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1 Introduction

Consider the elliptic boundary value problem
—eAu—b-Vu+cu=f in2=(0,1)%

1.1
u =0 on 0f2, (1.1)

where e « 1 is a small positive parameter and b(z,y) = (b1 (z,y),ba(x,y))T.
The functions by, be, c and f are assumed to be smooth on 2. We also assume
that

1 _
bl(.’L',y) = ﬂl > 0, bg(.’L‘,y) = 62 > 0, C(:L'ay) + iv ’ b(.’L‘,y) = > 0 on Qa
(1.2)
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where 1, B2 and 7 are some constants. These conditions ensure that (L)
has a unique solution in Hg(2) n H?(2) for all f € L*(£2) (see, e.g., [12]).
Because ¢ is small, the problem is in general singularly perturbed and its
solution typically has exponential boundary layers at * = 0 and y = 0 and a
corner layer at (0,0).

Layer phenomena appears in different kinds of problems, for example sin-
gularly perturbed problems, which is one of the important topics in scientific
computing. If a priori knowledge of layers has been obtained from asymptotic
analysis etc., different kinds of meshes could be designed for uniform conver-
gent numerical methods (see [12/9]). Here “uniform” means that the conver-
gence is independent of the singular perturbation parameter. Bakhvalov-type
meshes are one of the most popular layer-adapted meshes and usually have
better numerical performances than Shishkin-type meshes—another popular
layer-adapted meshes ( see [7]).

However, it is far from mature for convergence theories of finite element
methods on Bakhvalov-type meshes. One of the main reasons is that the stan-
dard Lagrange interpolant does not work for Bakhvalov-type meshes (see [10]).
In [14], we gave a new idea for convergence analysis on Bakhvalov-type meshes
in 1D. Here we extend the analysis to two dimensions. The extension is not
trivial, because we must pay attention to the construction of the interpolant
used in the case of 2D. This interpolant is carefully defined according to the
characteristics of layer functions and the structures of Bakhvalov-type meshes.
Besides, different from 1D case, we must pay attention to the homogenous
Dirichlet boundary condition when the idea in [T4] is applied to 2D case. The
interpolation errors are derived in a delicate way. Then almost uniform con-
vergence of optimal order is proved for finite element methods.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe
the assumptions on the regularity of the solution, introduce a Bakhvalov-type
mesh and define a finite element method of any order. Some preliminary re-
sults for the subsequent analysis are also given in this section. In Section 3 we
construct and analyze an interpolant to the solution for uniform convergence
on the Bakhvalov-type mesh. In Section 4 almost uniform convergence of op-
timal order is obtained by means of the interpolant and careful analysis of the
convective term in the bilinear form. In Section 5, numerical results illustrate
our theoretical bounds.

Denote by || - |, p the norms in the Lebesgue space L*(D). In L?(D), the
inner product and the L?(D)-norm are denoted by (-,-)p and || - | p, respec-
tively. In H'(D), the seminorms are denoted by |-|;. Here D is any measurable
subset of 2. When D = (2 we drop the subscript D from the notation for sim-
plicity. Throughout the article, all constants C' are independent of £ and the
mesh parameter N and may take different values in different formulas.
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2 Decomposition of the solution, Bakhvalov-type mesh and finite
element method

In this section we present a decomposition of the solution to (ILT), introduce
a Bakhvalov-type mesh and define a finite element method. Some preliminary
inequalities are also presented. In the subsequent analysis, let k& be a fixed
integer with k > 1.

2.1 Regularity of the solution

We make the following assumption about the solution u to (ILI]), which de-
scribes the layer structure of w. This assumption is also used in [5].

Assumption 1 The solution u of ([IIl) can be decomposed as
u=3S8+F1+ FEy+ Ei2, (2.1a)

where S is the smooth part of w, F1 and E5 are exponential layers along the
sides x = 0 and y = 0 of 2 respectively, while FE12 is an exponential corner
layer at (0,0). Moreover,there exists a constant C' such that for all (z,y) € §2
and 0 < i+ j < k+1 one has

aiJrj S
0zt oyd
it E;
oz’ 0yI
aiJrj E2
0zt 0yd
ot E1o
Ot oyl

(z,9)| <C, (2.1b)

(z,y)| < CetePele, (2.1c)

(SC, y) < Cgijeiﬁzy/sa

(z,y)| < Ce™ (19 = (Brathay)/e, (2.1d)

Remark 2.1 For the case k = 1, the existence of this decomposition of v with
the bounds on derivatives can be guaranteed by conditions on the data of
the problem (1) (see [8]). The arguments in [§] make this assumption with
k = 2 credible if we impose sufficient compatibility conditions on f (see some
explanations in [I3] Sect.7]).

