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Abstract. Finite difference methods (FDMs) are widely used for solving partial differential equa-
tions (PDEs) due to their relatively simple implementation. However, they face significant chal-
lenges when applied to non-rectangular domains and in establishing theoretical convergence, partic-
ularly for high-order schemes. In this paper, we focus on solving the elliptic equation −∇·(a∇u) = f
in a two-dimensional curved domain Ω, where the diffusion coefficient a is variable and smooth.
We propose a sixth-order 9-point compact FDM that only utilizes the grid points in (hZ2)∩Ω for
any mesh size h > 0, without relying on ghost points or information outside Ω. All the boundary
stencils near ∂Ω have at most 6 different configurations and use at most 8 grid points inside Ω.
We rigorously establish the sixth-order convergence of the numerically approximated solution uh

in the ∞-norm. Additionally, we derive a gradient approximation ∇u directly from uh without
solving auxiliary equations. This gradient approximation achieves proven accuracy of order 5 + 1

q

in the q-norm for all 1 ⩽ q ⩽ ∞ (with a logarithmic factor log h for 1 ⩽ q < 2). To validate our
proposed sixth-order compact finite different method, we provide several numerical examples that
illustrate the sixth-order accuracy and computational efficiency of both the numerical solution and
the gradient approximation for solving elliptic PDEs in curved domains.

1. Introduction

The finite difference method (FDM) is a widely used tool for numerically solving partial differen-
tial equations, largely due to its simplicity and straightforward implementation on Cartesian grids.
However, it faces significant challenges when applied to irregular domains with curved boundaries,
particularly at grid points near the boundary (e.g., see [11]). On the other hand, high-order
FDM schemes are highly desired for their efficiency and high accuracy. However, high-order FDM
schemes are considerably more difficult to construct with small stencils and proven theoretical
convergence. This paper addresses these challenging issues by developing an efficient and reliable
finite difference scheme tailored for variable-coefficient elliptic PDE in curved domains.

In this paper, we consider the following boundary value problem:

(1.1)

{
−∇ · (a∇u) = f in Ω,

u = g on ∂Ω,

where Ω ⊂ R2 is a bounded open domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω, and the diffusion coefficient
a > 0 is a smooth function in Ω. In this paper, we are particularly interested in high-order compact
FDMs with small stencils and proven theoretical convergence for the above elliptic PDEs in curved
domains with variable diffusion coefficient a. The precise assumptions on a, f,Ω for our developed
schemes and proven theoretical convergence rates will be stated in Section 5.

It is well known that higher-order FDMs necessarily require larger stencils. But FDMs with
small stencils are of fundamental importance and interest in computational mathematics, because
small stencils facilitate implementation, lead to small bandwidth and improved sparsity of the
stiffness matrices, and more importantly, significantly reduce the number of exceptional boundary
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stencils with required modified stencil coefficients near the curved boundaries. As a consequence,
compact FDMs (i.e., schemes having 1-ring stencils) are highly sought in the literature of numerical
PDEs. In this paper, we are only interested in 9-point compact FDMs with the highest possible
accuracy order for the elliptic PDE with variable coefficients in curved domains.

Cartesian grids are particularly desired for the convenience of setting up FDMs and are well
suited for rectangular/regular domain Ω. Our developed sixth-order FDM shall use the grids
generated from Cartesian grids, more precisely, for any given mesh size h > 0 and any point
p ∈ R2, we shall only use the grid Ωh := Ω∩ (p+hZ2), where p+hZ2 := {p+(ih, jh) : i, j ∈ Z}.
Without loss of generality, we shall always take p = (0, 0) for the purpose of simple presentation.
That is, for any given mesh size h > 0, we define the computational grids

(1.2) Ωh := Ω ∩ (hZ2) with Ω◦
h := {p ∈ Ωh : p+ [−h, h]2 ⊆ Ω}, ∂Ωh := Ωh\Ω◦

h,

where Ω◦
h is for interior stencils and ∂Ωh is for boundary stencils near ∂Ω. It is important to notice

that grid points in ∂Ωh are not lying on the boundary ∂Ω of the problem domain Ω but within at
most

√
2h distance to the boundary ∂Ω. For each point p ∈ Ω◦

h, we shall use a 9-point compact
stencil whose center is p. For each boundary point in ∂Ωh, we shall use no more than 8-point stencils
and we have no more than six special types of boundary stencils. Our proposed method achieves
sixth-order consistency and never uses ghost points or information outside the closure of Ω. In
addition, we rigorously establish the sixth-order convergence of our proposed scheme by ensuring
the discrete maximum principle. Furthermore, we derive a fifth-order accurate approximation of
the gradient ∇u from the numerically approximated solution without solving additional equations.

Because there is a huge literature on various finite difference methods, here we only review the
literature related to the particular elliptic PDEs (1.1) for a domain Ω to be either rectangular
or curved. Because the proof of theoretical convergence of FDMs is often challenging, while we
are reviewing the literature on FDMs for the elliptic PDE (1.1), we shall also discuss when their
convergence has been established or not in the literature. Let Ω be a rectangular domain (or a cube
in three-dimensional space). For the constant diffusion coefficient a = 1, compact FDMs up to
sixth order have been extensively studied and developed in [4, 14, 21, 27–29] and many references
therein. Now we review the literature for the diffusion coefficient a to be a smooth function. Ma
and Ge [15] proposed blended compact difference schemes that have up to sixth-order consistency
for 3D elliptic equations. Wang et al. [26] constructed a fourth-order scheme for semilinear elliptic
problems. The FDM proposed by Shi et al. [22] reaches fourth-order accuracy for both the function
u and its gradient. For elliptic interface problems, Feng et al. [5] obtained a compact FDM with
fourth-order accuracy of the solution and third-order accuracy of its gradient. The convergence is
proven in [5, 22, 26]. Feng et al. [6] provided sixth-order methods for equation (1.1) with interfaces.
When no interface exists, the proposed method is proven to achieve sixth-order convergence in [6].
According to the existing literature (e.g., [4, 6]), for a rectangular domain Ω, six is the highest
possible accuracy order for compact stencils.

We now review the literature when Ω is a smooth curved domain. For a = 1, the classical
approach is the Shortley-Weller method [24], where one directly modifies stencil coefficients for
stencils near ∂Ω. This method achieves convergent second-order accuracy. Bramble and Hub-
bard [1] and Price [18] proposed fourth-order FDMs for the Poisson equation and the convection-
diffusion equation, respectively. These methods have a relatively small stencil and the convergence
is proven. Esmaeilzadeh and Barron [3] transformed each stencil near the boundary to the stan-
dard 5-point stencil and derived a fourth-order FDM. Pan et al. [16] enlarged the computational
domain and used the techniques of immersed interface method to derive third-order schemes. Us-
ing fictitious values formulation and ray-casting matched interface and boundary (MIB) method,
[19] proposed a fourth-order FFT accelerated scheme. The convergence of the last three methods
is not established yet.

There are much fewer papers in the literature addressing the case that the diffusion coefficient a
is smooth and Ω is a smooth curved domain. Samarskii and Fryazinov [20] proposed a second order
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convergent scheme using non-uniform mesh. Ito et al. [10] proposed FDMs with up to fourth-
order consistency by approximating the solution near the boundary via polynomial interpolation.
In [7, 8], the authors extrapolated the solution onto ghost cells to the other side of the boundary,
which results in second order convergent and fourth-order consistent FDMs, respectively. A similar
strategy is considered by Clain et al. [2], which is able to achieve arbitrary consistency order with
large stencils. However, the convergence of the numerical solution is not proven in the above FDMs
with consistency order higher than 2, and these methods employ large stencils to obtain a desired
approximation to the solution near the boundary. As a consequence of using large stencils, one
often has to consider many specially designed stencil configurations with modified coefficients near
the boundary curves. Besides, the resulting linear system becomes much less sparse, leading to
increased computational complexity and implementation difficulties of a FDM scheme with large
stencils.

The major contribution of this article is to provide a reliable scheme that is proven to have
sixth-order convergence. The convergence of FDM is typically proved via the discrete maximum
principle, which requires that the discretization of the differential operator is a monotone matrix
[25]. In practice, such a matrix is provided with a nonsingular M-matrix, or a weakly chained
diagonally dominant matrix with nonpositive off-diagonal entries (see [17, 23] for the definition
and equivalence of these matrices). However, as indicated in [13], except for certain 9-point finite
difference methods, almost all high-order schemes produced by finite difference or finite element
methods do not result in an M-matrix due to positive off-diagonal entries. In the present paper,
we ensure the monotone property by carefully constructing the stencil near the boundary. Based
on the sixth-order convergence of the numerical solution, we derive a fifth-order approximation of
the gradient ∇u in the ∞-norm without solving auxiliary equations. Furthermore, we observe that
the numerical solution exhibits certain regularity, which enables us to prove a superconvergence
of order 5 + 1

q
in the q-norm for all 1 ⩽ q ⩽ ∞ (with a logarithmic factor log h for 1 ⩽ q < 2).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce complex partial derivatives and
discuss their property and advantages for solving (1.1) in a smooth curved domain. The sixth-order
9-point compact FDM at interior grid points is developed in Section 3. In Section 4 we construct
the fourth-order FDM at boundary grid points with emphasis on small boundary stencils using
at most 8 grid points near ∂Ω and having at most 6 different boundary stencil configurations.
Section 5 deals with the theoretical convergence analysis of our method for both the numerical
solution and gradient approximation. The stencil coefficients of the proposed method consist
of high-order derivatives of the functions in equation (1.1). In Section 6.1, we will provide an
efficient way to evaluate these derivatives using only function values. For the rest of Section 6
we provide some useful details to implement the proposed method and test it in diverse scenarios
with oscillating functions and domain boundaries. Concluding remarks are given in Section 7.

2. Auxiliary Results Using Complex Partial Derivatives for Constructing FDMs

To present our construction of compact FDMs in later sections, it is very helpful for us to
introduce some notations, necessary definitions, and auxiliary results here.

To avoid complexity of presentation, in this section we assume that all involved functions are
smooth enough. Define N0 := N ∪ {0}. For a smooth function v and (k, ℓ) ∈ N2

0, the ordinary
partial derivative ∂(k,ℓ)v and the so-called “complex” partial derivative ∂(k,ℓ)C v are defined by

(2.1) ∂(k,ℓ)v :=
∂k+ℓv

∂kx∂ℓy
and ∂

(k,ℓ)
C v :=

1

2k+ℓ

(
∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)k (
∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)ℓ

v,

where i is the imaginary unit. To understand the definition (2.1), we shall see how the standard
Taylor expansion can be equivalently expressed by using the complex partial derivatives ∂(k,ℓ)C .
Throughout the paper, the notation O(hM) with various subscripts refers to a function that is
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bounded by ChM as h → 0+, where the constant C only depends on the expressions and their
derivatives in the subscript, and C remains positive and bounded if its dependencies are bounded.

Proposition 2.1. Let v : R2 → R be a smooth function in a neighborhood of a base point b∗ ∈ R2.
For any n ∈ N, p ∈ R2 and sufficiently small h ∈ R, we have

(2.2) v(b∗ + ph) =
∑

0≤k+ℓ<n

1

k!ℓ!
(pr + ipi)

k(pr − ipi)
ℓhk+ℓ∂

(k,ℓ)
C v(b∗) + Ov(h

n),

where (pr, pi) := p, i.e., we identify the point p ∈ R2 with the complex number pr + ipi ∈ C.

Proof. Consider the transform z := x+ iy and z̄ := x− iy. Then x = 1
2
(z + z̄) and y = 1

2i
(z − z̄).

Using the transform, we can define a bivariate function V (z, z̄) := v(x, y). Noting that

∂

∂z
=

∂

∂x

∂x

∂z
+

∂

∂y

∂y

∂z
=

1

2

(
∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)
,

∂

∂z̄
=

∂

∂x

∂x

∂z̄
+

∂

∂y

∂y

∂z̄
=

1

2

(
∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)
,

we observe from the definition (2.1) that ∂(k,ℓ)C v(x, y) = ( ∂
∂z
)k( ∂

∂z̄
)ℓv(x, y) = ( ∂

∂z
)k( ∂

∂z̄
)ℓV (z, z̄) =

∂(k,ℓ)V (z, z̄), which is just the standard (k, ℓ)-th partial derivative of V .
Note that the standard Taylor expansion of v(b∗ + ph) at the base point b∗ is just the Taylor

expansion of the one-dimensional function v(b∗ + ph) of variable h at the base point h = 0.
Similarly write b∗ = (b∗

r,b
∗
i ) as in p = (pr, pi). Note that v(b∗ + ph) = V ((b∗

r + ib∗
i ) + (pr +

ipi)h, (b
∗
r−ib∗

i )+(pr−ipi)h), which can be regarded as a function of h and whose Taylor expansion
at the base point h = 0 is just the right-hand side of (2.2). □

In sharp contrast to all papers in the literature on FDMs, in this paper we shall use complex
partial derivatives ∂(k,ℓ)C in (2.1), which offer us a different perspective and a key advantage of
symmetry over our previous approach in [4–6]. To develop FDMs for the elliptic equation (1.1)
in curved domains, this approach using complex partial derivatives is necessary and critical for
us to avoid complicated expressions arising from geometries of curved boundaries for building
finite difference schemes at boundary stencils. It is also very important to keep in mind that even
though complex numbers will appear in our construction, the coefficients in all our constructed
FDM schemes through complex partial derivatives are real numbers (see Sections 3 and 4).

