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Abstract A finite element method of any order is applied on a Bakhvalov-
type mesh to solve a singularly perturbed convection–diffusion equation in 2D,
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1 Introduction

Consider the elliptic boundary value problem

´ε∆u ´ b ¨ ∇u ` cu “f in Ω “ p0, 1q2,
u “0 on BΩ,

(1.1)

where ε ! 1 is a small positive parameter and bpx, yq “ pb1px, yq, b2px, yqqT .
The functions b1, b2, c and f are assumed to be smooth on Ω̄. We also assume
that

b1px, yq ě β1 ą 0, b2px, yq ě β2 ą 0, cpx, yq ` 1

2
∇ ¨ bpx, yq ě γ ą 0 on Ω̄,

(1.2)
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where β1, β2 and γ are some constants. These conditions ensure that (1.1)
has a unique solution in H1

0
pΩq X H2pΩq for all f P L2pΩq (see, e.g., [12]).

Because ε is small, the problem is in general singularly perturbed and its
solution typically has exponential boundary layers at x “ 0 and y “ 0 and a
corner layer at p0, 0q.

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 [14] 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 } ¨ }8,D the norms in the Lebesgue space L8pDq. In L2pDq, the
inner product and the L2pDq-norm are denoted by p¨, ¨qD and } ¨ }D, respec-
tively. In H1pDq, the seminorms are denoted by |¨|1. Here D is any measurable
subset of Ω. When D “ Ω we drop the subscript D from the notation for sim-
plicity. Throughout the article, all constants C are independent of ε 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 (1.1), 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 ě 1.

2.1 Regularity of the solution

We make the following assumption about the solution u to (1.1), which de-
scribes the layer structure of u. This assumption is also used in [5].

Assumption 1 The solution u of (1.1) can be decomposed as

u “ S ` E1 ` E2 ` E12, (2.1a)

where S is the smooth part of u, E1 and E2 are exponential layers along the

sides x “ 0 and y “ 0 of Ω respectively, while E12 is an exponential corner

layer at p0, 0q. Moreover,there exists a constant C such that for all px, yq P Ω̄

and 0 ď i ` j ď k ` 1 one has
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bi`jS

BxiByj px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C, (2.1b)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bi`jE1

BxiByj px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cε´ie´β1x{ε, (2.1c)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bi`jE2

BxiByj px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cε´je´β2y{ε,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bi`jE12

BxiByj px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cε´pi`jqe´pβ1x`β2yq{ε. (2.1d)

Remark 2.1 For the case k “ 1, the existence of this decomposition of u with
the bounds on derivatives can be guaranteed by conditions on the data of
the problem (1.1) (see [8]). The arguments in [8] make this assumption with
k ě 2 credible if we impose sufficient compatibility conditions on f (see some
explanations in [13, 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 x-direction

0 “ x0 ă x1 ă . . . ă xN´1 ă xN “ 1.
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Fig. 2.1 Bakhvalov-type mesh TN .

To resolve the layer along x “ 0, the mesh is graded in rx0, xN{2s and equidis-
tant in rxN{2, 1s. The mesh points xi is defined by

xi “

$

&

%

σε

β1

ϕptiq with ti “ i{N for i “ 0, 1, . . . , N{2,

1 ´ p1 ´ xN{2q2pN ´ iq{N for i “ N{2 ` 1, . . . , N,

(2.2)

with σ ě k`1 and ϕptq :“ ´ lnp1´2p1´εqtq. The parameter σ determines the
smallness of the layer terms in xN{2. This Bakhvalov-type mesh is also analyzed

in [10]. In a similar way we define the mesh tyjuNj“0
along the y-direction except

that we replace β1 by β2 in (2.2). Then we obtain a tensor-product rectangular
mesh TN with mesh points pxi, yjq (see Figure 2.1).

Assumption 2 Assume that ε ď N´1 in our analysis, as is not a restriction

in practice.

Moreover, assume N ě 4 is an even integer. Set hi,x :“ xi`1 ´ xi and
hj,y :“ yj`1 ´ yj for all i, j. A mesh rectangle is often written as τi,j “
rxi, xi`1s ˆ ryj, yj`1s for a specific element and more simply as τ for a generic
mesh rectangle.