2.2 Bakhvalov-type mesh

Bakhvalov mesh first appeared in [2] and is graded in the layer. Its applications
require the solution of a nonlinear equation. To avoid this difficulty, Bakhvalov-
type meshes are proposed as approximations of Bakhvalov mesh (see [7]).

Let N be an even positive integer. We introduce a Bakhvalov-type mesh
in the z-direction

0=£C0<.’L'1<...<£EN_1<.’L'N=1.
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Fig. 2.1 Bakhvalov-type mesh 7.

To resolve the layer along x = 0, the mesh is graded in [zg, 25 /2] and equidis-
tant in [zy/2, 1]. The mesh points x; is defined by

TE o(t:) with t; = i/N fori=0,1,...,N/2,
z =3 b (2.2)
1—(1—aynp)2(N—i)/N  fori=N/2+1,...,N,

with 0 = k+1 and (t) := —In(1—2(1—¢)t). The parameter o determines the
smallness of the layer terms in x /5. This Bakhvalov-type mesh is also analyzed
in [I0]. In a similar way we define the mesh {y; j—o along the y-direction except
that we replace 81 by f2 in ([2:2)). Then we obtain a tensor-product rectangular
mesh Ty with mesh points (z;,y;) (see Figure [2ZT]).

Assumption 2 Assume thate < N—!

i practice.

in our analysis, as is not a restriction

Moreover, assume N > 4 is an even integer. Set h; ; := x;41 — x; and
hjy = yj+1 —y; for all i,7. A mesh rectangle is often written as 7 ; =
[zi, Zit1] % [y, y;+1] for a specific element and more simply as 7 for a generic
mesh rectangle.

According to [I4, Lemma 3], we have the following lemma.



Finite element method on Bakhvalov-type mesh 5

Lemma 2.1 For the Bakhvalov-type mesh [22), one has

hO,m < hl,m <. S hN/272,xa (23)
CeN™' < hp,<CeN, (2.4)
1

ZUE < h’N/Q*Q,I < ge, (25)

1 _
50’5 < h’N/Q*l,I < 20N 1,

(2.6)
N '<hi,<2N™' N/2<i<N-1, (2.7)
Tnpp—1 = Coeln N, xnp > Coe|lnel, (2.8)

(2.9)

bl emPmE < CePNTH for0<i < N/2-2and 0 < pu < o.

For hj,,

0 < j < N, bounds analogous to [Z3)—-(2Z9) also hold.

2.3 Finite element method

On the above Bakhvalov-type mesh, define the finite element space by
VN =N eC(2): vV|sn =0and vV |, € Qr(r) V7 e Tn},

where Qy(7) = span{z'y’ : 0 <1i,j < k}.
The finite element method is defined as follows: Find u” € V¥ such that

a(u™, o) = (f,o) vl e V¥, (2.10)

with a(u™,vV) = e(Vul, Vo) + (=b - VuV + cu¥,vV). Condition (L2)
implies the coercivity

a(@™, o) = a|oN|?  for all vV e VIV, (2.11)
where o = min{1, v} and
2 211/2 1
[ofle == {elvli +0]*}  Yve H'(1).