Throughout the paper, for simplicity of presentation, we often drop the base point b∗ in
∂
(k,ℓ
C v(b∗) of (2.2) in Proposition 2.1 if the base point is clear in the context. For any M ∈ N0 and

a smooth function u : R2 → C, now applying Proposition 2.1 with v = u and n =M + 2, we have
the following Taylor expansion at a base point b∗:

(2.3) u(b∗ + ph) =
∑

0≤k+ℓ≤M+1

Nk,ℓ(p)hk+ℓ∂
(k,ℓ)
C u+ Ou(h

M+2),

where we omitted the base point b∗ after the function u for simplicity, and we define

(2.4) Nk,ℓ(p) := Nk,ℓ(pr, pi) :=
(pr + ipi)

k(pr − ipi)
ℓ

k!ℓ!
with (pr, pi) := p ∈ R2.

We now study the Taylor expansion of a smooth exact solution u of the model problem (1.1) by
using complex partial derivatives ∂(k,ℓ)C u for (k, ℓ) ∈ N2

0. To make our presentation simpler, because
the diffusion coefficient a is assumed to be smooth, we note that the model problem (1.1) can be
simply rewritten as follows:

(2.5) ∆u = ∇ã · ∇u+ f̃ with ã := − ln a and f̃ := −f
a
.

Using complex partial derivatives, the above equation (2.5) can be equivalently transformed into

(2.6) ∂
(1,1)
C u =

1

2
∂
(0,1)
C ã ∂

(1,0)
C u+

1

2
∂
(1,0)
C ã ∂

(0,1)
C u+

1

4
f̃ .
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Taking complex partial derivatives to both sides of (2.6), for k, ℓ ≥ 1, we deduce that

∂
(k,ℓ)
C u =

1

2

∑
0≤m≤k−1
0≤n≤ℓ−1

(
k − 1

m

)(
ℓ− 1

n

)(
∂
(k−1−m,ℓ−n)
C ã ∂

(m+1,n)
C u+ ∂

(k−m,ℓ−1−n)
C ã ∂

(m,n+1)
C u

)
+

1

4
∂
(k−1,ℓ−1)
C f̃ .

Taking into account of the identity (2.6), we shall define two index subsets of N2
0 as follows:

(2.7) □k,ℓ
m,n := {(i, j) ∈ N2

0 : m ≤ i ≤ k, n ≤ j ≤ ℓ, (i, j) ̸= (k, ℓ)},

i.e., the index set □k,ℓ
m,n is the rectangle [m, k]× [n, ℓ] in N2

0 but without the corner (k, ℓ), and we
define an index subset Γkℓ of N2

0 (with points only sitting on the nonnegative x-axis or y-axis) by

Γkℓ := {(m, 0) ∈ N2
0 : m = 0, . . . , k} ∪ {(0, n) ∈ N2

0 : n = 1, . . . , ℓ}

for k, ℓ,m, n ∈ N0. One can check that the above expression of ∂(k,ℓ)C u can be simplified into

(2.8) ∂
(k,ℓ)
C u =

∑
(m,n)∈□k,ℓ

0,0

ãk,ℓm,n∂
(m,n)
C u+

1

4
∂
(k−1,ℓ−1)
C f̃ ,

where

(2.9) ãk,ℓm,n :=
(m
2k

+
n

2ℓ
− mn

kℓ

)( k
m

)(
ℓ

n

)
∂
(k−m,ℓ−n)
C ã.

Let δ be the sequence such that

(2.10) δ(0) := 1 and δ(k) := 0 for k ̸= 0.

The identity (2.8) implies that ∂(k,ℓ)C u can be eventually represented in terms of ∂(m,n)
C u for (m,n) ∈

Γkℓ . More precisely,

(2.11) ∂
(k,ℓ)
C u =

∑
(m,n)∈Γkℓ

Ãk,ℓ
m,n∂

(m,n)
C u+ F̃k,ℓ

for uniquely determined coefficients Ãk,ℓ
m,n and F̃k,ℓ defined through the following recursive formulas:

(2.12) Ãk,ℓ
m,n := δ(k −m)δ(ℓ− n), F̃k,ℓ := 0 if kℓ = 0,

where k, ℓ,m, n ∈ N0, and the other values for kℓ ̸= 0 are recursively defined through

(2.13) Ãk,ℓ
m,n :=

∑
(i,j)∈□k,ℓ

m,n

ãk,ℓi,j Ã
i,j
m,n, F̃k,ℓ :=

∑
(i,j)∈□k,ℓ

0,0

ãk,ℓi,j F̃i,j +
1

4
∂
(k−1,ℓ−1)
C f̃ .

Therefore, using the identity (2.11), we can reformulate the Taylor expansion in (2.3) of the
solution u to the model problem (2.5) at a base point b∗ ∈ Ω as follows:

(2.14) u(b∗ + ph) =
∑

(m,n)∈ΓM+1
M+1

M+1∑
k=m+n

Ak
m,n(p)∂

(m,n)
C u(b∗)hk + F (p) + Ou(h

M+2),

for p ∈ R2 with the line segment [b∗,b∗+ph] inside Ω, where Ak
m,n(p) and F (p) are defined below:

(2.15) Ak
m,n(p) :=

k−n∑
j=m

N j,k−j(p)Ãj,k−j
m,n for (m,n) ∈ ΓM+1

M+1 and k = 0, . . . ,M + 1,

with the convention Ak
m,n(p) := 0 for k = 0, . . . ,m+ n− 1 because

∑k−n
j=m is empty, and

(2.16) F (p) :=
∑

0≤k+ℓ≤M+1

Nk,ℓ(p)F̃k,ℓh
k+ℓ.
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We finish this section by making some remarks. By equations (2.4), (2.13), (2.15) and ãk,l0,0 = 0

for k, l ≥ 1 in (2.9), we get Ak
0,0 = δ(k) for k ∈ N0. By equations (2.4), (2.12) and (2.15), we have

(2.17) Am
m,0(p) = Nm,0(p)Ãm,0

m,0 = Nm,0(p) =
(pr + ipi)

m

m!
, Am

0,m(p) = N0,m(p) =
(pr − ipi)

m

m!
,

for (pr, pi) := p ∈ R2. For real-valued functions u, ã and f̃ , from definitions and ∂(k,ℓ)C = ∂
(ℓ,k)
C , one

can directly check that

(2.18) Nk,ℓ(p) = N ℓ,k(p), ãk,ℓm,n = ãℓ,kn,m, Ãk,ℓ
m,n = Ãℓ,k

n,m, F̃k,ℓ = F̃ℓ,k, Ak
m,n(p) = Ak

n,m(p), F (p) = F (p).

From the definition of F (p) in (2.16), one concludes from (2.18) that F (p) is real-valued. Hence,
(2.14) can be rewritten as the following Taylor expansion using real-valued coefficients:

(2.19) u(b∗ + ph) = u(b∗) +
M+1∑
m=1

M+1∑
k=m

2Re
(
Ak

m,0(p)∂
(m,0)
C u(b∗)

)
hk + F (p) + Ou(h

M+2).

3. Construction of Compact 9-point FDM Schemes at Interior Grid Points

We shall develop our FDM schemes separately according to whether a stencil center is interior
or boundary grid points. In this section, we deal with sixth-order 9-point compact interior stencils,
while the boundary stencils will be handled in the next section.

Let S be the reference stencil [−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2 centered at (0, 0). By definition of Ω◦
h in (1.2), each

grid point c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h will serve as the stencil center and all its 1-ring neighboring grid points c∗+ph,

p ∈ S lie inside Ω. Now we expand the solution u in (2.19) at each point c∗ + ph for p ∈ S at
the base point b∗ := c∗. In view of this, for each stencil point c∗ + ph we aim to find the stencil
coefficient Cp(h) ∈ R, a real polynomial of variable h, such that for a given positive integer M ∈ N,

(3.1)
∑
p∈S

Cp(h)u(c
∗ + ph) =

∑
p∈S

Cp(h)F (p) + O(hM+2),

where F (p) is defined in (2.16) and is real-valued. Here and afterwards, any summation
∑n

k=m

with m > n is treated as 0. The conditions on Cp(h) in (3.1) are given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let M ∈ N and define Cp(h) :=
∑M+1

k=0 cp,kh
k with cp,k = Oã(1) for p ∈ S. Then the

linear system in (3.1) with the remainder term Oã,u(h
M+2) holds if and only if

(3.2)

∑
p∈S

Re
(
Am

m,0(p)
)
cp,j = −

j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈S

Re
(
Am+j−k

m,0 (p)
)
cp,k, ∀ j = 0, . . . ,M + 1, m = 0, . . . ,M + 1− j,

∑
p∈S

Im
(
Am

m,0(p)
)
cp,j = −

j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈S

Im
(
Am+j−k

m,0 (p)
)
cp,k, ∀ j = 0, . . . ,M + 1, m = 1, . . . ,M + 1− j,

where the quantities Ak
m,n are defined in (2.15). Note that Ak

0,0 = δ(k) for all k ∈ N0.

Proof. By expanding u(b∗ + ph) at the base point b∗ via (2.19), we obtain∑
p∈S

Cp(h)u(b
∗ + ph) = u(b∗)

∑
p∈S

Cp(h) +
∑
p∈S

Cp(h)F (p) + Oã,u(h
M+2)

+
M+1∑
m=1

M+1∑
k=m

∑
p∈S

2
[
Re(Ak

m,0(p)) Re(∂
(m,0)
C u)− Im(Ak

m,0(p)) Im(∂
(m,0)
C u)

]
Cp(h)h

k.

Treating all u, Re(∂(m,0)
C u) and Im(∂

(m,0)
C u) for m = 1, . . . ,M + 1 as independent variables, we

deduce from the above identity that (3.1) becomes

(3.3)
M+1∑
k=m

∑
p∈S

Ak
m,0(p)Cp(h)h

k = O(hM+2), m = 0, . . . ,M + 1,
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where we used the fact Ak
0,0 = δ(k). Now plugging Cp(h) =

∑M+1
j=0 cp,jh

j into (3.3), we have

O(hM+2) =
M+1∑
k=m

M+1∑
j=0

∑
p∈S

Ak
m,0(p)cp,jh

j+k =
M+1∑
j=m

j−m∑
k=0

∑
p∈S

Aj−k
m,0 (p)cp,kh

j + O(hM+2).

Because h is independent, we conclude that the above identity is just
∑j−m

k=0

∑
p∈S A

j−k
m,0 cp,k = 0

for 0 ⩽ m ⩽M + 1 and m ⩽ j ⩽M + 1, which is equivalent to (3.2) by replacing j −m with the
new index j. □

The constraint in Lemma 3.1 is further investigated in the following proposition, which also pro-
vides a constructive way of generating stencil coefficients. Note that we can arrange the elements
in the reference stencil S := [−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2 with #S = 9 in the following order:

(3.4) (−1,−1), (−1, 0), (−1, 1), (0,−1), (0, 0), (0, 1), (1,−1), (1, 0), (1, 1).

Throughout the paper, we shall always use this ordering of S to translate the set {cp,j : p ∈ S}
into a column vector c⃗j ∈ R9. Recall that we identify a point (pr, pi) := p ∈ R2 with the complex
number pr + ipi ∈ C in our calculation.

Proposition 3.2. Let M ∈ N and c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h be a stencil center. Then the linear system (3.2) with

j = 0 has a nonzero solution with c⃗0 ̸= 0 if and only if M ≤ 6. Moreover, for M = 6, there always
exist real-valued coefficients cp,j ∈ R for p ∈ S and j = 0, . . . , 7 such that

(i) {cp,j : p ∈ S, j = 0, . . . , 7} is a real-valued solution to (3.2) with c⃗0 ̸= 0 and cp,j = Oã(1),
and (3.1) holds with Cp(h) :=

∑7
j=0 cp,jh

j ∈ R, p ∈ S and the remainder term Oã,u(h
8);

(ii) These real numbers {cp,j}p∈S for j = 0, . . . , 7 satisfy the following sign condition:

(3.5) c(0,0),0 > 0, cp,0 < 0 and c(0,0),j ⩾ 0, cp,j ⩽ 0, j = 1, . . . , 7 for all p ∈ S̊ := S \{(0, 0)};

In particular, C(0,0)(h) > 0 and Cp(h) < 0 for all p ∈ S̊.
(iii) For all j = 0, . . . , 7, these real numbers {cp,j}p∈S satisfy the sum condition

∑
p∈S cp,j = 0.

Proof. Consider b∗ := c∗ as the base point. For each j = 0, . . . ,M+1, (3.2) consists of 2M+3−2j
linear equations with 9 unknowns {cp,j}p∈S . Using the default ordering of the set S given above
in (3.4), the linear equations (3.2) can be equivalently expressed in the matrix form Aj c⃗j = b⃗j for
j = 0, . . . ,M + 1, where Aj is an (2M + 3 − 2j) × 9 matrix and c⃗j, b⃗j ∈ R9. By (2.17), for each
(pr, pi) := p ∈ S, the entries of the (2M + 3)× 9 matrix A0 are given by

(3.6) A0(1, p) = 1, A0(2m, p) = Re
(pr + ipi)

m

m!
, A0(2m+ 1, p) = Im

(pr + ipi)
m

m!
, m = 1, . . . ,M + 1

and

(3.7) Aj(k, p) = A0(k, p), k = 1, . . . , 2M + 3− 2j, j = 1, . . . ,M + 1.