According to [14, Lemma 3], we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.1 For the Bakhvalov-type mesh (2.2), one has

h0,x ď h1,x ď . . . ď hN{2´2,x, (2.3)

CεN´1 ď h0,x ď CεN´1, (2.4)

1

4
σε ď hN{2´2,x ď σε, (2.5)

1

2
σε ď hN{2´1,x ď 2σN´1, (2.6)

N´1 ď hi,x ď 2N´1 N{2 ď i ď N ´ 1, (2.7)

xN{2´1 ě Cσε lnN, xN{2 ě Cσε| ln ε|, (2.8)

h
µ
i,xe

´β1xi{ε ď CεµN´µ for 0 ď i ď N{2 ´ 2 and 0 ď µ ď σ. (2.9)

For hj,y, 0 ď j ă N , bounds analogous to (2.3)–(2.9) also hold.

2.3 Finite element method

On the above Bakhvalov-type mesh, define the finite element space by

V N :“ tvN P CpΩ̄q : vN |BΩ “ 0 and vN |τ P Qkpτq @τ P TNu,

where Qkpτq “ spantxiyj : 0 ď i, j ď ku.
The finite element method is defined as follows: Find uN P V N such that

apuN , vN q “ pf, vN q @vN P V N , (2.10)

with apuN , vN q :“ εp∇uN ,∇vN q ` p´b ¨ ∇uN ` cuN , vN q. Condition (1.2)
implies the coercivity

apvN , vN q ě α}vN }2ε for all vN P V N , (2.11)

where α “ mint1, γu and

}v}ε :“
 

ε|v|2
1

` }v}2
(1{2 @v P H1pΩq.

It follows that there exists a unique solution uN for problem (2.10) from Lax-
Milgram lemma. Clearly, (1.1) and (2.10) imply the Galerkin orthogonality
property

apu ´ uN , vN q “ 0 for all vN P V N . (2.12)
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3 Interpolation and its errors

A new interpolation operator is introduced for uniform convergence. Set xs
i :“

xi ` ps{kqhi,x and ytj :“ yj ` pt{kqhj,y for i, j “ 0, 1, . . . , N ´ 1 and s, t “
0, . . . , k ´ 1. For the consistency of notation, set x0

N “ xN and y0N “ yN . For
any v P C0pΩ̄q its standard Lagrange interpolant vI P V N on the Bakhvalov-
type mesh can be written in the following form

vIpx, yq “
N´1
ÿ

i“0

k´1
ÿ

s“0

˜

N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

vpxs
i , y

t
jqθs,ti,j px, yq ` vpxs

i , y
0

N qθs,0i,N px, yq
¸

`
N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

vpx0

N , ytjqθ0,tN,jpx, yq ` vpx0

N , y0N qθ0,0N,Npx, yq,

where θ
s,t
i,j px, yq P V N is the piecewise kth–order hat function associated with

the point pxs
i , y

t
jq. For the solution u to (1.1), recall (2.1a) in Assumption 1

and define the interpolant Πu by

Πu “ SI ` π1E1 ` π2E2 ` π12E12. (3.1)

Here SI is the Lagrange interpolant to S and

pπiEiqpx, yq “EI
i ´ PiEi ´ BiEi for i “ 1, 2,

pπ12E12qpx, yq “EI
12 ´ P12E12

(3.2)

where

P1E1 “
ÿ

i“N{2´1

k´1
ÿ

s“0

˜

N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

E1pxs
i , y

t
jqθs,ti,j px, yq ` E1pxs

i , y
0

Nqθs,0i,N px, yq
¸

,

(3.3)

P2E2 “
ÿ

j“N{2´1

k´1
ÿ

t“0

˜

N´1
ÿ

i“0

k´1
ÿ

s“0

E2pxs
i , y

t
jqθs,ti,j px, yq ` E2px0

N , ytjqθ0,tN,jpx, yq
¸

,

(3.4)

P12E12 “
ÿ

i“N{2´1

ÿ

j“N{2´1

˜

k´1
ÿ

s“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

E12pxs
i , y

t
jqθs,ti,j px, yq

¸

(3.5)

and

B1E1 “
ÿ

i“N{2´1

k´1
ÿ

s“0

ÿ

j“0,N

E1pxs
i , y

0

j qθs,0i,j px, yq,

B2E2 “
ÿ

i“0,N

ÿ

j“N{2´1

k´1
ÿ

t“0

E2px0

i , y
t
jqθ0,ti,j px, yq.