It follows that there exists a unique solution u” for problem ([ZI0) from Lax-
Milgram lemma. Clearly, (LI)) and (2I0) imply the Galerkin orthogonality

property

a(u—u, 0Ny =0 forall v e VY. (2.12)
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3 Interpolation and its errors

A new interpolation operator is introduced for uniform convergence. Set x :=
x; + (s/k)hi and yj = y; + (t/k)hj, for i,j = 0,1,...,N — 1 and s,t =
0,...,k — 1. For the consistency of notation, set 959\7 = xy and yJOV = yn. For
any v € C°(£2) its standard Lagrange interpolant v/ € V¥ on the Bakhvalov-
type mesh can be written in the following form

N—-1k—-1 /N—1k—1
vl (@,y) = )] ( v yh)05 (@, y) + v, yR)05 R (=, y))

+ (@, YN (@, y) + v, yR) 0NN (2, 1),

where 9:; (z,y) € V¥ is the piecewise kth—order hat function associated with
the point (x7,y}). For the solution u to (LIJ), recall (2ZIa) in Assumption [II
and define the interpolant ITu by

Iy = SI+7T1E1 + mo By + w9 Fs. (31)
Here S’ is the Lagrange interpolant to S and

(miE:)(z,y) =E — PiE; — BE; fori=1,2, (52)
(m2F12) (2, y) =E{y — P12E1s .

where

PiEL = ) Z(ZZ (5, 95)07) (@) + B, y%)0) % (wy)>

i=N/2—1 =0
(3.3)

k—1 /N—1k—1
PQEQ = Z Z (Z Z E2 z?yj eét(‘r y) + E2(‘TN’yj)9?Vt]($ y))

j=N/2—1t=0 \ i=0 s=0
(3.4)

b1 ke
Pama= % 3 (53 mcterien)

i=N/2—1j=N/2—1 \s=0 t=0
(3.5)

and
k—1
BiE, = Z Z Z El(xf,y?)ei’jo(g;,y)’
i=N/2—1s=0j=0,N

(3.6)

k—1
BEr= Y Y Y B, )6 ().

i=0,N j=N/2-1 t=0
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Clearly we have

ueVN, HMu=u'— ) PE,. (3.7)

Remark 3.1 The definitions of interpolation operators m;, i = 1,2,12 arise
from layer functions F;, i = 1,2,12 and the construction of Bakhvalov-type
mesh (22]). The idea for operators Py, P2 and P14 is same to the operator P in
[14], that is, new interpolations for layer functions are zero at certain degrees
of freedom. The operators B; and By are introduced in order to maintain
homogenous Dirichlet boundary conditions.

From [I, Theorem 2.7], we have the following anisotropic interpolation
results.

Lemma 3.1 Let € Ty and v e H*TY(7). Then there exists a constant C such
that Lagrange interpolation v’ satisfies

. Z . ) 8k+1v
lv =2 <C Wby o | 32
itj=k+1 0z 0y’ |,
) ) ak+1v
[(v=v")all- <C > L b prEsEi
iti=k T
and
I ; p ak+1v
(URONERT W N R

i+j=k
where hy ; and hy . denote the lengths along x—axis and y—axis of the rect-
angle T, respectively.

Set

211 = [20, onj2—1] X [Y0,ynj2—1], 212 := [2n/2—1,2N] X [Yo, Ynj2—1],

291 := 20, TNj2—1] X [Unj2—1,YN], 202 := [TNnj2—1,TN] X [Ynj2—1, N ]

Lemma 3.2 Let Assumptionsl and[@ hold true. Let E!, i = 1,2, denote the
Lagrange interpolants of E;, i = 1,2, respectively, on the Bakhvalov-type mesh
Tn - Then there exists a constant C such that the following interpolation error
estimates hold true:

|En — Ef| + | By — Ej| ) <GP,

2\ ((@njo-12n/2)x[0.1]) (10,11 (U /21,y /2)
| By — E{| + | E; — B3| < ON~%+D,

|Ey — E{|c + | Es — E5|le < CN7F,

|PLE e + |P2Es|c + |BiEy|e + | B2 Es | < CNY?7e,

where P;E;, i = 1,2, are defined in (B3) and B4, respectively.
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Proof We just consider Ei, since Es can be analyzed in a similar way. To
consider | E; — E{||, we decompose it as follows

HE1 - E{H2 :HEl H[I07IN/2 1]x[0,1] + HEl El H [zn/2-1,2 /2] %[0,1]
+ HEl El H mN/z,mN] [071]
=;A1 + AQ + A3'