That is, the (2M +3−2j)×9 matrix Aj is just the submatrix of A0 by taking its first 2M +3−2j

rows. Moreover, the vector b⃗0 is identically zero, and for each j = 1, . . . ,M + 1,

(3.8) b⃗j(1) = 0, b⃗j(2m) = −
j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈S

Re
(
Aj+m−k

m,0 (p)
)
cp,k, b⃗j(2m+ 1) = −

j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈S

Im
(
Aj+m−k

m,0 (p)
)
cp,k,

for m = 1, . . . ,M + 1 − j. It is very important to notice that all the entries of b⃗j only depend
on previous c⃗0, . . . , c⃗j−1. Hence, it is not surprising that we solve the linear systems Aj c⃗j = b⃗j in
the natural ordering j = 0, . . . ,M + 1. By symbolic calculation, the ranks of the (2M + 3) × 9

matrices A0 of constants for M = 0, . . . , 7 are 1, 3, 5, 7, 8, 8, 8, 9. Because b⃗0 = 0, as a consequence,
the homogeneous linear system A0c⃗0 = 0 has a nontrivial solution c⃗0 if and only if M ≤ 6.
Moreover, for M = 6, up to a multiplicative constant, all the solutions to A0c⃗0 = 0 is given by

(3.9) c⃗0 = [−1,−4,−1,−4, 20,−4,−1,−4,−1].
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Now we only consider M = 6 for solving the linear systems (3.2). We solve Aj c⃗j = b⃗j in the
order of j = 0, . . . , 7 via symbolic calculation and present in Appendix A one possible real-valued
solution with cp,j = Oã(1) and c⃗0 given in (3.9). By Lemma 3.1, we conclude that (3.1) must hold
with Cp(h) :=

∑7
j=0 cp,jh

j, p ∈ S and the remainder term Oã,u(h
8). Hence, item (i) holds.

Because Aj(1, p) = A0(1, p) = 1 for all p ∈ S and b⃗j(1) = 0, every solution to (3.2) implies∑
p∈S

cp,j =
∑
p∈S

Aj(1, p)cp,j = [Aj c⃗j]1 = b⃗j(1) = 0.

This proves that item (i) always guarantees the sum condition in item (iii). Unfortunately, the
sign condition in (3.5) is only satisfied for j = 0 by (3.9). We now modify it so that all items
(i)-(iii) are satisfied. For any real numbers q0, . . . , q7 ∈ R, we define

(3.10) C̃p(h) :=
7∑

j=0

c̃p,jh
j and c̃p,j :=

j∑
k=0

qj−kcp,k, p ∈ S, j = 0, . . . , 7.

Then we trivially have C̃p(h) = Cp(h)Q(h)+Oã(h
8) for all p ∈ S with Q(h) :=

∑7
j=0 qjh

j. Because
Q is independent of p ∈ S, by Lemma 3.1, items (i) and (iii) must be satisfied with the original
solution c being replaced by the modified c̃. We now choose q0, . . . , q7 so that item (ii) is also
satisfied. By (3.9), we see that cp,0 ̸= 0 and we can define qj, j = 0, . . . , 7 by

(3.11) q0 := 1 and qj :=

j∑
k=1

λkqj−k with λj := max

{
max
p∈S

(
−cp,j
cp,0

)
, 0

}
, j = 1, . . . , 7.

Then we can prove by induction and equation (3.10) that item (ii) holds for c̃p,j. □

We finish this section by discussing the special case −∆u = f . Then ∆u = f̃ in (2.5) with
f̃ := −f and ã := 0. Due to ã = 0, for p ∈ R2, we can easily obtain

Ãk,ℓ
m,n = δ(k −m)δ(ℓ− n), F̃k,ℓ = δ(k)δ(ℓ)∂

(k−1,ℓ−1)
C f̃ , Ak

m,n(p) = δ(k −m− n)Nm,n(p)

for k, ℓ ∈ N0, (m,n) ∈ Γkℓ , and F (p) =
∑

0⩽k+ℓ≤M−1N
k+1,ℓ+1(p)hk+ℓ+2∂

(k,ℓ)
C f̃ . Hence, for each

stencil point p ∈ S, the linear equations in (3.2) become∑
p∈S

Am+n
m,n (p)cp,j = 0, ∀ j = 0, . . . ,M + 1, (m,n) ∈ ΓM+1−j

M+1−j.

For M = 6, up to a nonzero multiplicative constant to all real numbers cp,j, all the real-valued
solutions {cp,j : p ∈ S, j = 0, . . . , 7} to the above linear system are given by

c⃗0 = κ0v⃗1, c⃗1 = κ1v⃗1, c⃗2 = κ2v⃗1, c⃗3 = κ3v⃗1 with v⃗1 := [−1,−4,−1,−4, 20,−4,−1,−4,−1],

c⃗4 = κ4v⃗2 + κ5(v⃗1 − v⃗2) with v⃗2 := [−1, 0,−1, 0, 4, 0,−1, 0,−1],

c⃗5 = κ6v⃗2 + κ7[0,−2, 1, 0, 4,−2,−1, 0, 0]

+ κ8[0, 0,−1,−2, 4, 0, 1,−2, 0] + κ9[1,−1, 0,−1, 0, 1, 0, 1,−1],

c⃗6 = [−κ10, −2κ11, −κ12, −2κ13, 2(κ10 + κ12 + κ13 + κ14) + 4κ11, −2κ14,

κ13 + κ15 − κ11 − κ12 − κ14, −2κ15, κ14 + κ15 − κ10 − κ11 − κ13],

c⃗7 = [−κ16,−κ17,−κ18,−κ19, κ16 + · · ·+ κ23,−κ20,−κ21,−κ22,−κ23],

where κ0, . . . , κ23 ∈ R are free parameters. Moreover, all the items (i)–(iii) of Proposition 3.2 are
satisfied if κ0 > 0, min{κ6, 12κ7,

1
2
κ8} ≥ |κ9| and all the remaining free parameters κj ⩾ 0.

By the definition of F (p) in (2.16), the right-hand side of (3.1) without O(hM+2) becomes∑
p∈S

Cp(h)F (p) = h2
∑

0⩽k+l≤5

∑
p∈S

Cp(h)N
k+1,ℓ+1(p)hk+ℓ∂

(k,ℓ)
C f̃ .
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Using f̃ = −f and the definition (2.4), we obtain from (3.1) the general sixth-order finite difference
scheme for the Poisson equation −∆u = f , where ∂(k,ℓ)f are evaluated at the base point b∗ ∈ Ω◦

h:

h−2
∑
p∈S

Cp(h)uh(b
∗ + ph)

= (κ0 + κ1h)

(
6f +

1

2
h2(∂(2,0)f + ∂(0,2)f) +

1

60
h4(∂(4,0)f + 4∂(2,2)f + ∂(0,4)f)

)
+ h2(κ2 + κ3h)

(
6f +

1

2
h2(∂(2,0)f + ∂(0,2)f)

)
+ h4(2κ4 + κ5)f + h5(2κ6 + κ7 + κ8)f.

Hence, we constructed all possible sixth-order compact FDMs satisfying items (i)–(iii) of Proposi-
tion 3.2 with M = 6 in the sense that we ignored the terms of O(h6) on the left-hand side (which
do not affect the order 6 of the scheme). Setting all free parameters to 0 except for κ0 = 1 in
the above stencil coefficients, we obtain the known sixth-order finite difference scheme (e.g., see
[21, 27, 28] in the literature) for the Poisson equation −∆u = f .

4. Construction of the FDM Schemes at Boundary Grid Points

We now develop our finite difference schemes for a boundary grid point c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh using its
associated nearby base point b∗ ∈ ∂Ω. Because the boundary curve ∂Ω is smooth, we can obtain
a parametric equation in a neighborhood of the base point b∗ on ∂Ω:

(4.1) x = β(t), y = γ(t), t ∈ (t∗ − ε, t∗ + ε) with b∗ = (β(t∗), γ(t∗)), (β′(t∗), γ′(t∗)) ̸= (0, 0)

for some ε > 0. For example, if ∂Ω is given by a level set Φ(x, y) = 0. Then we may obtain
y = φ(x) in a neighborhood of b∗ ∈ ∂Ω such that Φ(x, φ(x)) = 0. Hence, we may employ the
parametric equation β(t) = t∗+t, γ(t) = φ(β(t)) for t ∈ (t∗−ε, t∗+ε), where t∗ is the x-coordinate
of the base point b∗ ∈ ∂Ω.

Let θ be the tangent angle at b∗ ∈ ∂Ω. More precisely,

(4.2) θ := Arg(z0) ∈ (−π, π] with z0 := β′(t∗) + iγ′(t∗) ̸= 0.

Then one can observe that

2eiθ∂
(1,0)
C = (cos θ + i sin θ)

(
∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)
=

(
cos θ

∂

∂x
+ sin θ

∂

∂y

)
+ i

(
sin θ

∂

∂x
− cos θ

∂

∂y

)
,

where the real and imaginary parts are the directional derivatives along the tangent direction and
the normal direction, respectively. Hence, it is very natural to consider 2neinθ∂

(n,0)
C = [2eiθ∂

(1,0)
C ]n.

4.1. Constraints on stencil coefficients of boundary stencils. In this section, we aim to
derive an analog of equations (3.2) for the stencil coefficients at the boundary grid point. We start
from the representation (2.19), where the functions are expanded at a base point b∗ ∈ ∂Ω. In this
representation, there are altogether 2M + 4 “unknowns”: ∂(k,ℓ)C u, (k, ℓ) ∈ ΓM+1

M+1 and h. However,
we can reduce the unknowns by exploiting the given boundary condition.

Differentiating the boundary condition u(β(t), γ(t)) = g(β(t), γ(t)) with respect to variable t
and applying the chain rule, we can deduce the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Using the parametric equation (4.1) of the boundary ∂Ω, we define a one-dimensional
function g̃(t) := g(β(t), γ(t)) for t ∈ (t∗ − ε, t∗ + ε). Then for every m ∈ N,

(4.3)
g̃(m)(t∗)

m!
=
[ 1

m!

dm

dtm
u(β(t), γ(t))

]∣∣∣
t=t∗

=
m∑

n=1

2Re
(
B̃m,n(t

∗)einθ[∂
(n,0)
C u](b∗)

)
+ G̃m(t

∗),
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where b∗ := (β(t∗), γ(t∗)), the quantities B̃m,n(t
∗) and G̃m(t

∗) are defined by

(4.4) B̃m,n(t
∗) :=

m∑
j=n

m−j∑
ℓ=0

N j,m−ℓ−j
ℓ Ãj,m−ℓ−j

n,0 e−inθ and G̃m(t
∗) :=

m∑
j=0

m−j∑
ℓ=0

N j,m−ℓ−j
ℓ F̃j,m−ℓ−j,

where all the complex numbers Nk,ℓ
j for j, k, ℓ ∈ N0 are recursively defined by

(4.5) N0,0
j := δ(j), Nk,ℓ

j :=
1

k

j∑
n=0

Nk−1,ℓ
n zj−n(t

∗), N ℓ,k
j = Nk,ℓ

j , j, ℓ ∈ N0, k ∈ N.

with zj(t∗) := β(j+1)(t∗)+iγ(j+1)(t∗)
(j+1)!

for all j ∈ N0. Note that all G̃m in (4.4) are real-valued.

Proof. Define p(t) := (β(t)−β(t∗)
t−t∗

, γ(t)−γ(t∗)
t−t∗

). Note that g̃(t) = u(β(t), γ(t)) = u(b∗ + p(t)h̃) with
h̃ := t− t∗. Using the Taylor expansion in (2.19) with M = ∞, we have g̃(t) = u(β(t), γ(t)) and

(4.6) u(β(t), γ(t)) = u(b∗) +
∞∑
n=1

2Re

((
∞∑
k=n

Ak
n,0(p(t))h̃

k

)
[∂

(n,0)
C u](b∗)

)
+ F (p(t)),

where Ak
n,m is defined in (2.15) and F (p(t)) is defined in (2.16). Note that

p(t) =

(
∞∑
j=0

β(j+1)(t∗)

(j + 1)!
h̃j,

∞∑
j=0

γ(j+1)(t∗)

(j + 1)!
h̃j

)
=

(
∞∑
j=0

1

2
(zj(t

∗) + zj(t∗))h̃
j,

∞∑
j=0

1

2i
(zj(t

∗)− zj(t∗))h̃
j

)
and by (2.15), Ak

n,0(p(t)) =
∑k

j=nN
j,k−j(p(t))Ãj,k−j

n,0 . Now from (2.4) and (4.5), we have

Nk,ℓ(p(t)) =
(
∑∞

j=0 zj(t
∗)h̃j)k(

∑∞
j=0 zj(t

∗)h̃j)ℓ

k!ℓ!
=

∞∑
j=0

Nk,ℓ
j h̃j,

where we used the fact that Nk,ℓ(p) = N ℓ,k(p) in (2.18) and hence Nk,ℓ
j = N ℓ,k

j . Therefore,
∞∑
k=n

Ak
n,0(p(t))h̃

k =
∞∑
k=n

k∑
j=n

∞∑
ℓ=0

N j,k−j
ℓ Ãj,k−j

n,0 h̃k+ℓ =
∞∑

m=n

(
m∑

j=n

m−j∑
ℓ=0

N j,m−ℓ−j
ℓ Ãj,m−ℓ−j

n,0

)
h̃m,

which is just
∑∞

m=n B̃m,n(t
∗)einθh̃m by (4.4). On the other hand, we deduce from (2.16) that

F (p(t)) =
∞∑

j,k=0

N j,k(p(t))F̃j,kh̃
j+k =

∞∑
j,k=0

∞∑
ℓ=0

N j,k
ℓ F̃j,kh̃

j+k+ℓ =
∞∑

m=0

(
m∑
j=0

m−j∑
ℓ=0

N j,m−ℓ−j
ℓ F̃j,m−ℓ−j

)
h̃m,

which is just
∑∞

m=0 G̃m(t
∗)h̃m by (4.4). That is, by h̃ = t− t∗, we proved

g̃(t) = u(b∗) +
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=n

2Re
(
B̃m,n(t

∗)einθ[∂
(n,0)
C u](b∗)

)
(t− t∗)m +

∞∑
m=0

G̃m(t
∗)(t− t∗)m,

from which we have (4.3). All G̃m in (4.4) are real-valued due to (2.18) and Nk,ℓ
j = N ℓ,k

j . □

By the definition of B̃n,n in (4.4), noting Ãm,0
m,0 = 1 by (2.12) and Nm,0

0 =
zm0
m!

by (4.5), we have

B̃m,m(t
∗) = e−imθNm,0

0 Ãm,0
m,0 =

|z0(t∗)|m

m!
with z0(t

∗) := β′(t∗) + iγ′(t∗) ̸= 0.