(3.6)
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Clearly we have

Πu P V N , Πu “ uI ´
ÿ

i“1,2,12

PiEi. (3.7)

Remark 3.1 The definitions of interpolation operators πi, i “ 1, 2, 12 arise
from layer functions Ei, i “ 1, 2, 12 and the construction of Bakhvalov-type
mesh (2.2). The idea for operators P1, P2 and P12 is same to the operator P in
[14], that is, new interpolations for layer functions are zero at certain degrees
of freedom. The operators B1 and B2 are introduced in order to maintain
homogenous Dirichlet boundary conditions.

From [1, Theorem 2.7], we have the following anisotropic interpolation
results.

Lemma 3.1 Let τ P TN and v P Hk`1pτq.Then there exists a constant C such

that Lagrange interpolation vI satisfies

}v ´ vI}τ ďC
ÿ

i`j“k`1

hi
x,τh

j
y,τ

›

›

›

›

Bk`1v

BxiByj
›

›

›

›

τ

}pv ´ vIqx}τ ďC
ÿ

i`j“k

hi
x,τh

j
y,τ

›

›

›

›

Bk`1v

Bxi`1Byj
›

›

›

›

τ

and

}pv ´ vIqy}τ ď C
ÿ

i`j“k

hi
x,τh

j
y,τ

›

›

›

›

Bk`1v

BxiByj`1

›

›

›

›

τ

,

where hx,τ and hy,τ denote the lengths along x´axis and y´axis of the rect-

angle τ , respectively.

Set

Ω11 :“ rx0, xN{2´1s ˆ ry0, yN{2´1s, Ω12 :“ rxN{2´1, xN s ˆ ry0, yN{2´1s,
Ω21 :“ rx0, xN{2´1s ˆ ryN{2´1, yN s, Ω22 :“ rxN{2´1, xN s ˆ ryN{2´1, yN s.

Lemma 3.2 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let EI
i , i “ 1, 2, denote the

Lagrange interpolants of Ei, 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:

}E1 ´ EI
1}

Ωz
`

pxN{2´1,xN{2qˆr0,1s
˘ ` }E2 ´ EI

2 }
Ωz
`

r0,1sˆpyN{2´1,yN{2q
˘ ď Cε1{2N´pk`1{2q,

}E1 ´ EI
1

} ` }E2 ´ EI
2

} ď CN´pk`1q,

}E1 ´ EI
1}ε ` }E2 ´ EI

2}ε ď CN´k,

}P1E1}ε ` }P2E2}ε ` }B1E1}ε ` }B2E2}ε ď CN1{2´σ ,

where PiEi, i “ 1, 2, are defined in (3.3) and (3.4), respectively.
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Proof We just consider E1, since E2 can be analyzed in a similar way. To
consider }E1 ´ EI

1
}, we decompose it as follows

}E1 ´ EI
1

}2 “}E1 ´ EI
1

}2rx0,xN{2´1sˆr0,1s ` }E1 ´ EI
1

}2rxN{2´1,xN{2sˆr0,1s

` }E1 ´ EI
1}2rxN{2,xN sˆr0,1s

“:A1 ` A2 ` A3.

Note hi,x ď Cε for i “ 0, . . . , N{2 ´ 2. Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1 yield

A1 “
N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}E1 ´ EI
1}2τi,j ď C

N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

l`m“k`1

h2l
i,xh

2m
j,y

›

›

›

›

Bk`1E1

BxlBym
›

›

›

›

2

τi,j

ďC

N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

l`m“k`1

h2l
i,xh

2m
j,y pε´2le´2β1xi{εhi,xhj,yq

ďC

N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

l`m“k`1

pε2lN´2lq h2m`1

j,y ε1´2l

ďCεN´p2k`1q.

(3.8)
Now we consider the term A2. Set D0 :“ rxN{2´1, xN{2s ˆ r0, 1s. Recall

|E1pxi
N{2´1

, ytjq| ď CN´σ. Then we have

}EI
1

}2D0
ďCN´2σ

¨

˝

ÿ

i“N{2´1

k´1
ÿ

s“0

˜

N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

}θs,ti,j }2D0
` }θs,0i,N }2D0

¸

˛

‚

` CN´2σ

¨

˝

ÿ

i“N{2

˜

N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

}θ0,ti,j }2D0
` }θ0,0i,N }2D0

¸

˛

‚

ďCN´2σ
N´1
ÿ

j“0

hN{2´1,xhj,y ď CN´p2σ`1q,

(3.9)

where we have used Lemma 2.1. Direct calculations yield

}E1}D0
ď Cε1{2N´σ. (3.10)