Note h; , < Ce for i =0,...,N/2 — 2. Lemmas [Z1] and B yield

N/2—2 N—1 N/2—2 N—1 kg 2
Z Z HEl El HT%J <C Z Z Z hflzh],y Fl la -
i=0 7=0 =0 =0 l+m=k+1 v y i,
N/2—2 N—-1
<C DY YT R (e h by )
i=0 =0 l+m=k+1
N/2—2 N—-1
<C Z Z 2 ( 2lN 2l) h3$+1€1 21
i=0 =0 l+m=k+1
<CEN_(2]€+1).
(3.8)
Now we consider the term As. Set Do := [wy/2-1,2Zn/2] % [0,1]. Recall

|E1 (251, ¥5)] < CN~7. Then we have

N—-1k—1
|B{ID, <CN=> (X Z(Z D 655D, + 1677 2)

i=N/2—15=0 \ j=0 t=0

N—-1k—1
cove [y (2 1002, + 16t N@)O) (3.9

i=N/2 \j=0 =0
N-—-1
<CN—20 Z hN/Q 1x iy <CN~™ (20+1)
=0

where we have used Lemma [2.J] Direct calculations yield

|E1|p, < CeY2N~7. (3.10)
From ([3.9) and BI0) we obtain
Ay < C(e + NTHNT27, (3.11)

Note |Ei(xf,y%)| < Ce? for i = N/2. Then the triangle inequality and
Holder inequalities yield

Az <C (HE1 H%IN/Z,IN]x[o,u + HEfH%xN/Q,zN]x[OJ])

C (1B ot xto) + 1B ot epoy) 312

2
<Ce”’.
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Collecting B.8), (BII) and [BI2)), we prove the first and the second bounds.
Now we consider |Ey — Ef |2 = |(E1 — EY).|? + ||(E1 — EY)y|?. Lemmas 2]
and [3.1] give

N/2—2 N—1
1By = ED)alByonm = D5 25 1(Br =B,
i=0 ;=0
N/2—2 N—1 2
OFHIE
2l g, 1
= zZ;‘) JZE) z+; khw 7| owtttoym
N/2-2 N— (3.13)
<C Z 2 M T i)
=0 35=0 m=k
N/2—2 N—
<C Z Z 21+1N7(21+1)) h§g+1€72(l+1)
C —1N—

Note | (F1)z] 2100, < Ce~2N~7. Then from the triangle inequality one has

H(El ) Hleu.QQQ < 2”( ) H(212u922 + 2” (E{)IH?212U.922
N—-1 N—-1 N-1
<2(EV)elBrp0m +2 D3 IEDal?y,, +2 25 D5 IED[Z,  (3.14)
Jj=0 i=N/2 j=0

<Ce N727 4 Ce?N?,
where inverse inequalities [4, Theorem 3.2.6] and Lemma 2] yield

N—-1 N—-1 N-1

EDLZ,, .+ S S IED,

i=N/2 j=0
N—1 N-—1

N/2 1x H"'N/2 1]+C Z Zh

i=N/2 j=0

TIJ

TIJ

N—-1 N—-1

/2 1IHE1HOOTN/2 1JhN/Z 1thy+C Z Z h HE{Hgo,n,jhi,rhjyy
i=N/2 j=0

//\

A
- - L
“MH OM

<CE_1N_2‘T + Ce* N2,
Similar to the derivations of (BI3]), we have
H (El - Ell)yH?ZuuQm < CEN_Qk' (3'15)

Note |[(E1)y| 0w, < CeV2N~7 and hj, = CeN~! for j = 0,...,N — 1.
Then one has

H(El - E{)y”?212u022 <2H(E1)y”_2(212u(222 + 2H(E1[)y”?212uf222

3.16
<CeN™27 4 Ce™'N*727, (3.16)
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where
N-1 N-1
H(Ell)yu?lmuﬁm = Z Z H EI
i=N/2—1 j=0
N-1 N—1
<C i
i=N/2 j=0
<CN'™ 2" maxh;} <

Collecting BI3)—318) and considering | E; —

third bound.

Now we consider |P1E;[.. From @3) and |E(zy .Y

can easily obtain

1
S

Ti,j

N—-1 N-—
'r”\ Z Z
N :

N~2h; zh; )

671N272a'.