Consequently, dropping t∗ and b∗ for simplicity, we can rewrite (4.3) as

Re
(
eimθ∂

(m,0)
C u

)
=

m!

2|z0|m

[
g̃(m)

m!
− G̃m −

m−1∑
n=1

2Re
(
B̃m,ne

inθ∂
(n,0)
C u

)]
.
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Now we can recursively deduce that

(4.7) Re
(
eimθ∂

(m,0)
C u

)
=

m−1∑
n=1

Bm,n Im
(
einθ∂

(n,0)
C u

)
+Gm, m = 1, . . . ,M + 1,

where the real-valued quantities Bm,n and Gm are defined to be

(4.8) Bm,n :=
m!

|z0|m

[
Im(B̃m,n)−

m−1∑
ℓ=n+1

Re(B̃m,ℓ)Bℓ,n

]
, m ≥ 2, n = 1, . . . ,m− 1

and

(4.9) Gm :=
m!

2|z0|m

[
g̃(m)

m!
− G̃m −

m−1∑
n=1

2Re(B̃m,n)Gn

]
, m ∈ N.

Using (4.7) and the boundary condition u(b∗) = g(b∗), for real-valued data u, ã, f̃ and g, we
obtain from the Taylor expansion in (2.19) that

(4.10) u(b∗ + ph) =
M+1∑
m=1

M+1∑
k=m

Ak
m(p)h

k Im(eimθ∂
(m,0)
C u) +G(p) + Ou(h

M+2),

where b∗ + ph ∈ Ω for p ∈ R2, and the real-valued quantities Ak
m(p) and G(p) are defined by

Ak
m(p) := −2 Im(Ak

m,0(p)e
−imθ) +

k∑
n=m+1

2Re(Ak
n,0(p)e

−inθ)Bn,m,

G(p) := g(b∗) + F (p) +
M+1∑
m=1

M+1∑
k=m

2Re(Ak
m,0(p)e

−imθ)Gmh
k.

(4.11)

Consider a boundary stencil center c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh and a reference stencil Sc∗ ⊆ Z2 with (0, 0) referring
to the stencil center c∗ such that Sc∗ has at most 8 points of Z2. We shall consider a base point
b∗ ∈ ∂Ω near the stencil center c∗ and then we define a shifting vector s and its shift operator by

(4.12) s := (c∗ − b∗)/h with ∥s∥ ⩽
√
2 and ps := p+ s, p ∈ R2.

Note that c∗ + ph = b∗ + psh . In view of the identity (4.10), we aim to find stencil coefficients
Cp(h) :=

∑M
j=0 cp,jh

j ∈ R with cp,j ∈ R for p ∈ Sc∗ such that for a given positive integer M ∈ N,

(4.13)
∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)u(c
∗ + ph) =

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)G(p
s) + O(hM+2),

Note that Cp(h) has one degree order lower than the interior stencil coefficients due to the use of
Dirichlet boundary condition. The conditions on Cp(h) in (4.13) are given by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let M ∈ N, c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh, b∗ ∈ ∂Ω and s as in (4.12). Define Cp(h) :=
∑M

j=0 cp,jh
j

with real-valued numbers cp,j = Oã,β,γ(1) for p ∈ Sc∗. Then equation (4.13) with the remainder
term Oã,β,γ,u(h

M+2) holds if and only if

(4.14) −
∑
p∈Sc∗

Am
m(p

s)cp,j =

j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈Sc∗

Am+j−k
m (ps)cp,k, j = 0, . . . ,M, m = 1, . . . ,M + 1− j.

Note that Am
m(p

s) = − 2
m!

Im((psr + ipsi )e
−iθ)m, where (psr, p

s
i ) = ps := p+ s = p+ (c∗ − b∗)/h.

Proof. From equation (4.10) and the fact c∗ + ph = b∗ + psh, we have∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)u(c
∗ + ph) =

M+1∑
m=1

M+1∑
k=m

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)A
k
m(p

s)hk Im(eimθ∂
(m,0)
C u) +

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)G(p
s).
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Treating Im(eimθ∂
(m,0)
C u) for m = 1, . . . ,M + 1 as independent variables and using the definition

of Cp(h), we observe that (4.13) becomes
M+1∑
k=m

M∑
j=0

∑
p∈Sc∗

Ak
m(p

s)cp,jh
j+k = O(hM+2), m = 1, . . . ,M + 1.

Changing the summation index as in Lemma 3.1, we obtain (4.14). By (2.17) and (4.11), we have

Am
m(p

s) = −2 Im(Am
m,0e

−imθ) = − 2

m!
Im((psr + ipsi )e

−iθ)m.

This completes the proof. □

4.2. Construction of boundary stencils and their coefficients. From now on, we fix M = 4
and take a boundary grid point c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh as the stencil center. By the definition in (1.2), there
must exist b∗ ∈ (c∗ + h[−1, 1]2) ∩ ∂Ω ̸= ∅ and ∥b∗ − c∗∥ ⩽

√
2h. In practical implementation, we

further require that the vector from c∗ to b∗ be horizontal, vertical, or ±45◦. If not unique, then
we take the one with the smallest ∥b∗ − c∗∥. Note that b∗ = (β(t∗), γ(t∗)) in (4.1).

Then the directed tangent line Lb∗ at b∗ to the boundary curve ∂Ω is given by

(4.15) Lb∗ := {(x, y) ∈ R2 : (x, y) = b∗ + t(β′(t∗), γ′(t∗)), t ∈ R},
and we defineHLb∗ to be the open half plane on the left-hand side of the directed line Lb∗ . Without
loss of generality, we can assume that c∗ ∈ HLb∗ ; otherwise, we just change the variable t into
−t. We deduce from the Taylor expansion of the parametric equation (4.1) of ∂Ω at b∗ that the
distance between Lb∗ and ∂Ω is bounded by Ch2 for all t ∈ (t∗ − 2h, t∗ + 2h) with C depending
on the curvature of ∂Ω at b∗.

We now consider the 9 points in c∗ + hS with S := [−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2 and two cases whether all the
points (c∗ + hS)∩HLb∗ belong to Ω or not. If (c∗ + hS)∩HLb∗ ⊂ Ω, up to flipping and rotation,
we have a total of five configurations of c∗ + hS with respect to Ω, as illustrated in Figure 1. In
this case, it is not necessary for us to explicitly indicate the base point b∗ in Figures 1 and 2.

(a) Case I (b) Case II (c) Case III (d) Case IV (e) Case V

Figure 1. Five cases under condition (c∗ + hS) ∩HLb∗ ⊂ Ω, where c∗ is the red triangle. The
tangent line Lb∗ is the purple dashed line with the arrow indicating the direction. HLb∗ is the
left-hand region of Lb∗ . For simplicity, the base point b∗ and ∂Ω are not explicitly shown above.
All black dots belong to HLb∗ ∩ Ω, while some blue crosses in [hZ2] \HLb∗ may belong to Ω.

We now discuss how to build a suitable boundary stencil Sc∗ with stencil coefficients having
desired properties for consistency order M+2 = 6. When j = 0, equation (4.14) is a homogeneous
linear system A0c⃗0 = 0 of size 5×(#Sc∗), whose solution space generally has dimension (#Sc∗)−5.
Regardless of the geometry of ∂Ω, we could just use the smallest possible #Sc∗ = 6 for all stencil
centers c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh. However, due to the curvature of ∂Ω near c∗, this often leads to many cases of
special stencil shapes/configurations c∗+hSc∗ ⊂ Ω; consequently, the constructed scheme becomes
very complicated to be practically implemented for treating many special cases. As an effort to
keep both #Sc∗ and the number of the special cases of boundary stencil shapes Sc∗ as small as
possible, it turns out that we take #Sc∗ ∈ {6, 7, 8} depending on the geometry of ∂Ω near c∗ and
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the tangent line Lb∗ , and we consider in total only 6 special cases of stencil shapes showing in
Figures 2 and 3.

For the five cases in Figure 1, we have a total of four stencil configurations as illustrated in
Figure 2. To reduce the number of stencil types, we combine cases II and IV as one configuration
by treating the bottom-left dark dot in (D) of Figure 1, though inside the domain Ω, as a blue cross
in (B) of Figure 2. We also select a point C ∈ Lb∗ in Figure 2 for computing stencil coefficients.

(a) Type 1 for Case I (b) Type 2 for Cases II & IV (c) Type 3 for Case III (d) Type 4 for Case V

Figure 2. Under the condition (c∗+hS)∩HLb∗ ⊂ Ω, four boundary stencil types c∗+hSc∗ ⊆ Ωh,
consisting of all red grid points ordered by labels 1, . . . ,#Sc∗ . The red triangle is the stencil center
c∗. Other symbols have the same meaning as in Figure 1. Cases II and IV in Figure 1 share the
same stencil Type 2 in (B). The points C ∈ Lb∗ will be used in (4.16) for extra equations.

Once a boundary stencil Sc∗ is selected, we now discuss how to obtain stencil coefficients cp,j
satisfying the linear system Aj c⃗j = b⃗j in (4.14). This linear system is solved in the order of
j = 0, . . . , 4, and inspired by the proof of Proposition 3.2, we look for admissible zeroth-order
coefficients c⃗0 for proving theoretical convergence later. The admissibility conditions are defined
as follows.

Definition 4.3. A column vector c⃗0 := {cp,0}p∈Sc∗ is said to be an admissible solution if

(i) c⃗0 is a real-valued solution to A0c⃗0 = b⃗0 (hence, c⃗0 satisfies (4.14) for j = 0 and m =
1, . . . , 5) such that all the coefficients cp,0 for p ∈ Sc∗ are bounded by a universal constant;

(ii) c(0,0),0 = 1 and cp,0 ≤ 0 for all p ∈ S̊c∗ := Sc∗ \ {(0, 0)};
(iii)

∑
p∈Sc∗

cp,0 ≥ µc for some positive constant µc > 0 independent of c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh.

To obtain admissible zeroth-order coefficients c⃗0, we consider an augmented linear system A∗
0c⃗0 =

b⃗∗0 with an (#Sc∗)×(#Sc∗) matrix A∗
0 by prepending (#Sc∗−5) extra linear equations to A0c⃗0 = b⃗0:

(4.16) A∗
0;kc⃗0 = b⃗∗0(k), k = 1, . . . ,#Sc∗ − 5 with A∗

0;1 := [1, 0 . . . , 0], b⃗∗0(1) := 1.

For each stencil type in Figures 2 and 3, we will provide the extra equations in (4.16) so that the
augmented linear system has a unique solution that is admissible and numerically stable. The
previous statement will be discussed in detail and verified rigorously in Appendix C.

For the four stencil types in Figure 2 with the selected point C ∈ Lb∗ , we list the extra (#Sc∗−5)
linear equations in (4.16) explicitly in Table 1. These extra equations only involve the distance
between points A (i.e., the stencil center c∗) and C ∈ Lb∗ .

The above constructions of boundary stencils c∗ + hSc∗ ⊂ Ωh in Figure 2 require the condition
(c∗ + hS) ∩ HLb∗ ⊂ Ω. We now consider the case that this condition fails, i.e., we always have
some grid points q ∈ (c∗ + hS) ∩ HLb∗ but q ̸∈ Ω. For small enough h > 0, there are at most
two “trouble” points q ∈ c∗ + hS, often near Lb∗ , such that q ̸∈ Ω but q ∈ HLb∗ . Hence, for
small enough h, according to the curvature of ∂Ω at b∗, we have in total three additional cases,
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Stencil type Cases #Sc∗ Extra equations in (4.16)

I 1 7 c⃗0(2)− c⃗0(7) = − |
−→
AC|
4h

2 c⃗0(2)− c⃗0(7) = − |
−→
AC|
5h

4 c⃗0(8)− c⃗0(3) = − |
−→
AC|
5h

III 3 8

IV 5 8

II 8

c⃗0(2)− c⃗0(4) = − (1+|τ |)|
−→
AC|

15
√
2h

c⃗0(8)− c⃗0(4) = − (1+|τ |)|
−→
AC|

15
√
2h

τ = tan(θ − π
4
)

c⃗0(2)− c⃗0(7) = 0
c⃗0(8)− c⃗0(3) = 0

Table 1. The angle θ is defined in equation (4.2). The number |
−→
AC| above is the distance between

points A and C in Figure 2.

as illustrated in Figure 3. The corresponding selected boundary stencils are also illustrated in
Figure 3, where the base point b∗ ∈ ∂Ω is not explicitly given but satisfies b∗ ∈ ∂Ω ∩ Lb∗ .

(a) Type 5 for Case VI (b) Type 6 for Case VII (c) Type 2 for Case VIII

Figure 3. The additional three boundary stencil configurations when the condition (c∗ + hS) ∩
HLb∗ ⊂ Ω fails. The directed tangent line Lb∗ is the purple dashed line with the arrow indicating
the direction. HLb∗ is the left-hand region of the directed line Lb∗ . The purple solid curve is the
actual boundary ∂Ω. The base point b∗ ∈ ∂Ω is not shown but on Lb∗ ∩ ∂Ω. The stencil Sc∗

consists of all the red dot grid points in Ωh. All the blue crosses are outside Ω but may lie on ∂Ω.

Using the point C ∈ Lb∗ shown in Figure 3, the extra (#Sb∗ − 5) linear equations in (4.16) are
presented in Table 2 below. Such extra equations allow us to obtain admissible coefficients c⃗0 for
sufficiently small h. This issue of admissible c⃗0 will be fully addressed and proved in Appendix C.