From (3.9) and (3.10) we obtain

A2 ď Cpε ` N´1qN´2σ. (3.11)

Note |E1pxs
i , y

t
jq| ď Cεσ for i ě N{2. Then the triangle inequality and

Hölder inequalities yield

A3 ďC
´

}E1}2rxN{2,xN sˆr0,1s ` }EI
1

}2rxN{2,xN sˆr0,1s

¯

ďC
´

}E1}28,rxN{2,xN sˆr0,1s ` }EI
1}28,rxN{2,xN sˆr0,1s

¯

ďCε2σ.

(3.12)
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Collecting (3.8), (3.11) and (3.12), we prove the first and the second bounds.
Now we consider |E1 ´EI

1
|2
1

“ }pE1 ´EI
1

qx}2 ` }pE1 ´EI
1

qy}2. Lemmas 2.1
and 3.1 give

}pE1 ´ EI
1 qx}2Ω11YΩ21

“
N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}pE1 ´ EI
1 qx}2τi,j

ďC

N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

l`m“k

h2l
i,xh

2m
j,y

›

›

›

›

Bk`1E1

Bxl`1Bym
›

›

›

›

2

τi,j

ďC

N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

l`m“k

h2l
i,xh

2m
j,y pε´2pl`1qe´2β1xi{εhi,xhj,yq

ďC

N{2´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

l`m“k

pε2l`1N´p2l`1qq h2m`1

j,y ε´2pl`1q

ďCε´1N´2k.

(3.13)

Note }pE1qx}Ω12YΩ22
ď Cε´1{2N´σ. Then from the triangle inequality one has

}pE1 ´ EI
1 qx}2Ω12YΩ22

ď 2}pE1qx}2Ω12YΩ22
` 2}pEI

1 qx}2Ω12YΩ22

ď2}pE1qx}2Ω12YΩ22
` 2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}pEI
1 qx}2τN{2´1,j

` 2
N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}pEI
1 qx}2τi,j

ďCε´1N´2σ ` Cε2σN2,

(3.14)

where inverse inequalities [4, Theorem 3.2.6] and Lemma 2.1 yield

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}pEI
1 qx}2τN{2´1,j

`
N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}pEI
1 qx}2τi,j

ďC

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´2

N{2´1,x
}EI

1
}2τN{2´1,j

` C

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´2

i,x}EI
1

}2τi,j

ďC

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´2

N{2´1,x
}EI

1
}28,τN{2´1,j

hN{2´1,xhj,y ` C

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´2

i,x}EI
1

}28,τi,j
hi,xhj,y

ďCε´1N´2σ ` Cε2σN2.

Similar to the derivations of (3.13), we have

}pE1 ´ EI
1 qy}2Ω11YΩ21

ď CεN´2k. (3.15)

Note }pE1qy}Ω12YΩ22
ď Cε1{2N´σ and hj,y ě CεN´1 for j “ 0, . . . , N ´ 1.

Then one has

}pE1 ´ EI
1 qy}2Ω12YΩ22

ď2}pE1qy}2Ω12YΩ22
` 2}pEI

1qy}2Ω12YΩ22

ďCεN´2σ ` Cε´1N2´2σ,
(3.16)
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where

}pEI
1

qy}2Ω12YΩ22
“

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2´1

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}pEI
1

qy}2τi,j ď C

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2´1

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´2

j,y}EI
1

}2τi,j

ďC

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´2

j,ypN´2σhi,xhj,yq

ďCN1´2σ max
j

h´1

j,y ď ε´1N2´2σ.

Collecting (3.13)–(3.16) and considering }E1 ´EI
1

} ď CN´pk`1q, we prove the
third bound.

Now we consider }P1E1}ε. From (3.3) and |Epxi
N{2´1

, ytjq| ď CN´σ, we
can easily obtain

}P1E1}2ε ďCN´2σ
k´1
ÿ

s“0

˜

N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

}θs,t
N{2´1,j

}2ε ` }θs,0
N{2´1,N

}2ε

¸

ďCN´2σ
N´1
ÿ

j“0

´

εh´1

N{2´1,x
hj,y ` εhN{2´1,xh

´1

j,y ` hN{2´1,xhj,y

¯

ďCN1´2σ,

(3.17)
where we have used h´1

j,y ď Cε´1N from Lemma 2.1. The terms P2E2, B1E1

and B2E2 can be analyzed in a similar way.

