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Abstrak 
 

Kajian ini menerangkan pembentukan dan penggunaan kaedah grid-pelbagai untuk 

masalah konduksi haba 2D. Satu kaedah grid-pelbagai (MG) pada asasnya adalah penyelesai 

matriks yang digunakan dengan kaedah pengiraan lain untuk menyelesaikan persamaan 

pembezaan separa (PDE) seperti kaedah unsur terhingga (FEM), kaedah unsur sempadan (BEM), 

terhingga berbeza kaedah (FDM) dan lain-lain. penggubalan antara FEM dan MG digunakan untuk 

menguji prestasi gabungan ini melalui penyelesaian. penyelesaian melibatkan separa persamaan 

pembezaan (PDE) persamaan Poisson 2D masalah pengaliran haba dan penyelesaian yang 

diselesaikan dengan menggunakan Matlab. Persamaan Poisson telah diuji dengan pelbagai jenis 

sumber haba dan kesilapan L2 norma dan H1 norma telah dikira untuk mengesahkan dan 

membuktikan penumpuan penyelesaian. Penyelesaian FEM dan FEM-MG dibandingkan dan 

FEM-MG mengandungi dua jenis pelicinan Gauss-Siedel dan berturut-turut lebih bersantai (SOR). 

Hasil kajian menunjukkan bahawa kesilapan L2 dan H1 norma dalam FEM-MG kecil berbanding 

FEM dengan konvensional sistem linear penyelesai. 
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Abstract 

 

This research describes the formulation and application of the multigrid method for the 2D 

heat conduction problem. A Multigrid method (MG) is essentially a matrix solver which is used 

with another computational method for solving partial differential equation (PDE) such as finite 

element method (FEM), boundary element method (BEM), finite different method (FDM) etc. The 

formulation between FEM and MG is used to test the performance of this combination through the 

solution. The solution involves partial differential equation (PDE) of Poisson equation of 2D heat 

conduction problem and the solutions solved by using Matlab. The Poisson equation was tested 

with various types of heat source and the error L2 norm and H1 norm were computed to validate 

and prove the convergence of the solution. The solution of FEM and FEM-MG were compared 

and FEM-MG contains two types of smoother Gauss-Siedel and Successive Over Relaxation 

(SOR). The result shows that the error of L2 and H1 norm in FEM-MG smaller compare to FEM 

with conventional linear system solver. 
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1 Introduction 
 

 

Figure 1.1:  Interaction between MATHEMATICS, ENGINEERING, and COMPUTER. 

Now a day, the simulation analysis widely developed every year. Whereby the combination 

of mathematics, engineering and computer knowledge were used. Simulation analysis is the 

other method besides experimental analysis to use in analysis problem which is dealing with 

the real problem for examples structural analysis, fluid flow analysis, fluid-structure interaction 

and more. The data collected from simulation need to be verified before it can be used by 

comparing the data between experimental and analytical solution. Simulation analysis contains 

several computational methods such as Finite Element Method (FEM), Finite Difference 

Method (FDM), Smooth Particles Hydrodynamic (SPH) and more. These methods are the way 

to solve the solution compare to analytical and experimental. The numbers and types of mesh 

or iteration are important to get the accurate result but for fine mesh or higher iteration need 

higher time to get the result of the solution [1]. Therefore the best choice of the mesh or 

iteration is important.  

Multigrid method (MG) is the one of the numerical method to solve partial differential 

equation (PDE) and the idea of MG technique is using hierarchy discretization to solve the 

solution. The MG involve interpolation between finest grid and coarsest grid and the step 

involves are relaxation, prolongation and restriction. Relaxation step is where the first v-cycle 

SOLVER

MATHEMATICS

COMPUTERENGINEERING
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was relaxed before the calculated variables transferring (restricting) to the next-coarser grid 

and after the interpolating and adding the correction at the second v-cycle stage. Prolongation 

step is the reverse step of restriction where coarsest grid to finest grid [2].  

 

Figure 1.2: Multigrid V-cycle steps. 