When h is not sufficiently small (in particular, when the curvature of ∂Ω at b∗ is large), it is
possible that more points in (c∗ + hS) \ Ω may belong to (c∗ + hS) ∩HLb∗ , and hence the above
constructed six stencil types will be invalid. In this case, because h is not sufficiently small, we can
simply pick 5 points near c∗ from Ωh ∪ ∂Ω to solve A0c⃗0 = b⃗0 without adding any extra equations
in (4.16). This is because the proof of convergence only deals with small h→ 0+.

Now we have fixed the boundary stencil, and the following result follows in parallel with propo-
sition 3.2.

Proposition 4.4. There exists a positive h0 = Oβ,γ(1) such that for all 0 < h < h0, the solution
c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0, which is augmented from A0c⃗0 = 0 with extra equations in (4.16) being stated in
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Stencil type Case #Sc∗ Extra equations in (4.16)

5 VI 6 N/A

6 VII 6 N/A

2 VIII 8 c⃗0(2)− c⃗0(7) = − |
−→
AC|
5h

c⃗0(8)− c⃗0(3) = − |
−→
AC|
5h

Table 2. |
−→
AC| is the distance between points A (i.e., the stencil center c∗) and C in Figure 3.

Section 4.2, must be real-valued and admissible. Let µc be as in Definition 4.3. Furthermore, for
any 0 < h < h0, there exist real-valued c⃗j := {cp,j : p ∈ Sc∗} for j = 1, . . . , 4 such that

(i) The real-valued coefficients c⃗j, j = 1, . . . , 4 satisfy the linear system (4.14) with M = 4 and
all cp,j = Oã,β,γ(1). In addition, the equations (4.13) hold for Cp(h) :=

∑4
j=0 cp,jh

j, p ∈ Sc∗

with the remainder term Oã,β,γ,g(h
4).

(ii) For all j = 1, . . . , 4, c(0,0),j ≥ 0 and cp,j ≤ 0 for all p ∈ S̊c∗;
(iii) For all j = 1, . . . , 4,

∑
p∈Sc∗

cp,j > 0 and consequently,
∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) ≥ µc > 0.

Proof. For each stencil shape, we shall prove in Appendix C the existence and construction of
an admissible unique solution c⃗0 satisfying A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0. Then we can further solve (4.14) for the
higher-order coefficients c⃗j and use least squares minimization techniques to make the solution
unique (mainly to keep the magnitude of stencil coefficients under control). It is easy to see that
if the unique solution c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 is admissible by satisfying all conditions in Definition 4.3,
then all the obtained coefficients in c⃗j, j = 1, . . . , 4 are of order Oã,β,γ(1) and item (i) holds. After
that, we perform a procedure analogous to item (ii) of Proposition 3.2 to modify the higher-order
stencil coefficients and achieve properties items (ii) and (iii). For this purpose, one only needs to
repeat the proof of Proposition 3.2 and replace λj in equation (3.11) by

(4.17) λ̃j := max

{
λj,−

∑
p∈Sc∗

cp,j∑
p∈Sc∗

cp,0

}
, j = 1, . . . , 4.

In summary, the fact λ̃j ≥ λj will guarantee that item (ii) is true, and the second term in the
definition of λ̃j guarantees item (iii). See the proof of Proposition 3.2 for the detailed argument. □

5. The Sixth-order Convergence of the Numerical Solution and Gradient ∇u

For our proposed FDM scheme, in this section we rigorously prove the sixth-order convergence
of the numerically approximated solution uh in the ∞-norm. Then we shall derive a gradient
approximation ∇u directly from uh without solving auxiliary equations. Finally, we prove that
the gradient approximation achieves a superconvergence of order 5 + 1

q
in the q-norm for all

1 ⩽ q ⩽ ∞ (with a logarithmic factor log h for 1 ⩽ q < 2).

5.1. Sixth-order convergence of the numerically approximated solution uh. In Sections 3
and 4 we have described in detail the construction of the FDM scheme at interior and boundary
grid points. We have spent much effort on proving the admissibility of the solution c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0
in Appendix C. This then leads to Propositions 3.2 and 4.4 on extra properties of the stencil
coefficients. Then we shall use these properties to prove that our proposed scheme achieves sixth-
order convergence.

We begin by explicitly stating the assumptions on the bounded domain Ω and various functions
in the model problem (1.1).

• For every b∗ ∈ ∂Ω, there exists a local parametrization in (4.1) with (β(t∗), γ(t∗)) = b∗ such
that β and γ have continuous derivatives of order up to five, and (β′(t∗), γ′(t∗)) ̸= (0, 0).
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• The exact solution u ∈ C8(Ω), the data functions a, f ∈ C5(Ω), and boundary g ∈ C5(∂Ω).
• The diffusion coefficient a satisfies infx∈Ω a(x) > 0.

Moreover, according to Proposition 4.4, we assume that 0 < h < h0 throughout this section. Our
main result on convergence is as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Let u be the exact solution to the model problem (1.1), and let uh be the numerically
approximated solution by solving the linear system in (5.3). Then there exist 0 < h1 ≤ h0 and a
positive constant C such that

(5.1) ∥u− uh∥L∞(Ωh) ⩽ Ch6, ∀ 0 < h < h1,

where the positive constant C = Oa,β,γ,u(1), i.e., the constant C only depends on the diffusion
coefficient a, the exact solution u and the boundary curve ∂Ω.

The proof of Theorem 5.1 will be presented at the end of this subsection. To prove Theorem 5.1,
we shall follow a slightly modified traditional method by using the discrete maximum principle to
prove the sixth-order convergence of our proposed FDM.

Recall that Ωh,Ω
◦
h and ∂Ωh are defined in (1.2) and Ω◦

h ∪ ∂Ωh = Ωh = Ω∩ (hZ2). We define the
difference operator Lh acting on any grid function vh : Ωh → R by

(5.2) Lhvh(c
∗) := h−σ

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)vh(c
∗ + ph) with σ :=

{
2, if c∗ ∈ Ω◦

h,

0, if c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh.

Here Sc∗ = S := [−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2 for c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h, and Cp(h) are the real-valued stencil coefficients

in Propositions 3.2 or 4.4 depending on c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h for interior stencils or c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh for boundary

stencils. The FDM scheme in Sections 3 and 4 to the model problem (1.1) can be expressed as

(5.3) Lhuh = fh with fh :=

{
h−2

∑
p∈S Cp(h)F (p) on Ω◦

h,∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)G(p
s) on ∂Ωh,

where the real-valued quantities F (p) and G(ps) are defined in (2.16) and (4.11). Despite the
use of complex partial derivatives in deriving this FDM, we eventually obtain a real-valued linear
system for the numerically approximated solution uh, which also guarantees that uh is real-valued.

According to Section 4.2, when 0 < h < h0, the stencil at a boundary grid point does not
include points on the true boundary ∂Ω. Hence, we can treat Lh as a linear mapping on the space
L∞(Ωh). Moreover, Propositions 3.2 and 4.4 guarantee

(5.4) ∥Lhu− fh∥L∞(Ωh) = Oã,β,γ,u(h
6).

Theorem 5.2. Assume that 0 < h < h0. Let vh be a grid function defined on Ωh such that
Lhvh ≥ 0. Then vh takes its minimum in ∂Ωh, and its minimum must be nonnegative.

Proof. Suppose vh takes its minimum at c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h. By Proposition 3.2(ii), the interior stencil

coefficients satisfy Cp(h) < 0 for all p ∈ S̊ = Sc∗\{(0, 0)}, and
∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) = 0. Thus,

(5.5) 0 ≤ Lhvh(c
∗) =

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)vh(c
∗ + ph) ≤

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)vh(c
∗).

Because
∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) = 0, the above inequalities imply that all inequalities in (5.5) must be

equalities. Hence, we conclude from (5.5) and Cp(h) < 0 for all p ∈ S̊ that vh(c∗ + ph) = vh(c
∗)

for all p ∈ Sc∗ . Consequently, vh must take its minimum on ∂Ωh.
Now let c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh be the minimum point of vh. By Proposition 4.4, we have Cp(h) ⩽ 0 for

all p ∈ Sc∗ but p ̸= (0, 0), and
∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) ⩾ µc > 0. Note that (5.5) is still true in this case.

It follows from (5.5) and
∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) > 0 that vh(c∗) ≥ 0. So, the minimum of vh must be

nonnegative. □
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Lemma 5.3. There exists a real-valued function ϕ in Ω such that ∥ϕ∥L∞(Ω) = Oã,β,γ(1), ∥Lhϕ −
1∥L∞(Ω◦

h)
= Oã,β,γ(h), and Lhϕ ⩾ 1 on ∂Ωh for all 0 < h < h0.

Proof. Fix a function ϕ̃ on Ω such that −∇ · (a∇ϕ̃) = a, or equivalently, ∆ϕ̃ = ∇ã · ∇ϕ̃− 1 with
ã := − ln a. By elliptic regularity theory (e.g., [9, Chapter 6]), the derivatives of ϕ̃ are bounded
by the derivatives of ã and ∥ϕ̃∥L∞(Ω) = Oã,β,γ(1). As an analog of equation (5.4), we have∥∥∥Lhϕ̃− h−2

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)F
ϕ(p)

∥∥∥
L∞(Ω◦

h)
= Oã,β,γ,ϕ̃(h

6) = Oã,β,γ(h
6),

where F ϕ(p) is obtained by replacing f̃ with −1 in F (p). By symbolic calculation, we can obtain

h−2
∑
p∈Sc∗

C̃p(h)F
ϕ(p) = 6 + Oã(h

2),

where C̃p(h) :=
∑7

j=0 c⃗p(j)h
j with the column vectors c⃗p given in Appendix A. According to

the proof of Proposition 3.2, there exists a polynomial Q(h) = 1 + Oã(h) such that Cp(h) =

C̃p(h)Q(h) + Oã(h
8) holds for each p ∈ Sc∗ . Therefore, we have

h−2
∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)F
ϕ(p) = 6 + Oã(h),

which implies ∥Lhϕ̃− 6∥L∞(Ω◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ(h).

For the boundary case, as an analog of equation (5.4), we have

(5.6)
∥∥∥Lhϕ̃−

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)G
ϕ(ps)

∥∥∥
L∞(∂Ωh)

= Oã,β,γ,ϕ̃(h
6) = Oã,β,γ(h

6),

where Gϕ(ps) is obtained by replacing f̃ and g with −1 and ϕ̃
∣∣
∂Ω

in G(ps). Clearly G(ps) =

Of̃ ,g,ã,β,γ(1), which implies Gϕ(ps) = Oã,β,γ(1). In view of (5.6), we get Lhϕ̃ = Oã,β,γ(1). Hence,
we proved

(5.7) ∥Lhϕ̃− 6∥L∞(Ω◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ(h) and ∥Lhϕ̃∥L∞(∂Ωh) = Oã,β,γ(1).

Define M0 := 1
6µc

∥Lhϕ̃∥L∞(∂Ωh), where the positive constant µc is as in Definition 4.3 and
Proposition 4.4(iii). Then M0 = Oã,β,γ(1) by (5.7). Consider ϕ := 1

6
ϕ̃ +M0 in Ω. Noting that∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) = 0 in item (iii) of Proposition 3.2 for all c∗ ∈ Ω◦

h, we must have

Lhϕ(c
∗) =

1

6
Lhϕ̃(c

∗) +M0Lh1 =
1

6
Lhϕ̃(c

∗)

for all c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h. Now it follows directly from the first identity in (5.7) that

∥Lhϕ− 1∥L∞(Ω◦
h)
=

∥∥∥∥16Lhϕ̃− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω◦

h)

= Oã,β,γ(h).

On the other hand, for every c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh, noting that µc ≤
∑

p∈Sc∗
Cp(h) = Oã,β,γ(1) by Proposi-

tion 4.4, we have

Lhϕ(c
∗) =

1

6
Lhϕ̃+

∑
p∈Sc∗

Cp(h)M0 ⩾ µcM0 −
1

6
∥Lhϕ̃∥L∞(Ω) ⩾ 1.

This proves Lhϕ(c
∗) ⩾ 1 for all c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.1.
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. Recall that ã := − ln a is defined in (2.5). Let ϕ be the auxiliary function
in Lemma 5.3. By ∥Lhϕ − 1∥L∞(Ω◦

h)
= Oã,β,γ(h) and Lhϕ ⩾ 1 on ∂Ωh in Lemma 5.3, there exists

h1 ∈ (0, h0) such that Lhϕ ⩾ 1/2 on Ωh for all 0 < h < h1.
We first prove that the linear operator Lh : L∞(Ωh) → L∞(Ωh), defined in (5.2), must satisfy

(5.8)
∥∥L−1

h

∥∥
L∞(Ωh)

⩽ 2∥ϕ∥L∞(Ω), ∀ 0 < h < h1.

Let wh be any grid function on Ωh and define another grid function

vh := 2Mwϕ+ wh with Mw := ∥Lhwh∥L∞(Ωh).

Then Lhvh = 2MwLhϕ + Lhwh ⩾ Mw + Lhwh ≥ 0 for all 0 < h < h1, due to Lhϕ ⩾ 1/2. By
Theorem 5.2, we must have minΩh

vh ≥ 0. Similarly, consider vh = 2Mwϕ − wh instead. Then
the same argument shows that Lhvh ⩾ 0 and minΩh

vh ≥ 0 holds. Consequently, we proved
2Mwϕ± wh ⩾ 0 on Ωh and hence

∥wh∥L∞(Ωh) ≤ 2Mw∥ϕ∥L∞(Ω) = 2∥ϕ∥L∞(Ω) · ∥Lhwh∥L∞(Ωh), ∀ 0 < h < h1

for all grid functions wh on Ωh. This proves that L−1
h is bounded and satisfies (5.8).