Lemma 3.3 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let EI
12

denote the Lagrange

interpolant of E12 on the Bakhvalov-type mesh TN . Then there exists a constant

C such that the following interpolation error estimates hold true:

}E12 ´ EI
12}ΩzτN{2´1,N{2´1

ď CεN´k ` Cε1{2N´pk`1q,

}E12 ´ EI
12} ď CεN´k ` Cε1{2N´pk`1q ` CN´1´2σ,

}E12 ´ EI
12}ε ď CN´k,

}P12E12}ε ď CN´1{2´2σ,

where P12E12 is defined in (3.5).

Proof Consider

}E12 ´ EI
12}2 “}E12 ´ EI

12}2Ω11
` }E12 ´ EI

12}2Ω12YΩ21YpΩ22zτN{2´1,N{2´1q

` }E12 ´ EI
12

}2τN{2´1,N{2´1
.

(3.18)
Similar to (3.8), the estimation for }E12 ´ EI

12
}2Ω11

is as follows:

}E12 ´ EI
12

}2Ω11
ď Cε2N´2k. (3.19)
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To analyze the second term in (3.18), we frequently use the following esti-
mation

}EI
12

}2τi,j ď }EI
12

}28,τi,j
hi,xhj,y ď Ce´2pβ1xi`β2yjq{εhi,xhj,y. (3.20)

From (2.1d), direct calculations yield

}E12}ΩzΩ11
ď CεN´σ. (3.21)

From (3.20) and Lemma 3.1, one has

}EI
12

}2Ω12
“

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2´1

N{2´2
ÿ

j“0

}EI
12

}2τi,j ď C

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2´1

N{2´2
ÿ

j“0

e´2pβ1xi`β2yjq{εhi,xhj,y

ďC

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2´1

e´2β1xi{εhi,x

N{2´2
ÿ

j“0

e´2β2yj{εhj,y ď CεN´2σ,

(3.22)
where Lemma 2.1 has been used. Similarly, we have

}EI
12}2Ω21

ď CεN´2σ. (3.23)

Using (3.20) again, we have

}EI
12

}2pΩ22zτN{2´1,N{2´1q “
N´1
ÿ

j“N{2

}EI
12

}2τN{2´1,j
`

N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“N{2´1

}EI
12

}2τi,j

ď
N´1
ÿ

j“N{2

e´2pβ1xN{2´1`β2yjq{εhN{2´1,xhj,y `
N´1
ÿ

i“N{2

N´1
ÿ

j“N{2´1

e´2pβ1xi`β2yjq{εhi,xhj,y

ďCN´1´2σε2σ ` CN´2σε2σ

(3.24)
and

}EI
12

}2τN{2´1,N{2´1
ď CN´2´4σ. (3.25)

Then the triangle inequality and (3.19), (3.21)–(3.25) yield the first and the
second bounds.

Now we consider }pE12 ´EI
12qx}. By similar derivations for (3.13), we have

}pE12 ´ EI
12

qx}Ω11
ď CN´k. (3.26)

Similar to (3.14), the following bound can be obtained

}pE12 ´ EI
12qx}ΩzΩ11

ď Cε´1{2N1´σ. (3.27)

Combing (3.26) and (3.27), we prove

}pE12 ´ EI
12

qx} ď Cε´1{2N1´σ

and the same bound for }pE12´EI
12

qy}. Thus we prove the third bound. Similar
to (3.17), the final bound can be proved.
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Lemma 3.4 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let SI and uI denote the

Lagrange interpolants of S and u on the Bakhvalov-type mesh TN , respectively.

Let Πu and πiEi, i “ 1, 2, 12, be defined in (3.1) and (3.2), respectively. Then
there exists a constant C such that the following interpolation error estimates

hold true:
ÿ

i“1,2,12

}πiEi ´ Ei} ď CN´pk`1q,

}∇pS ´ SIq} ` }u ´ uI}ε ` }u ´ Πu}ε ď CN´k.

Proof Check the derivations in (3.17) and one finds that }P1E1} ď CN´1{2´σ.
Thus

}π1E1 ´ E1} ď }EI
1 ´ E1} ` }P1E1} ď CN´pk`1q.