Multigrid provide a small error compare to other method because it such a hybrid method 

which combine with other method such as finite element or finite different and have the 

smoothing element such as Gauss-Siedel. The function of the smoothing element is to reduce 

high frequency occur during the cycle interpolation but there is an effect on the low frequency 

components [3]. There are smoothing properties such as the error after few steps are being able 

to smooth by using classical iterative method Gauss-Seidel (GS) and the convergence rate is 

good in first few steps and decrease considerably afterward [4][5]. The multigrid method with 

line Gauss-Seidel relaxation is found to work very well in solving fourth-order 2D Poisson 

equation and special multigrid methods are developed to solve the resulting sparse linear 

systems efficiently [3]. Coarse Grid principles are smooth function on a fine grid can be 

approximated satisfactorily on a grid with less discretization points, whereas oscillating 

function would disappear[6]. Furthermore, a coarse grid is less expensive compare to fine grid 

and to approximate the low frequency error components on a coarse grid. 
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Figure 1.3: Grid in 2D with cell-centered coarsening. Small (blue) circles denote fine grid points, big 
(red) circles coarse grid points [7]. 

Multigrid iteration also known as V-cycle [8] and being summarized in figure 1-4 below show 

the algorithm of multigrid method 

 

Figure 1.4: Algorithm for multigrid [7]. 

The focus of this study is combination of multigrid and finite element method and to test 

the finite element multigrid (FEM-MG) with two types of smoother Gauss-Seidel and 

Successive Over Relaxation (SOR) compare with finite element method (FEM) using Matlab. 

The error between FEM-MG Gauss-Seidel, FEM-MG SOR and FEM were investigated to 

Algorithm 1 Recursive V‐cycle: ݑ௛
ሺ௞ାଵሻ ൌ ௛ܸ൫ݑ௛

ሺ௞ሻ, ,௛ܣ ݂௛, ,ଵݒ  ଶ൯ݒ

1: if coarsest level then 
2: solve ܣ௛ݑ௛ ൌ ݂௛ exactly or by many smoothing iterations 
3: else 

ത௛ݑ :4
ሺ௞ሻ ൌ ܵ௛

௩భሺݑ௛
ሺ௞ሻ, ,௛ܣ ݂௛	ሻ //pre‐smoothing 

௛ݎ :5 ൌ ݂௛ െ ത௛ݑ௛ܣ
ሺ௞ሻ //compute residual 

ுݎ :6 ൌ ௛ܫ
ுݎ௛ //restrict residual 

7: ݁ு ൌ ௛ܸሺ0, ,ுܣ ௛ݑ
ሺ௞ሻ, ,ுݎ ,ଵݒ  ሻ //recursion	ଶݒ

8: ݁௛ ൌ ுܫ
௛݁ு //interpolate error 

෤௛ݑ :9
ሺ௞ሻ ൌ ത௛ݑ

ሺ௞ሻ ൅ ݁௛ //coarse grid correction 

௛ݑ :10
ሺ௞ାଵሻ ൌ ܵ௛

௩మሺݑ෤௛
ሺ௞ሻ, ,௛ܣ ݂௛ሻ //post‐smoothing 

11: end if            	
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check which one is better. The graphical user interface was created to reduce human effort and 

make the result easily manipulated by the user.   

 

2 Methodology 

2.1 Theory 

2.1.1 Finite element method 

By referring [9] chapter 10,  

Step 1: Choose element types. 

For quadrilateral element (square) with nodal temperature ݐ௜, ݐ௝, ݐ௞ and ݐ௠. 

 

Figure 2.1: Basic quadrilateral element with nodal temperatures. 

Step 2: Select the temperature function. 

The temperature function is given by 

 ௠ݐ
݉ 

݅ ݆

݇ 
௞ݐ

 ௜ݐ௝ݐ

ሺݔ௞ , ,	௠ݔ௞ሻሺݕ  ௠ሻݕ	

ሺݔ௜	, ௝ݔ௜ሻ ሺݕ	 , ௝ሻݕ



 

5 
 

 
ሼܶሽ ൌ ሾ ௜ܰ ௝ܰ ௞ܰ ܰ௠ሿ ൞

௜ݐ
௝ݐ
௞ݐ
௠ݐ

ൢ 

 

(2.1) 

Nodal ݐ௜, ݐ௝, ݐ௞ and ݐ௠ can moving in 2 dimensional spaces x and y direction. So, for every nodal 

with divide into two components x and y. 