Note that Lhuh = fh. By the consistency in (5.4) and the boundedness of L−1
h in (5.8), we have

∥u− uh∥L∞(Ωh) = ∥L−1
h (Lhu− fh)∥L∞(Ωh) ⩽ ∥L−1

h ∥L∞(Ωh)∥Lhu− fh∥L∞(Ωh) = Oã,β,γ,u(h
6),

where we also used ∥ϕ∥L∞(Ω) = Oã,β,γ(1) in Lemma 5.3. This proves (5.1) for all 0 < h < h1. □

5.2. A high-order approximation of ∇u. In this section, we derive a fifth-order accurate
approximation in the ∞-norm of the gradient ∇u from the numerically approximated solution
uh without solving additional equations. For any stencil centered at c∗ ∈ Ωh with its associated
base point b∗, we perform a local approximation for ∂u(b∗) using the already computed numerical
solution uh from a set of points c∗ + ph, p ∈ Ŝ ⊇ Sc∗ . In this process we do not need to solve
any linear system to obtain the approximated gradient. In the next subsection, we prove that this
gradient approximation exhibits a suboptimal sixth-order superconvergence in the 1-norm.

We first discuss the case when c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h. Note that b∗ = c∗, i.e., the base point b∗ agrees

with the stencil center c∗. To approximate ∇u(b∗), it is sufficient to look at how ∂xu(b
∗) =

1
2
∂
(1,0)
C u(b∗) + 1

2
∂
(0,1)
C u(b∗) is approximated. As an analog of equation (3.1), we look for a set of

real-valued coefficients Cp(h), p ∈ Ŝ such that

(5.9)
∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)u(c
∗ + ph) = h

(
∂
(1,0)
C u(b∗) + ∂

(0,1)
C u(b∗)

)
+
∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)F (p) + Oã,u(h
M+2)

holds, where F (p) is defined in (2.16). This is equivalent to computing

(5.10) ∂xu(b
∗) =

1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)u(c
∗ + ph)− 1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)F (p) + Oã,u(h
M+1).

Since the numerical solution uh satisfies ∥u− uh∥L∞(Ω) = Oã,β,γ,u(h
6) by Theorem 5.1, we obtain

∂xu(b
∗) =

1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)uh(c
∗ + ph)− 1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)F (p) + Oã,β,γ,u(h
min{M+1,5}).

Thus, as long as the stencil Ŝ and the coefficients Cp(h) are known, we can use the right-hand
side of the above identity to approximate ∂xu(b∗) with the accuracy order min(M + 1, 5).
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In the same way as Lemma 3.1, we can prove that the coefficients Cp(h) :=
∑M+1

j=0 cp,jh
j ∈ R

satisfy (5.9) if and only if

(5.11)

∑
p∈Ŝ

Am+n
m,n (p)cp,j = δ(j)

(
δ(m− 1)δ(n) + δ(m)δ(n− 1)

)
−

j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈Ŝ

Am+n+j−k
m,n (p)cp,k,

∀ j = 0, . . . ,M + 1, (m,n) ∈ ΓM+1−j
M+1−j,

and we can take the real and imaginary parts to get a real linear system. If we choose Ŝ = Sc∗ =
[−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2, then the maximum possible M is 3, that is, the original stencil c∗ + ph, p ∈ S
only yields at most fourth-order accurate numerical ∇u. To reach the maximum potential of fifth
order, we can choose Ŝ = S ∪ {(±2, 0), (0,±2)} and consider only the grid points c∗ such that
c∗ + hŜ ⊂ Ωh. In each of these two cases, we present one particular set of coefficients Cp(h)
satisfying equation (5.11) in Appendix B.

Now we consider c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh. Note that b∗ ∈ ∂Ω as in (4.12) and we have an exact formula for
Re(eiθ∂

(1,0)
C u(b∗)) in equation (4.7). Then we can approximate ∇u(b∗) by using Im(eiθ∂

(1,0)
C u(b∗))

according to the identities

∂xu(b
∗) =

cos θ

|z0(t∗)|
d

dt
g̃(t∗) + 2 sin θ Im(eiθ∂

(1,0)
C u(b∗)),

∂yu(b
∗) =

sin θ

|z0(t∗)|
d

dt
g̃(t∗)− 2 cos θ Im(eiθ∂

(1,0)
C u(b∗)).

The way to approximate Im(eiθ∂
(1,0)
C u(b∗)) is the same as the interior case. In summary,

Im(eiθ∂
(1,0)
C u(b∗)) =

1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)uh(c
∗ + ph)− 1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)G(p
s) + Oã,β,γ,u(h

min{M+1,5}),

where G(p) is defined in equation (4.11) and Cp(h) :=
∑M

j=0 cp,jh
j ∈ R satisfies the linear system

−
∑
p∈Sc∗

Am
m(p

s)cp,j = −δ(j)δ(m− 1) +

j−1∑
k=0

∑
p∈Sc∗

Am+j−k
m (ps)cp,k,

∀ j = 0, . . . ,M, m = 1, . . . ,M + 1− j.

We take M = 4 and Ŝ = Sc∗ . Note that the above equation only differs from equation (4.14) on
the right-hand side. According to Section 4.2, this linear system is away from being singular, so
the coefficients Cp(h) always exist and are bounded. Therefore, we can achieve fifth-order accurate
approximation in the ∞-norm of the gradient ∇u from the numerical solution uh.

5.3. Superconvergence of numerical gradient ∇u. Denote the numerical gradient by ∇uh =
(∂xuh, ∂yuh) as we discussed in Section 5.2. Besides, we define

(5.12) ∥vh∥Lq
h(Uh) :=

(
1

#Uh

∑
c∗∈Uh

|vh(c∗)|q∞
)1/q

, 1 ≤ q <∞, ∥vh∥L∞
h (Uh) := sup

c∗∈Uh

|vh(c∗)|∞.

Here Uh is a finite subset of Ω with #Uh elements, vh : Uh → Rn is any grid vector function and
| · |q stands for the ℓq norm of a vector. We shall use the second set of stencil coefficients (denoted
by C(p)) in Appendix B to approximate ∂xu at interior grid points, which satisfies equation (5.10)
with M = 5. Define Ω̂h to be the set of all associated base points b∗ such that c∗ + Ŝh ⊂ Ωh,
where Ŝ = S ∪ {(±2, 0), (0,±2)} is the extended stencil in Section 5.2. Note that we can only
evaluate ∇uh on the set Ω̂h.

The main theorem is stated as follows. We shall first establish some necessary auxiliary results
and then we prove Theorem 5.4 in detail at the end of this subsection.
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Theorem 5.4. Let u be the exact solution to the model problem (1.1), let uh be the numerically
approximated solution by solving the linear system in (5.3), and denote ∇uh, Ω̂h as above. Then

(5.13) ∥∇u−∇uh∥Lq
h(Ω̂h)

= Oã,β,γ,u

(
h5+1/q(log h)max{2/q−1,0}), ∀ 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞.

If Uh ⊆ Ωh, we can define

U◦
h := {c∗ ∈ Uh : c∗ + hS ⊂ Uh}, ∂Uh = Uh\U◦

h .

This aligns with the definition in (1.2). We further define the discrete derivatives as

∂pvh(c
∗) :=

1

|p|2h
(vh(c

∗ + ph)− vh(c
∗)) , p ∈ S̊, ∇hvh(c

∗) := (∂pvh(c
∗))p∈S̊ ,

where vh : Uh → R and c∗ ∈ U◦
h .

Lemma 5.5. For any subset Uh of Ωh, any p ∈ S̊ and any grid functions vh, wh on Ωh, we have

(5.14)
∣∣∣⟨∂pvh, wh⟩L2

h(U
◦
h)
− ⟨vh, ∂−pwh⟩L2

h(U
◦
h)

∣∣∣ ≤M0∥vh∥L∞
h (∂Uh∪∂U◦

h)
∥wh∥L∞

h (∂Uh∪∂U◦
h)
,

where M0 =
#∂Uh+#∂U◦

h

#U◦
h ·|p|2h

. In the case of Uh = Ωh, we have M0 = OΩ(1).

Proof. Let U◦
h∆(U◦

h − ph) be the set of the symmetric difference of the sets U◦
h and U◦

h − ph. Then

⟨∂pvh, wh⟩L2
h(U

◦
h)

=
1

#U◦
h · |p|2h

∑
c∗∈U◦

h

(vh(c
∗ + ph)− vh(c

∗))wh(c
∗)

=
1

#U◦
h · |p|2h

 ∑
c∗∈U◦

h+ph

vh(c
∗)wh(c

∗ − ph)−
∑
c∗∈U◦

h

vh(c
∗)wh(c

∗)


= ⟨vh, ∂−pwh⟩L2

h(U
◦
h)
+

1

#U◦
h · |p|2h

∑
c∗∈U◦

h∆(U◦
h−ph)

σ(c∗)vh(c
∗ + ph)wh(c

∗),

where σ(c∗) = 1 if c∗ ∈ U◦
h\(U◦

h − ph) and σ(c∗) = −1 if c∗ ∈ (U◦
h − ph)\U◦

h . Note that
U◦
h∆(U◦

h − ph) ⊆ ∂Uh ∪ ∂U◦
h , so (5.14) holds with M0 =

#∂Uh+#∂U◦
h

#U◦
h ·|p|2h

. When Uh = Ωh, we have
#∂Ωh, #∂Ω◦

h = OΩ(h) and #Ω◦
h = OΩ(h

2), which imply M0 = OΩ(1). □

Lemma 5.6. Let u be the exact solution to the model problem (1.1), and let uh be the numerically
approximated solution by solving the linear system in (5.3). Then

(5.15) ∥∇h(u−uh)∥L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ,u(h

11/2) and ∥ϕh∇h(u−uh)∥L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ,u(h

6(log h)1/2),

where ϕh(c
∗) = (dist(c∗, ∂Ω) + h)1/2.

Proof. Step 1: In this proof we use a generic constant C to bound any quantity of order Oã,β,γ,u(1).
Take vh = h−6(u − uh). Then Theorem 5.1 implies ∥vh∥L∞

h (Ωh) ≤ C. Moreover, according to
equation (5.4), we have ∥Lhvh∥L∞

h (Ωh) ≤ C. By definition (5.3) of Lh and Proposition 3.2, we have

Lhvh(c
∗) = h−2

∑
p∈S

cp,0vh(c
∗ + ph) + h−1

∑
p∈S

(cp,1 + qcp,0)vh(c
∗ + ph) + Oã,β,γ,u(1)

for c∗ ∈ Ω◦
h and some q = q(c∗) = Oã(1), where the coefficients cp,0 and cp,1 are those given in

Appendix A. Define the operators

Lh,0vh(c
∗) = h−2

∑
p∈S

cp,0vh(c
∗ + ph) and Lh,1vh(c

∗) = h−1
∑
p∈S

(cp,1 + qcp,0)vh(c
∗ + ph),

then

(5.16) ∥Lh,0vh + Lh,1vh∥L∞
h (Ω◦

h)
≤ C.



CONVERGENT SIXTH-ORDER FDMS FOR ELLIPTIC PDES 21

Step 2: (Estimate on Lh,0vh) For p ∈ S̊, denote ωp = 2 if p has a zero component, and ωp = 1
otherwise. One can directly verify that Lh,0 =

∑
p∈S̊ ωp∂−p∂p. Therefore, for any grid function ψh,

we obtain from Lemma 5.5 and the boundedness of vh that

⟨Lh,0vh, ψhvh⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
=
∑
p∈S̊

ωp⟨∂pvh, ∂p(ψhvh)⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
+ Oã,β,γ,u(h

−1)∥ψhvh∥L∞
h (∂Ωh∪∂Ω◦

h)
.

Define the translation operator Tp : vh(c∗) 7→ vh(c
∗ + ph), then ∂p(ψhvh) = ψh∂pvh + Tpvh · ∂pψh.

It follows that

⟨∂pvh, ∂p(ψhvh)⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
= ∥ψ1/2

h ∂pvh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
+ ⟨∂pvh, Tpvh · ∂pψh⟩L2

h(Ω
◦
h)

≥ 1

2
∥ψ1/2

h ∂pvh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
− C∥ψ−1/2

h ∂pψh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
.

Combining last two equations, we obtain
(5.17)

⟨Lh,0vh, ψhvh⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
≥ 1

2
∥ψ1/2

h ∇hvh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
− C∥ψ−1/2

h ∇hψh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
− Ch−1∥ψhvh∥L∞

h (∂Ωh∪∂Ω◦
h)
.

Taking ψh ≡ 1, we immediately obtain

(5.18) ⟨Lh,0vh, vh⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
≥ 1

2
∥∇hvh∥2L2

h(Ω
◦
h)
− Ch−1.

Now we take ψh = ϕ2
h, and it is clear that ∥ψhvh∥L∞

h (∂Ωh∪∂Ω◦
h)

≤ Ch. Note that dist(·, ∂Ω) is
1-Lipschitz continuous. Together with the mean value theorem, we can obtain

ψ−1
h (c∗) · |∇hψh(c

∗)|2∞ ≤ C dist(c∗, ∂Ω)−1.

For n ∈ Z, the number of points in Ω◦
h with 2nh ≤ dist(c∗, ∂Ω) < 2n+1h is bounded by C2−nh−1,

and the number is 0 if n < 0 or n > C log h. Therefore,

∥ψ−1/2
h ∇hψh∥2L2

h(Ω
◦
h)
≤ Ch2 ·

C log h∑
n=0

Ch−2 ≤ C log h.