Similarly, we can prove the bounds for E2 and E12.
From Lemma 3.1 and (2.1b), we prove }∇pS ´ SIq} ď CN´k and }S ´

SI}ε ď Cpε1{2`N´1qN´k easily. Then (2.1a), the triangle inequality, Lemmas
3.2 and 3.3 yield }u´ uI}ε ď CN´k. Besides, from (3.7), Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3
one has }u ´ Πu}ε ď CN´k.

4 Uniform convergence

Set χ :“ Πu´ uN . From (2.11), (2.12), (2.1a), (3.1) and integration by parts,
one has

α}χ}2ε ď apχ, χq “ apΠu ´ u, χq

“ε

ż

Ω

∇pΠu ´ uq∇χdxdy `
ÿ

i“1,2

ż

Ω

pEI
i ´ PiEi ´ Eiq b ¨ ∇χdxdy

`
ż

Ω

pEI
12

´ P12E12 ´ E12q b ¨ ∇χdxdy ´
ż

Ω

b ¨ ∇pSI ´ Sq χdxdy

`
ÿ

i“1,2,12

ż

Ω

p∇ ¨ bqpπiEi ´ Eiq χdxdy `
ż

Ω

cpΠu ´ uqχdxdy

`
ÿ

i“1,2

ż

Ω

p´BiEiq b ¨ ∇χdxdy

“:I ` II ` III ` IV ` V ` VI ` VII.

(4.1)

Now we analyze the terms on the right-hand side of (4.1). The Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Lemma 3.4 yield

pI ` VIq ` pIV ` Vq
ďC}Πu ´ u}ε}χ}ε ` C

`

}∇pSI ´ Sq} `
ÿ

i“1,2,12

}πiEi ´ Ei}
˘

}χ}

ďCN´k}χ}ε.

(4.2)

We put the arguments for II, III and VII in the following three lemmas.
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Lemma 4.1 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let πiEi with i “ 1, 2 be

defined in (3.2). Then one has

|II| “
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

i“1,2

ż

Ω

pEI
i ´ PiEi ´ Eiq b ¨ ∇χdxdy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď CN´pk`1{2q}χ}ε. (4.3)

Proof For the term II, we just consider E1 since we can analyze E2 in a similar
way. Set D0 :“ rxN{2´1, xN{2s ˆ r0, 1s. According to (3.2) and (3.3), one has

ż

Ω

pEI
1 ´ P1E1q b ¨ ∇χdxdy

“
`

EI
1 ´ P1E1 ´ E1, b ¨ ∇χ

˘

ΩzD0

`
`

EI
1 ´ P1E1 ´ E1, b ¨ ∇χ

˘

D0

“
`

EI
1 ´ E1, b ¨ ∇χ

˘

ΩzD0

` p´F1, b ¨ ∇χqΩzD0

` pF2 ´ E1, b ¨ ∇χqD0

“:T1 ` T2 ` T3,

(4.4)

where pEI
1 ´ P1E1q|ΩzD0

“ pEI
1 ´ F1q|ΩzD0

, pEI
1 ´ P1E1q|D0

“ F2|D0
and

F1 :“
N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

E1pxN{2´1, y
t
jqθ0,t

N{2´1,j
` E1pxN{2´1, yN qθ0,0

N{2´1,N
,

F2 :“
N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

E1pxN{2, y
t
jqθ0,t

N{2,j ` E1pxN{2, yN qθ0,0
N{2,N .

From Lemma 3.2 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

|T1| ďC}E1 ´ EI
1

}ΩzD0
}∇χ}ΩzD0

ď Cε1{2N´pk`1{2q}∇χ} ď CN´pk`1{2q}χ}ε.
(4.5)

Note |E1pxN{2´1, y
t
jq| ď CN´σ for any j, t and hN{2´2,x ď Cε. The

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|T2| ďC}F1}D1
}∇χ}D1

ďCN´σ}∇χ}D1

˜

N´1
ÿ

j“0

k´1
ÿ

t“0

}θ0,t
N{2´1,j

}D1
` }θ0,0

N{2´1,N
}D1

¸

ďCN´σ}∇χ}D1

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h
1{2
N{2´2,x

h
1{2
j,y

ďCN1{2´σ}χ}ε,

(4.6)

where D1 :“ rxN{2´2, xN{2´1s ˆ r0, 1s and we have made use of the supports

of hat functions θs,ti,j .
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Now we deal with the term T3. Note |E1pxN{2, y
t
jq| ď Cεσ for any j, t and

hN{2´1,x ď CN´1. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|T3| ďCp}E1}D0
` }F2}D0

q}∇χ}D0

ďC

˜

ε1{2N´σ ` εσ
N´1
ÿ

j“0

h
1{2
N{2´1,x

h
1{2
j,y

¸

}∇χ}D2

ďCpN´σ ` εσ´1{2q}χ}ε

(4.7)

where direct calculations and (2.1c) yield }E1}D0
ď Cε1{2N´σ and }F2}D0

is
analyzed in a similar way to }F1}D1

in (4.6).
Substituting (4.5)–(4.7) into (4.4), we are done.