 
ሼݐሽ ൌ ൞

௜ݐ
௝ݐ
௞ݐ
௠ݐ

ൢ ൌ

ە
ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
۔

ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
ۓ
௜௫ݐ
௜௬ݐ
௝௫ݐ
௝௬ݐ
௞௫ݐ
௞௬ݐ
௠௫ݐ
௠௬ۙݐ

ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
ۘ

ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
ۗ

 

 

(2.2) 

For linear displacement function 

 
,ݔ௫ሺݐ ሻݕ ൌ ܽଵ ൅ ܽଶݔ ൅ ܽଷݕ ൅ ܽସݕݔ 

 

(2.3) 

 
,ݔ௬ሺݐ ሻݕ ൌ ܽହ ൅ ܽ଺ݔ ൅ ܽ଻ݕ ൅  ݕݔ଼ܽ

 

(2.4) 

The general temperature function ሼܶሽ, which stores the function of ݐ௫ and ݐ௬ 

 ሼܶሽ ൌ ቄ
ܽଵ ൅ ܽଶݔ ൅ ܽଷݕ ൅ ܽସݕݔ
ܽହ ൅ ܽ଺ݔ ൅ ܽ଻ݕ ൅ ݕݔ଼ܽ

ቅ ൌ ൤
1 ݔ ݕ ݕݔ 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 ݔ ݕ ൨ݕݔ

ە
ۖ
ۖ
۔

ۖ
ۖ
ۓ
ܽଵ
ܽଶ
ܽଷ
ܽସ
ܽହ
ܽ଺
ܽ଻
଼ܽۙ
ۖ
ۖ
ۘ

ۖ
ۖ
ۗ

 (2.5) 
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To obtain values of ܽ’s, substitute nodal ݐ௜, ݐ௝, ݐ௞ and ݐ௠  into  ݐ௫ and ݐ௬ equation 3.3 and 3.2 

 

௜௫ݐ ൌ ,௜ݔ௫ሺݐ ௜ሻݕ ൌ ܽଵ ൅ ܽଶݔ௜ ൅ ܽଷݕ௜ ൅ ܽସݔ௜ݕ௜ 

௝௫ݐ ൌ ,௝ݔ௫൫ݐ ௝൯ݕ ൌ ܽଵ ൅ ܽଶݔ௝ ൅ ܽଷݕ௝ ൅ ܽସݔ௝ݕ௝ 

௞௫ݐ ൌ ,௞ݔ௫ሺݐ ௞ሻݕ ൌ ܽଵ ൅ ܽଶݔ௞ ൅ ܽଷݕ௞ ൅ ܽସݔ௞ݕ௞ 

௠௫ݐ ൌ ,௠ݔ௫ሺݐ ௠ሻݕ ൌ ܽଵ ൅ ܽଶݔ௠ ൅ ܽଷݕ௠ ൅ ܽସݔ௠ݕ௠ 

 

(2.6) 

 

௜௬ݐ ൌ ,௜ݔ௬ሺݐ ௜ሻݕ ൌ ܽହ ൅ ܽ଺ݔ௜ ൅ ܽ଻ݕ௜ ൅  ௜ݕ௜ݔ଼ܽ

௝௬ݐ ൌ ,௝ݔ௬൫ݐ ௝൯ݕ ൌ ܽହ ൅ ܽ଺ݔ௝ ൅ ܽ଻ݕ௝ ൅  ௝ݕ௝ݔ଼ܽ

௞௬ݐ ൌ ,௞ݔ௬ሺݐ ௞ሻݕ ൌ ܽହ ൅ ܽ଺ݔ௞ ൅ ܽ଻ݕ௞ ൅  ௞ݕ௞ݔ଼ܽ

௠௬ݐ ൌ ,௠ݔ௬ሺݐ ௠ሻݕ ൌ ܽହ ൅ ܽ଺ݔ௠ ൅ ܽ଻ݕ௠ ൅  ௠ݕ௠ݔ଼ܽ

 

(2.7) 

The ܽ’s at beginning can be solve with the first four 

From equation above ݐ௫ሺݔ, ,ݔ௬ሺݐ ሻ andݕ  ሻ by eliminate ܽ’s the equations 3.9 and 3.10 obtainedݕ

 
൞

௜ݐ
௝ݐ
௞ݐ
௠ݐ

ൢ ൌ ൦

1 ௜ݔ ௜ݕ ௜ݕ௜ݔ
1 ௝ݔ ௝ݕ ௝ݕ௝ݔ
1 ௞ݔ ௞ݕ ௞ݕ௞ݔ
1 ௠ݔ ௠ݕ ௠ݕ௠ݔ

൪൞

ܽଵ
ܽଶ
ܽଷ
ܽସ

ൢ 

 