Substituting into equation (5.17), we finally get

(5.19) ⟨Lh,0vh, ϕhvh⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
≥ 1

2
∥ϕh∇hvh∥2L2

h(Ω
◦
h)
− C log h.

Step 3: (Estimate on Lh,1vh) For p ∈ S̊, denote ω′
p = 4 if p has a zero component, and

ω′
p =

√
2 otherwise. Moreover, we take the quantity ωp from Step 2 and denote ∂∗p to be the

directional derivative of a smooth function in the direction p/|p|2. A direct calculation yields
Lh,1 =

∑
p∈S̊(ωp∂

∗
p ã− qω′

p)∂p. Now, for any grid function ψh, we use the boundedness of ∇ã and
Young’s inequality to obtain

⟨Lh,1vh, ψhvh⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
≤ C⟨∇hvh, ψhvh⟩L2

h(Ω
◦
h)
≤ 1

4
∥ψ1/2

h ∇hvh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
+ C∥ψ1/2

h vh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
.

Either ψh ≡ 1 or ψh = ϕ2
h yields

(5.20) ⟨Lh,1vh, ϕhvh⟩L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
≤ 1

4
∥ψ1/2

h ∇hvh∥2L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
+ C.

Combining equations (5.16) and (5.18) to (5.20), we obtain

∥∇hvh∥L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
≤ Ch−1/2 and ∥ϕh∇hvh∥L2

h(Ω
◦
h)
≤ C(log h)1/2.

This implies (5.15). □

Corollary 5.7. Let u be the exact solution to the model problem (1.1), and let uh be the numerically
approximated solution by solving the linear system in (5.3). Then

(5.21) ∥∇h(u− uh)∥Lq
h(Ω

◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ,u

(
h5+1/q(log h)max{2/q−1,0}), ∀ 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞.
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Proof. Take the function ϕh in Lemma 5.6. Using the same proof as Lemma 5.6, we can show
∥ϕ−1

h ∥L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ,u((log h)

1/2). Thus,

(5.22) ∥∇h(u− uh)∥L1
h(Ω

◦
h)
≤ ∥ϕh∇h(u− uh)∥L2

h(Ω
◦
h)
∥ϕ−1

h ∥L2
h(Ω

◦
h)
= Oã,β,γ,u(h

6 log h).

Combining estimates (5.15), (5.22) and the direct consequence ∥∇h(u− uh)∥L∞
h (Ω◦

h)
= Oã,β,γ,u(h

5)
of (5.1), we can obtain (5.21) by an interpolation of Lq spaces. □

We are now ready to prove the superconvergence stated in Theorem 5.4.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. Considering ∥∇u−∇uh∥L∞
h (Ω̂h)

= Oã,β,γ,u(h
5) and #∂Ωh+#∂Ω◦

h = OΩ(h
−1),

it is sufficient to prove (5.13) with Ω̂h replaced by Ω̂h ∩ (Ω◦
h)

◦. Moreover, due to symmetry, we
only need to prove the convergence for ∂xu− ∂xuh.

At interior grid points, ∂xuh is defined in Section 5.2 by

∂xuh(b
∗) =

1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)uh(c
∗ + ph)− 1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)F (p).

Since equation (5.10) holds with M = 5, we obtain

∂xu(b
∗)− ∂xuh(b

∗) =
1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)(u(c
∗ + ph)− uh(c

∗ + ph)) + Oã,u(h
6).

Writing vh = u− uh and using the explicit value of C(p) in Appendix B we can see that
1

h

∑
p∈Ŝ

Cp(h)vh(c
∗ + ph) =

∑
p∈S̊

ωp∂pvh(c
∗) + Oã(1)∥vh∥L∞(Ωh)

+
1

60
∂(1,0)vh(c

∗ + (1, 0)h)− 1

60
∂(−1,0)vh(c

∗ + (−1, 0)h),

where (ωp)p∈S̊ =
(
− 1

5
√
2
,−17

60
,− 1

5
√
2
, 0, 0, 1

5
√
2
, 17
60
, 1
5
√
2

)
. It follows from Theorem 5.1 that

|∂xu(b∗)− ∂xuh(b
∗)| ≤ O(1)

∑
p∈{(0,0),(−1,0),(1,0)}

|∇hvh(c
∗ + ph))|∞ + Oã,β,γ,u(h

6).

For b∗ = c∗ ∈ Ω̂h ∩ (Ω◦
h)

◦ and p ∈ {(0, 0), (−1, 0), (1, 0)}, we must have c∗ + ph ∈ Ω◦
h. Hence,

∥∂xu− ∂xuh∥Lq
h(Ω̂h∩(Ω◦

h)
◦) = O(1)∥∇hvh∥Lq

h(Ω
◦
h)
+ Oã,β,γ,u(h

6), 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞.

Now the estimates (5.13) is a consequence of Corollary 5.7. □

6. Numerical Experiments

In this section we present several numerical experiments to illustrate the effectiveness of our
proposed scheme and discuss some implementation details of our proposed FDM scheme.

6.1. Evaluation of derivatives using function values. The scheme proposed in this article
requires frequent evaluation of high-order derivatives. In many applications, it is impossible to
obtain an expression of a function. Instead, we can only measure them at certain places. Therefore,
it is essential to have an accurate estimate of the derivatives only using function values.

One way to evaluate the derivatives is the moving least squares method proposed in [12]. Suppose
p∗ ∈ R or R2 is the point at which we would like to evaluate the derivatives of a function F . Let
p1, . . . , pK be a set of points in R or R2. We will approximate the derivatives of F using the
function values F (pk), 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Define a diagonal matrix

D := 2 diag
(
η(|p1 − p∗|), . . . , η(|pK − p∗|)

)
∈ RK×K with η(r) = er

2/h2

.
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For M ′ ∈ N, we denote by ΠM ′ the space of polynomials of total order no more than M ′. Take

qj(p) := (p− p∗)j, 0 ≤ j ≤M ′

to be a basis of ΠM ′ for the 1D case. For the 2D case, we set p∗ = (x∗, y∗), J := 1
2
(M ′+1)(M ′+2)

and take polynomials qj, j = 1, . . . , J to form a basis of ΠM ′ as follows:

qj(x, y) := (x− x∗)m(y − y∗)n, 0 ≤ m+ n ≤M ′ with j =
1

2
(m+ n)(m+ n+ 1) + n+ 1.

Let E := (qj(pk))1≤k≤K, 1≤j≤J ∈ RK×J be a K × J matrix. Then, according to [12], the ω-th
derivative (ω ∈ N or N2) is approximated via the formula

(6.1) F (ω)(p∗) ≈ (F (p1), . . . , F (pK))D
−1E(ETD−1E)−1(q

(ω)
1 (p∗), . . . , q

(ω)
J (p∗))T .

Numerical differentiation is prone to round-off errors, and this is worsened by taking the inverse
of the matrix ETD−1E in (6.1). To mitigate this problem, we try to combine symbolic and
numerical calculation in this process. We make a few simplifications as follows. First, we fix
some integer L ∈ N. Then we set the points {pk : 1 ≤ k ≤ K} by {p∗ + ℓh/L : −L ≤ ℓ ≤ L}
for the 1D case and {p∗ + (ℓ1h/L, ℓ2h/L) : −L ≤ ℓ1, ℓ2 ≤ L} for the 2D case. Now, each
component of the matrix E can be expressed as a monomial of a single variable h, and the vector
(q

(ω)
1 (p∗), . . . , q

(ω)
J (p∗)) is a constant vector with only one nonzero element. Furthermore, we take

the function η ≡ 1
2
. In this case D becomes the identity matrix. Finally, the term

D−1E(ETD−1E)−1(q
(ω)
1 (p∗), . . . , q

(ω)
J (p∗))T

can be symbolically calculated in advance. The evaluation of derivatives (6.1) simply becomes a
direct linear combination of F (pk), 1 ≤ k ≤ K.

For ω ∈ N or N2, let |ω| be the sum of all components of ω. Since we use polynomials of degree
up to M ′ in the moving least squares algorithm, we expect that the approximation of F (ω)(p∗) has
an accuracy order of O(hM

′+1−|ω|). To correspond with equations (2.14) and (4.10), we set M ′ = 7
if the derivative is evaluated at an interior grid point, and M ′ = 5 if the derivative is evaluated
at a point on ∂Ω. In addition, in all numerical examples, we take L = 8 for differentiating 1D
functions and L = 4 for differentiating 2D functions.

6.2. Examples. In this section, we present several numerical examples and compare the results
of the proposed sixth-order FDM with a second and a fourth-order method. We use the same
strategy for constructing the stencil coefficients in lower-order methods, which are summarized in
Appendices A and D. For a boundary grid point c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh, there must exist b∗ ∈ (c∗+[−h, h]2)∩∂Ω
such that the line segment from c∗ to b∗ is horizontal, vertical or ±45◦. We always take such b∗

with smallest ∥b∗−c∗∥. We now discuss our FDM in practical implementation for not sufficiently
small h. Generally, we shall choose stencil points in Sc∗ ⊂ Ωh such that these points are closest
possible to b∗ while maintaining the properties in Propositions 3.2 and 4.4 whenever possible. Due
to relatively large h, if c⃗0 is not admissible as in items (i) and (ii) of Section 4.2, then we normalize
it by ∥c⃗0∥ℓ1 = 1. Moreover, if the matrix A∗

0 is ill-conditioned or its determinant is below a certain
threshold, then we should re-choose the stencil points. These considerations for not sufficiently
small h decrease the errors induced by the Taylor expansion and stabilize the numerical results.

Let u be the exact solution to the model problem (1.1). For the accuracy orders M = 2, 4 or
6, we let u[M ]

h be the numerical solution computed from our proposed M -th order schemes. We
measure the relative numerical errors in the q-norm (i.e., Lq

h norm in (5.12)) by

(6.2) e
[M ]
q,h := ∥u− u

[M ]
h ∥Lq

h(Ωh)/∥u∥Lq(Ω), e
[M ]
∇,q,h := ∥∇u−∇u[M ]

h ∥Lq
h(Ω̂h)

/∥∇u∥Lq(Ω̂h)
.

If the exact solution u is unknown, we take a sufficiently small mesh size href and take the reference
solution u

[M ]
href

in place of the exact solution u. If h is an integer multiple of href, then Ωh ⊆ Ωhref
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and Ω̂h ∩Ω◦
h ⊆ Ω̂href ∩Ω◦

href
, so we can use (6.2) with a slight change of the domain for calculating

errors. We use the following two methods to estimate the convergence order:
(a) We estimate the local convergence order at the grid size h by dividing the errors with grid

sizes 2h and h, and then we take the average with multiple h values.
(b) We perform linear regression on the data (− log10 h,− log10 eh) with multiple h (eh is one

of the errors in (6.2)). The coefficient of the linear part is taken as the convergence order.

6.3. Two numerical examples with known u.

Example 6.1. This example is taken from Section 6.1.2 in [2]. Let Ω = {(x, y) ∈ R2 : ((x −
1)2 + (y − 2)2 − 0.752)((x− 3)2 + (y − 2)2 − 0.752) = 0.3} and a(x, y) = 1. The exact solution u
to the model problem (1.1) is known: u(x, y) = ex+2y. The functions f , g in (1.1) are induced by
u through (1.1). The numerical results are presented in Figure 4 and Tables 3 to 5.
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Figure 4. The numerical errors |u − u
[M ]
h | (first) and |∂xu − ∂xu

[M ]
h | (second) using M = 6 and

h = 1
96 in Example 6.1, and the relative errors e[M ]

2,hj
(third) and e

[M ]
∇,2,hj

(last) with green, blue and
magenta data points representing M = 2, 4, 6, respectively. Here hj =

1
6 × 2−j/12, 0 ≤ j ≤ 60 and

the linear fits are taken from 36 ≤ j ≤ 60. Note the nonlinear scaling on first two plots.

1
h

e
[4]
∞,h e

[6]
∞,h e

[4]
∞,h in [2]

30 1.512E−5 9.216E−6 2.46E−5
60 1.083E−6 5.032E−7 1.63E−6
80 5.436E−7 6.978E−8 5.31E−7

Table 3. A comparison of Example 6.1 between our FDM scheme and the numerical results under
a fourth-order scheme in [2].

Example 6.2. Let Ω ⊂ R2 be the region enclosed by the curve (β(t), γ(t)) with β(t) = (1.4 +

0.4 sin(8t)) cos t and γ(t) = (1.4 + 0.4 sin(8t)) sin t for t ∈ [0, 2π]. Let a(x, y) = arctan
(

x+3
y+2

)
,

u(x, y) = sin(2xe−y), and the functions f and g are induced by u through (1.1). The results are
presented in Figure 5 and Table 6.

6.4. Two numerical examples with unknown u.

Example 6.3. Let Ω = {(x, y) ∈ R2 : 1
2
x2 + y2 < 1}. We set

a(x, y) = e−x2−y2 , f(x, y) = 1, and g(t) = cos(5 cos(t)).

The exact solution u is unknown. We take href = 1
240

and plot the reference solution u
[6]
href

in
Figure 6. The numerical results are presented in Figure 6 and Table 7.
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1
h

e
[6]
∞,h ord∞ ord2 e

[4]
∞,h ord∞ ord2 e

[2]
∞,h ord∞ ord2

12 3.139E−3 6.201E−4 3.232E−2
24 5.312E−5 5.89 6.47 3.992E−5 3.96 4.12 9.584E−3 1.75 1.85
48 9.523E−7 5.80 5.87 2.931E−6 3.77 4.03 2.755E−3 1.80 1.96
96 4.839E−8 4.30 5.19 1.860E−7 3.98 4.02 7.180E−4 1.94 1.95
192 6.327E−10 6.26 6.40 1.155E−8 4.01 4.01 1.879E−4 1.93 2.00

Average 5.56 5.98 3.93 4.05 1.86 1.94
Linear fit 5.18 5.56 3.96 3.97 1.89 1.94

M = 6 M = 4 M = 2

Table 4. Convergence order estimates for approximated gradient uh in Example 6.1. ordq indi-
cates the estimate of convergence order using q-norm. The linear fits are performed in the same
way as Figure 4.