Lemma 4.2 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let π12E12 be defined in

(3.2). Then one has

|III| “
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Ω

pπ12E12 ´ E12q b ¨ ∇χdxdy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď CN´pk`1{2q}χ}ε. (4.8)

Proof Set D3 “: ΩzτN{2´1,N{2´1. According to (3.2), one has

ż

Ω

pπ12E12 ´ E12q b ¨ ∇χdxdy

“ pπ12E12 ´ E12, b ¨ ∇χqD3
` pπ12E12 ´ E12, b ¨ ∇χqτN{2´1,N{2´1

“
`

EI
12

´ E12, b ¨ ∇χ
˘

D3

´ pF3, b ¨ ∇χqD3
` pF4 ´ E12, b ¨ ∇χqτN{2´1,N{2´1

“:Q1 ` Q2 ` Q3,

(4.9)
where pπ12E12q|D3

“ pEI
12 ´ F3q|D3

, pπ12E12q|τN{2´1,N{2´1
“ F4|τN{2´1,N{2´1

and

F3 :“
k´1
ÿ

t“1

E12pxN{2´1, y
t
N{2´1

qθ0,t
N{2´1,N{2´1

` E12pxN{2´1, yN{2´1qθ0,0
N{2´1,N{2´1

`
k´1
ÿ

s“1

E12pxs
N{2´1

, yN{2´1qθs,0
N{2´1,N{2´1

,

F4 :“
k´1
ÿ

t“0

E12pxN{2, y
t
N{2´1

qθ0,t
N{2,N{2´1

` E12pxN{2, yN{2qθ0,0
N{2,N{2

`
k´1
ÿ

s“0

E12pxs
N{2´1

, yN{2qθs,0
N{2´1,N{2.

From Lemma 3.3 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

|Q1| ď C}EI
12

´ E12}D3
}∇χ}D3

ď Cε1{2N´pk`1{2q}∇χ} ď CN´pk`1{2q}χ}ε.
(4.10)
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Note |E12pxs
N{2´1

, yt
N{2´1

q| ď CN´2σ for any 0 ď s, t ď k´1 and hN{2´2,x, hN{2´2,y ď
Cε. Then one has

}F3}D3
ďCN´2σ

˜

k´1
ÿ

t“1

}θ0,t
N{2´1,N{2´1

}D3
` }θ0,0

N{2´1,N{2´1
}D3

`
k´1
ÿ

s“1

}θs,0
N{2´1,N{2´1

}D3

¸

ďCN´2σ
´

h
1{2
N{2´1,x

h
1{2
N{2´2,y

` h
1{2
N{2´2,x

h
1{2
N{2´2,y

` h
1{2
N{2´2,x

h
1{2
N{2´1,y

¯

ďCε1{2N´1{2´2σ.

Thus the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|Q2| ď C}F3}D3
}∇χ}D3

ď CN´1{2´2σ}χ}ε. (4.11)

Note |E12pxs
N{2, y

t
N{2´1

q|`|E12pxs
N{2´1

, yt
N{2q|`|E12pxN{2, yN{2q| ď CεσN´σ

for any 0 ď s, t ď k ´ 1. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|Q3| ďCp}F4}τN{2´1,N{2´1
` }E12}τN{2´1,N{2´1

q}∇χ}τN{2´1,N{2´1

ďC
´

εσN´σh
1{2
N{2´1,x

h
1{2
N{2´1,y

` εN´2σ
¯

}∇χ}τN{2´1,N{2´1

ďCε1{2N´2σ}χ}ε.

(4.12)

Substituting (4.10)–(4.12) into (4.9), we are done.