(2.8) 

 

,ݔ௫ሺݐ ሻݕ ൌ
1
4ܾ݄

ቂሺܾ െ ሻሺ݄ݔ െ ௜௫ݐሻݕ ൅ ሺܾ ൅ ሻሺ݄ݔ െ ௝௫ݐሻݕ

൅ ሺܾ ൅ ሻሺ݄ݔ ൅ ௞௫ݐሻݕ ൅ ሺܾ െ ሻሺ݄ݔ ൅  ௠௫ቃݐሻݕ

(2.9) 
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,ݔ௬ሺݐ ሻݕ ൌ
1
4ܾ݄

ቂሺܾ െ ሻሺ݄ݔ െ ௜௬ݐሻݕ ൅ ሺܾ ൅ ሻሺ݄ݔ െ ௝௬ݐሻݕ

൅ ሺܾ ൅ ሻሺ݄ݔ ൅ ௞௬ݐሻݕ ൅ ሺܾ െ ሻሺ݄ݔ ൅  ௠௬ቃݐሻݕ

 

These equations 3.9, can be expressed equivalently in terms of the shape function and unknown 

nodal temperatures as 

 ሼܶሽ ൌ ሾܰሿሼݐሽ (2.10) 

The shapes functions can be obtained by rearrange equation 3.1 are given by 

 ሾܰሿ ൌ ሼܶሽሼݐሽିଵ (2.11) 

Where the shapes functions are given by 

 

௜ܰ ൌ
ሺܾ െ ሻሺ݄ݔ െ ሻݕ

4ܾ݄
 

௝ܰ ൌ 	
ሺܾ ൅ ሻሺ݄ݔ െ ሻݕ

4ܾ݄
 

௞ܰ ൌ 	
ሺܾ ൅ ሻሺ݄ݔ ൅ ሻݕ

4ܾ݄
 

ܰ௠ ൌ	
ሺܾ െ ሻሺ݄ݔ ൅ ሻݕ

4ܾ݄
 

 

(2.12) 

Step 3: Define the Temperature Gradient/Temperature and Heat Flux/Temperature Gradient 

Relationships 

 ሼ݃ሽ ൌ

ە
۔

ۓ
߲ܶ
ݔ߲
߲ܶ
ۙݕ߲
ۘ

ۗ
 (2.13) 
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ሼ݃ሽ ൌ

ۏ
ێ
ێ
ۍ
߲ ௜ܰ

ݔ߲
߲ ௝ܰ

ݔ߲
߲ ௞ܰ

ݔ߲
߲ܰ௠
ݔ߲

߲ ௜ܰ

ݕ߲
߲ ௝ܰ

ݕ߲
߲ ௞ܰ

ݕ߲
߲ܰ௠
ݕ߲ ے

ۑ
ۑ
ې
൞

௜ݐ
௝ݐ
௞ݐ
௠ݐ

ൢ 

 

(2.14) 

Rearrange equation 3.13, ሾܤሿ can be obtained by substitutes equations 3.11 into ሼ݃ሽ. 

 ሾܤሿ ൌ ሼ݃ሽሼݐሽିଵ (2.15) 

 ሾܤሿ ൌ

ۏ
ێ
ێ
ۍ
߲ ௜ܰ

ݔ߲
߲ ௝ܰ

ݔ߲
߲ ௞ܰ

ݔ߲
߲ܰ௠
ݔ߲

߲ ௜ܰ

ݕ߲
߲ ௝ܰ

ݕ߲
߲ ௞ܰ

ݕ߲
߲ܰ௠
ݕ߲ ے

ۑ
ۑ
ې
ሼݐ௜ ௝ݐ ௞ݐ  ௠ሽ (2.16)ݐ

 

ሾܤሿ ൌ
1
4ܾ݄

቎
െሺ݄ െ ሻݕ 0 ሺ݄ െ ሻݕ 0

0 െሺܾ െ ሻݔ 0 െሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ
െሺܾ െ ሻݔ െሺ݄ െ ሻݕ െሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ ሺ݄ െ ሻݕ

 

ሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ 0 െሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ 0
0 ሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ 0 ሺܾ െ ሻݔ

ሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ ሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ ሺܾ െ ሻݔ െሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ
቏ 

 

(2.17) 

The heat flux/temperature gradient relationship is now  

 ቄ
௫ݍ
௬ቅݍ ൌ െሾܦሿሼ݃ሽ (2.18) 

Where material property matrix is 

 ሾܦሿ ൌ ൤
௫௫ܭ 0
0 ௬௬ܭ

൨ (2.19) 

Step 4 Derive the element conduction Matrix and Equations. 