Bl < ON~*+1 we prove the

< CN77, we

k—1 /N—-1k—1
Pt <ot S (2 DCHCTG

j=0 t=0

(Eh;/p la

8
q
St
M7 L

1-2
<CN*“7,

where we have used h!

B+ ehnjo 1 ahyy + vt ahiy )

(3.17)

< Ce™ !N from Lemma [ZIl The terms Py Es, BiF;

and By FE5 can be anal};zed in a similar way.

Lemma 3.3 Let Assumptionsl and[@ hold true. Let E{, denote the Lagrange
interpolant of Ev1o on the Bakhvalov-type mesh Ty . Then there exists a constant
C' such that the following interpolation error estimates hold true:

HE12 - E1[2 |‘Q\TN/271,N/271

1Bz — Ef|
| B2 — Efyle <CN7F,
[Pr2Ei2|s < CON~Y2=20

where PiaE1o is defined in (B.5]).
Proof Consider

|Ev2 — Efy|* =| Era
+|Ew2 - FE

Similar to 3., the estimation for |Eiy — Efy[?),,

1Bz — Ef |15,

— ELl%, + B2 —

2 N7—2
< Ce2N—2F,

< CeN~F 4 CePN-(+1)
< CeN~F 4 Ce'PN-+D) L oN—1-20

EI H2
1201021200221 U (222\TN /21, N/2-1)

I 2
12 HTN/Z—l,N/Z—l'

(3.18)
is as follows:

(3.19)
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To analyze the second term in (BI8]), we frequently use the following esti-
mation

HE12HT” < HE{QHgo,n,jhi,zhj,y < 6672(6“"+ﬂ2yj)/€hi7xhj,y. (3.20)

From (2.1d]), direct calculations yield
HElQHQ\Qn <CeN™7. (321)

From ([320) and Lemma [B1] one has

N-1 N/2— N N/2—
|EL )6, = Z Z |ELIZ, < Z Z Ot ) lop, by,
N/2—1 j=0 i=N Jj=0
N— N/2—2
e T
=N/2 j=0
(3.22)
where Lemma [2.1] has been used. Similarly, we have
|EL5]%,, < CeNT2, (3.23)
Using ([3.20) again, we have
N—1 N—1 N-1
HE{QH?QZZ\TN/Q,LN/Z,I) = Z I 12HTN/2 T Z Z HE12HTH
j=N/2 i=N/2 j=N/2—1
N—1 N-—
< Z e—2(B12 N2 1+Bzy])/6hN/2 Lalyy + Z Z 6—2([31I¢+Bzyj)/€hi7lhj,y
j=N/2 i=N/2j=N/2-1
<0N7172a€20 + CN720'€20
(3.24)
and
IEL)? < CON—2747, (3.25)

TN/2—1,N/2—1

Then the triangle inequality and I19), B2I)-@B20) yield the first and the
second bounds.
Now we consider ||(E12 — EY,).|. By similar derivations for ([3.13)), we have

|(Br2 — Efy)sll @, < CN7F. (3.26)
Similar to (314), the following bound can be obtained
[(Erz — Ely)all e, < O~ V2N, (3.27)
Combing (3:20) and B21), we prove
|(Br2 — Efy)o| < Ce72N77

and the same bound for |(E12— FEY,),|. Thus we prove the third bound. Similar
o (BI1), the final bound can be proved.
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Lemma 3.4 Let Assumptions 0 and [@ hold true. Let ST and u’ denote the
Lagrange interpolants of S and u on the Bakhvalov-type mesh Ty, respectively.
Let Tu and m E;, i = 1,2,12, be defined in B1)) and B2), respectively. Then
there exists a constant C' such that the following interpolation error estimates
hold true:

Y, |mEi—Ei <CN~¢HD,
i=1,2,12
IV(S = SO+ lu—u'fle + |Ju— Mu]. < CN7*.
Proof Check the derivations in (3.17) and one finds that |P; Ey|| < CN~12-7,

Thus
|mEr = Bi| < |E{ = Baf| + |PLEy| < CN~*FD.

Similarly, we can prove the bounds for F5 and FEs.

From Lemma Bl and (2IH), we prove |[V(S — ST)|| < CN~* and ||S —
ST < C(eY? 4+ N=1)N~* easily. Then (ZIa), the triangle inequality, Lemmas
and B3 yield |u —ul|. < CN~F. Besides, from (B.1), Lemmas and
one has |u — IMu|. < CN~F.

