediction by structured and unstructured mesh method[J].
Journal of Aircraft, 2008, 45(3): 799-822.

RUMSEY C L, RIVERS S M, MORRISON ] H. Study of CFD
variation on transport configurations from the second drag-
prediction workshop[J]. Computers & Fluids, 2004, 34(7):
785-816.

ABDOL-HAMID K S, CARLSON J, RUMSEY C L. el al.
DPW-VT results using FUN3D with focus on k-kL-MEAH 2015
turbulence mode; NF16761.-253001[R]. Hampton: NASA, 2017.
PARKER G. Dynamic
configurations: AD-445218[ R]. Ohio: AFIT, 2005.

aeroelastic analysis of wing/store



	19 陈龙
	19 陈龙-1