 ሾ݇ሿ ൌමሾܤሿ்ሾܦሿሾܤሿ ܸ݀ ൅ ඵ݄ሾܰሿ்ሾܰሿ݀ܵ
ௌయ௏

 (2.20) 

For heat conduction problem and assuming constant thickness in the element, 
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ሾ݇௖ሿ ൌමሾܤሿ்ሾܦሿሾܤሿ ܸ݀
௏

 

ൌ  ሿܤሿሾܦሿ்ሾܤሾܣݐ

ൌ
ܣݐ

16ܾଶ݄ଶ

ۏ
ێ
ێ
ێ
ێ
ێ
ێ
ێ
ۍ
െሺ݄ െ ሻݕ 0 െሺܾ െ ሻݔ

0 െሺܾ െ ሻݔ െሺ݄ െ ሻݕ
ሺ݄ െ ሻݕ 0 െሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ

0 െሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ ሺ݄ െ ሻݕ
ሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ 0 ሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ

0 ሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ ሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ
െሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ 0 ሺܾ െ ሻݔ

0 ሺܾ െ ሻݔ െሺ݄ ൅ ےሻݕ
ۑ
ۑ
ۑ
ۑ
ۑ
ۑ
ۑ
ې

൤
௫௫ܭ 0
0 ௬௬ܭ

൨ 

቎
െሺ݄ െ ሻݕ 0 ሺ݄ െ ሻݕ 0

0 െሺܾ െ ሻݔ 0 െሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ
െሺܾ െ ሻݔ െሺ݄ െ ሻݕ െሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ ሺ݄ െ ሻݕ

 

ሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ 0 െሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ 0
0 ሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ 0 ሺܾ െ ሻݔ

ሺܾ ൅ ሻݔ ሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ ሺܾ െ ሻݔ െሺ݄ ൅ ሻݕ
቏ 

For heat source ൛ ொ݂ൟ 

(2.21) 

 ൛ ொ݂ൟ ൌ ܳමሾܰሿ்ܸ݀
௏

 (2.22) 

 ൛ ொ݂ൟ ൌ ሾ݇ሿሼݐሽ (2.23) 

   

2.1.2 Finite Element-Multigrid  
 

The variables ܭ stiffness matrix and ொ݂ load vector matrix from 2.1.1 where used at figure 1.4: 

algorithm for multigrid and for square element the value ܾ and ݄ are equal size. 

௛ݑ
ሺ௞ାଵሻ ൌ ௛ܸቀݑ௛

ሺ௞ሻ, ,௛ܭ ொ݂
௛, ,ଵݒ  ଶቁݒ
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1: if coarsest level then 

2: solve ܭ௛݄ݑ ൌ ݂ܳ
௛ exactly or by many smoothing iterations 

3: else 

ത௛ݑ :4
ሺ௞ሻ ൌ ܵ௛

௩భሺݑ௛
ሺ௞ሻ, ,݄ܭ ொ݂

݄ሻ //pre-smoothing 

௛ݎ :5 ൌ ொ݂
݄ െ ത௛ݑ݄ܭ

ሺ௞ሻ //compute residual 

ுݎ :6 ൌ ௛ܫ
ுݎ௛ //restrict residual 

7: ݁ு ൌ ௛ܸሺ0, ,ுܭ ௛ݑ
ሺ௞ሻ, ,ுݎ ,ଵݒ  ሻ //recursion	ଶݒ

8: ݁௛ ൌ ுܫ
௛݁ு //interpolate error 

෤௛ݑ :9
ሺ௞ሻ ൌ ത௛ݑ

ሺ௞ሻ ൅ ݁௛ //coarse grid correction 

௛ݑ :10
ሺ௞ାଵሻ ൌ ܵ௛

௩మሺݑ෤௛
ሺ௞ሻ, ,௛ܣ ݂௛ሻ //post-smoothing 

11: end if 
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2.2 Case study 

 

Figure 2.2: Dimension of problem (square) 