4 Uniform convergence

Set x := ITu —u”. From @II), @I2), @Ia), B) and integration by parts,

one has
a2 < alx, x) = a(ITu — u, )

=€J V(ITu — u)Vxdzdy + 2 J (E] —P;E; — E;) b- Vxdazdy
2 i=1,2Y9
+ J- (BEly — P1aEis — Ei2) b- Vydady — f b- V(S —5) xdady
Q Q
(4.1)

+ Z J- (V-b)(miE; — E;) xdady + J- c(ITu — u)xdady
i=1,2,1279 9]

+ ) f (=B;E;) b- Vydady
i=1,2v%
=I+II+II+1IV+V+VI+ VIL
Now we analyze the terms on the right-hand side of ([@.1]). The Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Lemma B.4] yield
(I4+ VD) + (IV +V)

<OMTu = ulelx]e + C(IV(S" =)+ D) |mEi — Eil)]x| (4.2)

i=1,2,12
<CN"*|x.-

We put the arguments for II, ITII and VII in the following three lemmas.
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Lemma 4.1 Let Assumptions [ and [2 hold true. Let m;E; with i = 1,2 be
defined in B2)). Then one has

LY f (E! —PE; — E) b-Vxdady| < CN~HFH/2| x| (4.3)

i=1,279

Proof For the term II, we just consider E; since we can analyze E5 in a similar
way. Set Do := [¥n/2-1,Zn/2] X [0,1]. According to ([B.2) and ([B.3)), one has

J (Ef —P1F)) b- Vydady

2

= (Bl = PLE1 = B1,b-VX)  p + (Bi = PLEL — By, b- V) .
= (Ell - Elvb' VX).Q\DO + (7‘71517' VX).Q\DO

+ (.72 - El,b . VX)DO
=T7 + Ty + Tg,

(4.4)

where (Ell _P1E1)|Q\Dg = (E{ _.7:1)|Q\DU, (E{ _PlEl)lDo = ]:2|D0 and

M \

9UN/2 1ay])9Nj2 1]+E1($N/2 1ayN)9N/2 LN

> =
[
=

||'D4H OMZ
HM

xN/25y])9N/2J + El(zN/vaN)oN/Q N*

From Lemma B.2] and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

IT1| <C|E1 = E{|o\p,| VXl @\, < Ce2N~FH2 vy < ON~HF12) Hz(l\s.

4.5)

Note |Ei(rn/2—1,y5)] < CN~7 for any j,t and hyjp_s, < Ce. The
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

T2| <C| A, [ Vx| Dy

N—-1k—1
gC]V_GHVXHD1 (2 2 HGN/Q 1]HD1 + HeN/Q 1 N|D1>

7j=0 t=0 (46)

N-1
Y 1/2 1/2
<CN77| Vx| b, 2 h]\;/zfz,mhj{y
=0
<CN'Y?77|y].,

where Dy := [2y/2-2,%Tn/2—1] % [0,1] and we have made use of the supports
: s,t
of hat functions 6;’;



14 Jin Zhang, Xiaowei Liu

Now we deal with the term T3. Note |E1 (72, y§)| < Ce? for any j,t and
hyjo—1,, < CN~'. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

T3] <C(|E1]py + [ F2llpo) VX[ Do

N—1

o o 1/2 1/2

<C (sl/QN +e Z h]\;/Q_Lzhj,/y) Vx| D, (4.7)
J=0

<SC(N™7 +e7 )

where direct calculations and @Id) yield ||E1|p, < Ce?N~7 and || Fsp, is
analyzed in a similar way to |Fi|p, in (£8).

Substituting ([@A)-(L1) into (£4), we are done.