Lemma 4.3 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let BiEi with i “ 1, 2 be

defined in (3.2). Then one has

|VII| “
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

i“1,2

ż

Ω

p´BiEiq b ¨ ∇χdxdy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď CN´kRpN, εq}χ}ε, (4.13)

where RpN, εq “ N´3{2| lnpεNq|1{2.

Proof We just present the analysis on the term involved with B1E1 and the
other could be analyzed in a similar way. Hölder inequalities

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Ω

p´B1E1q b ¨ ∇χdxdy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

j“0,N´1

}B1E1}8,τN{2´1,j
}b ¨ ∇χ}1,τN{2´1,j

ďC
ÿ

j“0,N´1

´

N´σh
1{2
N{2´1,x

h
1{2
j,y }b ¨ ∇χ}τN{2´1,j

¯

ďCpN´p1`σq ` N´p1{2`σq| lnpεNq|1{2q}χ}ε
ďCN´p1{2`σq| lnpεNq|1{2}χ}ε,

where we have used h0,y ď CεN´1 in Lemma 2.1 and hN{2´1,x “ ´σε
β
lnpεNq

from (2.2).
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Remark 4.1 Practically RpN, εq is bounded: If we assume N ě 10 and ε ě
10´1001, then

RpN, εq ď
?
ln 10.

Now we are in a position to present the main result.

Theorem 4.1 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let u and uN be the solu-

tions of (1.1) and (2.10), respectively. Then one has

}u ´ uN }ε ďCN´kRpN, εq,

where RpN, εq “ N´3{2| lnpεNq|1{2.

Proof Substituting (4.2), (4.3), (4.8) and (4.13) into (4.1), we obtain }Πu ´
uN}ε ď CN´kRpN, εq. From a triangle inequality and Lemma 3.4, one has

}u ´ uN }ε ď }u ´ Πu}ε ` }Πu ´ uN }ε ď CN´kRpN, εq.

Thus we are done.

Remark 4.2 In Theorem 4.1, we show the almost optimal estimation, which is
slightly better than the bound in [11, 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

´ε∆u ´ p2 ` 2x ´ yqux ´ p3 ´ x ` 2yquy ` u “ fpx, yq in Ω “ p0, 1q2,
u “ 0 on BΩ,

where the right-hand side f is chosen such that

upx, yq “ 2 sinpπxq
´

1 ´ e´ 2x
ε

¯

p1 ´ yq2
´

1 ´ e´ y

ε

¯

is the exact solution. This solution exhibits typical exponential layer behaviour
as described in Assumption 1.

Numerical results are presented in Tables 5.1 and 5.2 and Figure 5.1, which
support our main result. Tables 5.1 and 5.2 list errors in the energy norm,
i.e., }u ´ uN }ε, for ε “ 10´4, 10´5, . . . , 10´8 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 ε. In the cases of k “ 3, 4, errors and
convergence orders also show uniform convergence, which are plotted in Figure
5.1.
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Here we also compare two meshes, which are Bakhvalov-type mesh (2.2)
(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

ϕpi{Nq “

$

’

&

’

%

´ pk ` 1qε
β1

ln

ˆ

N2 ´ 2ipN ´ 1q
N2

˙

for i “ 0, . . . , N{2,

ϕp1{2q ` 2p1 ´ ϕp1{2qq{pi{N ´ 1{2q for i “ N{2 ` 1, . . . , N.

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 ε “ 10´8 and N “ 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, for the cases k “ 1, 2, 3, 4
on log-log chart in Figure 5.1. 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 ε becomes smaller.

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

ε

N
8 16 32 64 128 256

10´4 0.227E+0 0.109E+0 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 0.228E+0 0.109E+0 0.540E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
10´5 1.06 1.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
10´6 0.229E+0 0.109E+0 0.540E-1 0.269E-1 0.135E-1 0.673E-2
10´6 1.07 1.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
10´7 0.231E+0 0.110E+0 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 0.234E+0 0.110E+0 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

ε

N
8 16 32 64 128

10´4 0.502E-1 0.105E-1 0.247E-2 0.603E-3 0.150E-3
10´4 2.25 2.10 2.03 2.01 —
10´5 0.501E-1 0.105E-1 0.247E-2 0.604E-3 0.150E-3
10´5 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´6 2.25 2.09 2.03 2.01 —
10´7 0.500E-1 0.105E-1 0.246E-2 0.604E-3 0.150E-3
10´7 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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k=4 on B-mesh

Fig. 5.1 Error: energy norm, ε “ 10´8.
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