The heat equation ׏ଶݑ ൌ െ݂ሺݔ, ௫௫ܭ are equal to ݑଶ׏ ሻ  whereݕ
డమ௨

ௗ௫మ
൅ ௬௬ܭ

డమ௨

ௗ௬మ
൅ ௭௭ܭ

డమ௨

ௗ௭మ
 but for 2 

dimensional cases the 
డమ௨

ௗ௭మ
 is equal to zero. Therefore the ׏ଶݑ will become ܭ௫௫

డమ௨

ௗ௫మ
൅ ௬௬ܭ

డమ௨

ௗ௬మ
 and 

the equation is ܭ௫௫
డమ௨

ௗ௫మ
൅ ௬௬ܭ

డమ௨

ௗ௬మ
ൌ 	െ݂ሺݔ, ,ݔሻ. Whereby ݂ሺݕ  ሻ is the source of heat that supplyݕ

to the equation.  Assume the type of material is constant in x and y direction,  ܭ௫௫ ൌ ௬௬ܭ	 ൌ    ܭ

which is thermal conductivity equal to 1 ܹ ሺݐ݅݊ݑ ∙ Ԩሻ⁄  then the full equation is equal to 
డమ௨

ௗ௫మ
൅

డమ௨

ௗ௬మ
ൌ 	െ݂ሺݔ,  .ሻ. All boundaries west, east, south, north were fixed at zeroݕ

The solution will apply various type of heat source: 

Case 1: ݂ሺݔ, ሻݕ ൌ െሾ2ݔሺݔ െ 1ሻ ൅ ݕሺݕ2 െ 1ሻሿ 

Case 2: ݂ሺݔ, ሻݕ ൌ െሾ2ݔ െ 2ሿ 

Case 3: ݂ሺݔ, ሻݕ ൌ െሾ4 െ ݕ2 െ  ሿݔ2
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2.3 Implementation 

The performance of the FEM-MG was test by using Matlab 2014b code by Hardik 

Kothari [10] where the codes were summarize in figure 2.3 below. The graphical user 

interface (GUI) was constructed. The Matlab was running at personal laptop and computer 

at CAD lab School of Mechanical Engineering, Engineering Campus, Universiti Sains 

Malaysia.  

 

Figure 2.3: Flow chart of Matlab script and function of Multigrid-FEM solver [10]. 
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The function of the creation of GUI is to reduce human effort and make the result 

easy to watch and manipulate. The GUI contain the variables that need to key in by user to 

formulate the result. User can choose the smoother that being generate (code) easily 

without changing at the main code.  

 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

 

 

(c) 

Figure 2.4: Setup Graphical User Interface Using Matlab: (a) Workplace (b) tools (c) Design layout 
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Figure 2.5: Graphical User Interface:(d) after result (e)smoother pick 

 

3 Result and discussion 
 

3.1 Case 1 
 

Case 1: ݂ሺݔ, ሻݕ ൌ െሾ2ݔሺݔ െ 1ሻ ൅ ݕሺݕ2 െ 1ሻሿ 

Based on table 3.1 below, the different of the contour hardly to be seen because the error 

of the solution by MG-FEM with Gauss-Seidel smoother and MG-FEM with Successive Over 

Relaxation (SOR) smoother very small and the different that can be seen located at second 

Multigrid iteration where MG-FEM with SOR contain nine contour lines compare to MG-FEM 

with Gauss-Seidel come out with seven contour lines. The differences occur based on the 

formulation of the Gauss-Seidel and SOR at equation 3.1 and 3.2 where the value of ߱ at SOR were 

set  
ଶ

ଷ
 between 	0 ൏ ߱ ൏ 2, if ߱ ൌ 1 the SOR equation will be Gauss-Seidel. Multigrid with Gauss-

Seidel as smoother effective on problems of practical, and on model problems powerful smoothing 

characteristics cost little to implement in serial computation context [11]. 

Gauss-Seidel: ݔ௜
ሺ௞ାଵሻ ൌ

1
ܽ௜௜

ቌܾ௜ െ෍ܽ௜௝ݔ௝
ሺ௞ାଵሻ

௝ழ௜

െ෍ܽ௜௝ݔ௝
ሺ௞ሻ

௝வ௜

ቍ (3.1)

(d). 