Lemma 4.2 Let Assumptions [ and [ hold true. Let mi2FE15 be defined in
B2). Then one has

ITIT| = U (m12F12 — E12) b- Vxdady| < CN~EFY2) |y (4.8)
Q
Proof Set D3 =: £\Tn/2-1,n/2—1- According to ([B.2)), one has

J-Q(TflgElg — F12) b- Vxdady
= (m2E12 — E12,b- VX)p, + (m12E12 — E12,b - VX)TN/Z,LN/Z,1
= (Bly = B12,b-Vx),, — (F3,b-VX)p, + (Fa = E12,b- V)
=:Q1 + Q2 + Qs,

TN/2—1,N/2—1

(4.9)
where (m12E12)|p;, = (Ely — F3)|Dys (M12E12) ey oy njor = Falrajosnjeos
and
k-1
0, 0,0
F3 = Z E12(96N/271ayfv/zq)eNjg,LN/Q,l + E12(-TN/271’yN/271)9N/2,17N/2,1

~+
[

k—1
s s,0
+ E12(1'N/2—17yN/Q—l)eN/Q—l,N/Qfl’
s=1
k—1
_ . 0.t 0,0
Fy = Eia(wy 2, yN/2—1)9N/2,N/2—1 + Era(zn )2, yN/Q)oN/Q»N/Q
t=0
k—1

s s,0
+ 0, Bia(@y o1 un2)08 o1 v o

Il
o

From Lemma [B:3] and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

1Qu| < C|EY — Eyalp,|Vxlp, < CeV2N~6+1/2) |9y | < ON~0+1/2) ”(xus'>
4.10
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Note |E12($§V/2_1,y}5v/2_1)| < ON~27 forany 0 < s,t < k—1and hnj2—2,2, hnj2—2,y <
Ce. Then one has

k—1 k—1
_ 0,t 0,0 ,0
|Fsllps <CN 2 (Z |‘9N/271,N/271HD3 + ‘|9N/271,N/271HD3 + Z |9§V/21,N/21|D3)
s=1

t=1
90 (11/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
<CN (hN/2—1,th/2—2,y + hN/2—2,th/2—2,y + hN/2—2,th/2—1,y)
<Cel2N—1/2-20
Thus the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
|Qel < C|Fs] Do VXIDy < ONTY2727x .. (4.11)

Note |Er2(2y /o, Ynjo— )1 E12(T3 jo_ 15 Y o) |+ Br2(@n 2, ynje)| < Ce7N~7
for any 0 < s,t < k — 1. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|Q3| gC(H‘F‘l”TN/Z—l,N/Z—l + ”El? HTN/Z—l,N/Z—l)HVXHTN/Z—LN/Z—I
- 1/2 1/2 —
<C (EUN ahl\?/Q—l,mhI\;/2—17y +eN 20) HVXHTN/2—1,N/2—1 (4'12)

<Ce2N7%y]..

Substituting (@I0)—I2) into (@), we are done.

Lemma 4.3 Let Assumptions [l and [2 hold true. Let B;E; with i = 1,2 be
defined in B2). Then one has

IVII| = < CN*R(N,&)|x]e, (4.13)

> L(—&Ei) b- Vxdady
i=1,2

where R(N,e) = N=3/2|In(eN)|¥/2.

Proof We just present the analysis on the term involved with By FE; and the
other could be analyzed in a similar way. Holder inequalities

J (=B1E1) b- dexdy‘
19,

< Z ”BlEluoo,TN/szj Hb VXHLTN/271,]'

j=0,N—-1

—01.1/2 1/2
<¢ Z (N h]\i/Q*l,whj»/y |6 VXHTN/Z—l’]‘)
j=0,N—1

<O(N~(+9) 4 N=(/2+9) 1y (e N)|V2) | x|
<CN~U249) | In(eN) 2| x |-,

where we have used hg, < CeN~! in Lemma 2] and hnja—1,2 = =% In(eN)

B
from (2:2]).
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Remark 4.1 Practically R(N,e) is bounded: If we assume N > 10 and £ >
1071991 then

R(N,e) < VIn10.
Now we are in a position to present the main result.

Theorem 4.1 Let Assumptionsd and[@ hold true. Let w and u be the solu-
tions of (L)) and (ZI0), respectively. Then one has

Ju—uN|. <CNTFR(N,e),
where R(N,e) = N=3/2|1In(eN)|"/2.

Proof Substituting (£2), (£3), (E]) and @I3) into (I, we obtain |[Tu —

ulV|. < ONFR(N,¢). From a triangle inequality and Lemma [34] one has
Ju—u™]e < u—Iull + [ Tu—u™|. < CNT*R(N,e).
Thus we are done.

