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A study on convergence characteristics of the generalized residual cutting method
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The residual cutting method is known to have superior characteristics of convergence for elliptic partial differential
problems. In this paper, we propose the generalized version of the residual cutting method for general sparse matrices

and investigate its performance by numerical experiments.
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Fig.3.1  Results from the coefficient matrix (1)
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Results from the coefficient matrix (2)
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Fig.3.3  Results from the coefficient matrix (3)