 

(e) 
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SOR: ݔ௜
ሺ௞ାଵሻ ൌ ሺ1 െ ߱ሻݔ௜

ሺ௞ሻ ൅
߱
ܽ௜௜

ቌܾ௜ െ෍ܽ௜௝ݔ௝
ሺ௞ାଵሻ

௝ழ௜

െ෍ܽ௜௝ݔ௝
ሺ௞ሻ

௝வ௜

ቍ (3.2) 

 

The calculations of errors are needed to show the different for the MG-FEM with Successive Over 

Relaxation smoother and MG-FEM with Gauss-Seidel smoother. 

Table 3.1: Comparison Multigrid Finite Element by using Gauss-Seidel and Successive Over 
Relaxation(SOR), Grid size of 44 for case 1  

Multigrid 
iteration 

Multigrid Finite Element by 
Using Gauss-Seidel as 

smoother 

Multigrid Finite Element by Using 
Successive Over Relaxation (SOR) as 

smoother 

0 

  

1 
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2 

  

3 

  

4 

  

5 
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6 

  

 

Figure 3.1: Error in L2 & H1 norm vs Total Number of elements for case 1 

Based on figure 4.2, start at grid size of 8 by 8 which contain 64 square elements the 

convergence of error of Multigrid-FEM with Gauss-Seidel smoother decrease 88.88% to grid size 

of 12 by 12. After that, the error drop again by 15.39% at grid size of 24 by 24. However, the error 

slightly increases by 44.45% at grid size of 32 by 32. Suddenly, the error drop again 41.96% at 

grid size 48 by 48. Next, the error fluctuates and continues drop by 72.22% at grid size of 100 by 

100. By comparing lines between three errors of last result (grid size 100 by 100) of L2 norm for 

FEM-MG Gauss-Seidel, FEM-MG SOR and FEM, the error FEM-MG Gauss-Seidel give the 

small error of 2.0190292847e-14 compare to FEM-MG SOR, 2.3066648816e-14 and FEM, 
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3.2899940541e-14. Therefore, the Multigrid-FEM with Gauss-Seidel smoother give the best result 

of the error compare to MG-FEM SOR smoother and FEM. 

 

3.2 Case 2 

Case 2: ݂ሺݔ, ሻݕ ൌ െሾ2ݔ െ 2ሿ 

 Based on table 3.2, the contour differences clearly marked occur at MG iteration 1 where 

the size of MG-FEM Gauss-Seidel is bigger than size of contour of MG-FEM SOR but for others 

iteration the differences were hardly to differentiate with each other. Therefore, the calculations 

of error were needed to see the detail differences occurred. For this case the FEM-MG with SOR 

computed extra one iteration compare to FEM-MG with Gauss-Seidel.  

Table 3.2: Comparison Multigrid Finite Element by using Gauss-Seidel and Successive Over 
Relaxation(SOR), Grid size of 44 for case 2 

Multigrid 
iteration 

Multigrid Finite Element by 
Using Gauss-Seidel as 

smoother 

Multigrid Finite Element by Using 
Successive Over Relaxation (SOR) as 

smoother 

0 
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1 

  

2 

  

3 

  

4 
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5 

  

6 

  

7  
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Figure 3.2: Error in L2 & H1 norm vs Total Number of elements for case 2 

Based on figure 3.2, the FEM-MG Gauss-Seidel also give the least error compare to FEM-MG 

SOR by 4626.7% differences and FEM by 1273.8% differences.  

3.3 Case 3 

Case 3: ݂ሺݔ, ሻݕ ൌ െሾ4 െ ݕ2 െ  ሿݔ2

The contour plot at table 3.3, show that the differences occur at MG iteration 1 which the 

size of contour for the middle which FEM-MG SOR give bigger area compare to FEM-MG Gauss-

Seidel. 
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Table 3.3: Comparison Multigrid Finite Element by using Gauss-Seidel and Successive Over 
Relaxation(SOR), Grid size of 44 for case 3 

Multigrid 
iteration 

Multigrid Finite Element by 
Using Gauss-Seidel as 

smoother 

Multigrid Finite Element by Using 
Successive Over Relaxation (SOR) as 

smoother 

0 

  

1 

  

2 
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3 

  

4 

  

5 

  

6 
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7 

   

 

 

Figure 3.3: Error in L2 & H1 norm vs Total Number of elements for case 3 

 

As shown in figure 3.3, once again the FEM-MG Gauss-Seidel give the least error compare 

to FEM-MG SOR by 60.63% differences and FEM by 847.39% differences.  
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