Remark 4.2 In Theorem [£.I] we show the almost optimal estimation, which is
slightly better than the bound in [IT, Theorem 1].

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section we present numerical experiments that support our theoretical
results. All calculations were carried out using Intel Visual Fortran 11 and the
discrete problems were solved by the nonsymmetric iterative solver GMRES;
see, e.g., [3].

For our experiments we used the boundary value problem

—Au— (2420 ghup — (B—z+ 2wy +u— fl,y) 2= (0,12
u=20 on 012,

where the right-hand side f is chosen such that

2z

) = 2sin(er) (1= ) (1 =) (1)

is the exact solution. This solution exhibits typical exponential layer behaviour
as described in Assumption [T

Numerical results are presented in Tables[5.Iland B2 and Figure 5.l which
support our main result. Tables [5.1] and list errors in the energy norm,
ie., |u—ul|., for e = 107%,107°,...,107% and N = 8, 16,32, 64,128,256,
in the cases of k = 1,2. These data show uniform convergence with respect
to the singular perturbation parameter €. In the cases of k = 3,4, errors and
convergence orders also show uniform convergence, which are plotted in Figure

st}
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Here we also compare two meshes, which are Bakhvalov-type mesh (Z.2))
(denoted by B-mesh) and Bakhvalov-Shishkin mesh (denoted by B-S-mesh).
B-S-mesh [6] yields an optimal convergence order for bilinear element and
has excellent performances. According to [6], B-S-mesh is defined by tensor
product and the mesh points in x—direction are defined by

(ke (N2 —2i(N - 1))
o(i/N) = B1 N2
o(1/2) +2(1 — p(1/2))/(i/N —1/2)  fori=N/2+1,...,N.

fori=0,...,N/2,

The mesh points along y—direction can be defined similarly.

To compare B-mesh and B-S-mesh, we plot errors in the energy norm on
these meshes for ¢ = 107% and N = 8,16, 32, 64, 128, for the cases k = 1,2, 3,4
on log-log chart in Figure Bl We can see that these meshes have similar
performances and B-S-mesh yields slightly smaller errors.

Besides, from numerical experiments we find that the linear systems be-
come harder to be solved by iterative solvers when k and N become bigger
and € becomes smaller.

Table 5.1 Errors and orders in the energy norm on B-mesh for k =1

- N 8 16 32 64 128 256
10~1 0.227E40 0.109E+40 0.540E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
10—4 1.06 1.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
10-5 0.228E4-0 0.109E4-0 0.540E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
10—° 1.06 1.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
10—6 0.229E40 0.109E+40 0.540E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
106 1.07 1.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
10~7 0.231E40 0.110E40 0.541E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
10=7 1.08 1.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
10—8 0.234E40 0.110E40 0.541E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
10—8 1.09 1.02 1.01 1.00 1.00 —

Table 5.2 Errors and orders in the energy norm on B-mesh for k = 2

c N 8 16 32 64 128
102 0.502E-1 0.105E-1 0.247E-2 0.603E-3 0.150E-3
10~ 2.25 2.10 2.03 2.01 —
10-° 0.501E-1 0.105E-1 0.247E-2 0.604E-3 0.150E-3
1075 2.25 2.09 2.03 2.01 —
10-6 0.500E-1 0.105E-1 0.246E-2 0.604E-3 0.150E-3
10~ 2.25 2.09 2.03 2.01 —
1077 0.500E-1 0.105E-1 0.246E-2 0.604E-3 0.150E-3
1077 2.25 2.09 2.03 2.01 —
10-8 0.502E-1 0.105E-1 0.246E-2 0.604E-3 0.150E-3
10-8 2.25 2.10 2.03 2.01 —
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—— N1
—— N2
—= N3
—— N4
+ k=1 on B-S mesh|
—* - k=1 on B-mesh
©-k=2 on B-S mesh
-©-k=2 on B-mesh
©- k=3 on B-S mesh[3
—=- k=3 on B-mesh
k=4 on B-S mesh
-¢-k=4 onB-mesh |5

10° 10 10? 10°

Fig. 5.1 Error: energy norm, ¢ = 1078,
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