1
h

e
[6]
∇,∞,h order e

[6]
∇,2,h order e

[6]
∇,1,h order

12 1.493E−1 1.905E−2 1.792E−3
24 1.978E−3 6.24 1.390E−4 7.10 1.101E−5 7.35
48 1.067E−4 4.21 3.949E−6 5.13 1.979E−7 5.80
96 7.108E−6 3.91 1.109E−7 5.15 4.449E−9 5.47
192 1.911E−7 5.22 1.878E−9 5.88 5.538E−11 6.33

Average 4.89 5.82 6.24
Linear fit 4.54 5.32 5.69

Table 5. Convergence order estimates for ∇uh with M = 6 in Example 6.1. The linear fits are
performed in the same way as Figure 4.

-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0

1.0 1.5 2.0

2

4

6

8

1.0 1.5 2.0

-4

-2

2

4

6

Figure 5. The numerical solution u
[M ]
h (first) and the error |u− u

[M ]
h | (second) with M = 6 and

h = 1
96 in Example 6.2, and the relative errors e

[M ]
2,hj

(third) and e
[M ]
∇,2,hj

(last). Green, blue and
magenta data points represent the errors from M = 2, 4 and 6 respectively, and solid data points
indicate the use of random boundary stencils. Here hj =

1
6 × 2−j/12, 0 ≤ j ≤ 60 and the linear fit

is taken from 30 ≤ j ≤ 60.

Example 6.4. Let Ω ⊂ R2 be the region between the curves (βin, γin) and (βout, γout), where

βout(t) = 1.5 cos t, γout(t) = sin t− cos2 t,

βin(t) = 0.3 cos t+ 0.5, γin(t) = 0.3 sin t.

and g
∣∣
∂Ωout(t) = esin(2t+1), g

∣∣
∂Ωin(t) = 1− cos t, and

a(x, y) = sin(4xy) + 1.5, f(x, y) = sin(0.5 + x+ x2 − 2y2).
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1
h

e
[6]
∞,h order e

[6]
2,h order e

[6]
∇,∞,h order e

[6]
∇,1,h order

12 6.428E+0 3.067E−1 1.582E+2 9.493E−1
24 1.054E−1 5.93 3.713E−3 6.37 6.918E−1 7.84 3.271E−3 8.28
48 2.745E−3 5.26 7.121E−5 5.70 5.921E−2 3.55 6.648E−5 5.62
96 1.782E−4 3.95 2.394E−6 4.89 2.598E−3 4.51 1.604E−6 5.37
192 1.578E−6 6.82 1.747E−8 7.10 1.704E−4 3.93 1.652E−8 6.60

Average 5.49 6.02 4.96 6.44
Linear fit 5.25 5.92 4.57 5.98

Table 6. Convergence order estimates with M = 6 in Example 6.2. The linear fits are performed
in the same way as Figure 5.
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Figure 6. The reference solution u
[M ]
href

with M = 6 and href =
1

240 (first), the error |u[M ]
href

− u
[M ]
h |

with M = 6 and h = 1
120 (second), and the relative errors e

[M ]
2,hj

(third) and e
[M ]
∇,2,hj

(last) in
Example 6.3. Here hj = j · href, 2 ≤ j ≤ 40 and the linear fits are taken from 2 ≤ j ≤ 12.

1
h

e
[6]
∇,∞,h ord∞ ord1 e

[4]
∇,∞,h ord∞ ord1 e

[2]
∇,∞,h ord∞ ord1

15 2.246E−5 1.104E−3 4.717E−2
30 6.388E−7 5.14 5.95 1.060E−4 3.38 3.96 2.733E−2 0.79 1.72
60 1.758E−8 5.18 5.82 1.543E−5 2.78 3.80 1.616E−2 0.76 1.57
120 9.826E−10 4.16 6.01 1.841E−6 3.07 4.05 8.951E−3 0.85 2.13

Average 4.83 5.93 3.08 3.94 0.80 1.81
Linear fit 4.76 5.82 2.92 3.81 0.78 1.79

M = 6 M = 4 M = 2

Table 7. Convergence order estimates for uh in Example 6.3. ordq indicates the estimate of
convergence order using q-norm. The linear fits are performed in the same way as Figure 6.

The exact solution u is unknown. We take href = 1
240

and plot the reference solution u
[6]
href

in
Figure 7. The results are presented in Figure 7 and Table 8.

Remark 6.5. As we can see from Section 4, the position of the tangent line plays a fundamental
role in the construction of the scheme. We can expect that the numerical solution will deviate
from the exact solution if the tangent line does not align well with the boundary ∂Ω. This happens
when the grid size is not small enough, or the boundary has a large curvature at some point, which
can be seen from the examples above.
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Figure 7. The reference solution u
[M ]
href

with M = 6 and href =
1

240 (first), the error |u[M ]
href

− u
[M ]
h |

with M = 6 and h = 1
120 (second), and the relative errors e

[M ]
2,hj

(third) and e
[M ]
∇,2,hj

(last) in
Example 6.4. The grid size hj and the linear fitting procedure are the same as Figure 6.

1
h

e
[6]
∞,h order e

[6]
2,h order e

[6]
∇,∞,h order e

[6]
∇,1,h order

15 2.714E−3 3.558E−4 1.435E−3 5.035E−4
30 1.572E−4 4.11 1.107E−5 5.01 3.736E−4 1.94 1.630E−5 4.95
60 3.009E−6 5.71 1.201E−7 6.53 1.312E−5 4.83 2.792E−7 5.87
120 3.177E−8 6.57 1.691E−9 6.15 2.666E−7 5.62 5.284E−9 5.72

Average 5.46 5.89 4.13 5.51
Linear fit 5.31 5.90 4.16 5.47

Table 8. Convergence order estimates with M = 6 in Example 6.4. The linear fits are performed
in the same way as Figure 6.

7. Conclusion and Discussion

In this article, we proposed a compact 9-point finite difference method and proved its sixth-order
convergence using the discrete maximum principle. Additionally, we derive a gradient approxi-
mation ∇u directly from uh without solving auxiliary equations such that it achieves a supercon-
vergence of O(h5+1/q(log h)max{2/q−1,0}) under the q-norm. The proposed scheme is also efficient
in that each stencil near the boundary utilizes no more than 8 points and generally has only 6
stencil configurations. The stencil coefficients of the scheme can be efficiently obtained either by
the analytic expression given in the Appendices or by solving some small linear systems. More-
over, all the derivatives involved can be suitably approximated using function values only. The
effectiveness of the method is confirmed by various numerical examples.

Our method can be easily generalized to the convection-diffusion equation, that is,{
−∇ · (a∇u) + b · ∇u = f in Ω,

u = g on ∂Ω.

As an analog of equation (2.5), the above equation is equivalent to

∆u =

(
∇ã+ b

a

)
· ∇u+ f̃ with ã := − ln a, f̃ := −f

a
,

which has no essential difference from the pure diffusion case. We believe that the same strategy
can also be applied to the equation −∇ · (a∇u) + b · ∇u + cu = f with c ≥ 0. Moreover,
instead of the Dirichlet boundary condition u = g on ∂Ω, the techniques developed in Section 4
can be extended to the Robin (or Neumann) boundary condition ∂u

∂n
+ αu = g on ∂Ω, where n

is the outward unit normal vector and a, g are smooth functions on ∂Ω. In this case, the left-
hand side of equation (4.14) becomes

∑
p∈Sc∗

2
m!

Re
(
(pr + ipi)e

−iθ
)m

cp,j for j = 0, . . . ,M − 1 and
m = 1, . . . ,M−j. Moreover, the proof of convergence for the case of Robin or Neumann boundary
condition needs to be modified accordingly. We shall address these issues elsewhere.
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Appendix A. Examples of Explicitly Presented Interior Stencil Coefficients

Recall that the reference stencil S = [−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2 is ordered in (3.4). For M = 6, we now
present one possible particular real-valued solution to Aj c⃗j = b⃗j for j = 0, . . . , 7 satisfying items
(i) and (iii) of Proposition 3.2, whose general nontrivial solutions have 24 free parameters. For
simplicity of presentation, we shall use the notation ã(m,n) := ∂(m,n)ã(b∗). Moreover, we introduce
an operator ⋆ : ã(m,n) 7→ ã(n,m) which preserves addition, multiplication and scalar multiplication.

c⃗0 = [−1,−4,−1,−4, 20,−4,−1,−4,−1];

c⃗1 =
[
− 1

2 (ã
(0,1) + ã(1,0)), −2ã(1,0), 1

2 (ã
(0,1) − ã(1,0)), −2ã(0,1), 0, 2ã(0,1), 1

2 (−ã(0,1) + ã(1,0)), 2ã(1,0), 1
2 (ã

(0,1) + ã(1,0))
]
;

c⃗2 = [d2 + d3, d1 − d3, −d2 + d3, −d1 − d3, 0, −d1 − d3, −d2 + d3, d1 − d3, d2 + d3] , where

d1 :=
1

2
(ã(2,0) − ã(0,2)) +

3

4
([ã(1,0)]2 − [ã(0,1)]2), d2 :=

1

2
ã(1,1) +

3

4
ã(1,0)ã(0,1),

d3 :=
2

25
(ã(2,0) + ã(0,2)) +

3

25
([ã(1,0)]2 + [ã(0,1)]2);

c⃗3 = [d4 + d⋆4, d5, d4 − d⋆4, d
⋆
5, 0, −d⋆5, −d4 + d⋆4, −d5, −d4 − d⋆4] , where

d4 :=
1

600

(
13[ã(1,0)]3 − 12ã(1,0)[ã(0,1)]2 + 24ã(1,0)ã(0,2) − 11ã(2,0)ã(1,0) + 115ã(1,1)ã(0,1) − 115ã(1,2) − 15ã(3,0)

)
,

d5 :=
1

600

(
37[ã(1,0)]3 + 87ã(1,0)[ã(0,1)]2 − 174ã(1,0)ã(0,2) + 46ã(2,0)ã(1,0) − 80ã(1,1)ã(0,1) + 80ã(1,2) − 120ã(3,0)

)
;

c⃗4 = [d6 + d⋆6, d7 − d⋆7, −d6 − d⋆6, −d7 + d⋆7, 0, −d7 + d⋆7, −d6 − d⋆6, d7 − d⋆7, d6 + d⋆6] , where

d6 :=
1

1200

(
13[ã(1,0)]3ã(0,1) − 15ã(3,0)ã(0,1) − 11ã(2,0)ã(1,0)ã(0,1) − 11[ã(1,0)]2ã(1,1) − 8ã(2,0)ã(1,1)

+ 60ã(3,1) − 75ã(2,1)ã(1,0)
)
,

d7 :=
1

2400

(
31[ã(1,0)]4 − 104[ã(1,0)]2ã(2,0) − 100ã(3,0)ã(1,0) + 60ã(1,0)ã(1,2) + 44[ã(2,0)]2 + 80ã(4,0)

)
;

c⃗5 = [0, d8, 0, d
⋆
8, 0, −d⋆8, 0, −d8, 0] , where

d8 :=
1

4800

(
22[ã(0,1)]2ã(1,2) − 31([ã(0,1)]4 + [ã(1,0)]4)ã(1,0) − 40(ã(1,4) + ã(0,3)ã(1,1) + ã(5,0))

+ 42([ã(0,1)]2ã(1,0)ã(2,0) + [ã(1,0)]3ã(2,0) − [ã(0,1)]2[ã(1,0)]3 + [ã(0,1)]2ã(3,0))− 62[ã(0,1)]3ã(1,1)

+ 44(ã(0,1)ã(1,1)ã(2,0) − ã(1,2)ã(2,0) − ã(0,2)ã(1,2) − [ã(0,2)]2ã(1,0)) + 80(ã(0,1)ã(1,3) − ã(0,4)ã(1,0))

+ 84(ã(0,2)[ã(1,0)]3 − ã(0,2)ã(1,0)ã(2,0) − ã(0,2)ã(3,0) − ã(2,0)ã(3,0)) + 100(ã(0,3) + ã(2,1))ã(0,1)ã(1,0)

+ 104[ã(0,1)]2ã(0,2)ã(1,0) + 120ã(1,0)[ã(2,0)]2 + 122[ã(1,0)]2ã(3,0) + 160(−ã(1,0)ã(2,2) + ã(0,1)ã(3,1) − ã(3,2))

+ 164ã(0,1)ã(0,2)ã(1,1) − 242ã(0,1)[ã(1,0)]2ã(1,1) + 280ã(1,0)[ã(1,1)]2 + 302[ã(1,0)]2ã(1,2) + 360ã(1,1)ã(2,1)
)
;

c⃗6 = c⃗7 = 0.

For a fourth-order scheme with M = 4, a particular solution satisfying items (i) and (iii) of
proposition 3.2 with M = 4 is given by: c⃗0, c⃗1 are the same as the case M = 6, c⃗4 = c⃗5 = 0 and

c⃗2 = [d1, d2, −d1, −d2, 0, −d2, −d1, d2, d1] , where

d1 :=
1

2
ã(1,1) − 1

4
ã(1,0)ã(0,1), d2 :=

1

2
ã(2,0) − 1

2
ã(0,2) − 1

4
[ã(1,0)]2 +

1

4
[ã(0,1)]2;

c⃗3 = [0, d3, 0, d
⋆
3, 0, −d⋆3, 0, −d3, 0] , where

d3 :=
1

8

(
([ã(1,0)]2 + [ã(0,1)]2 − 2ã(0,2) − 2ã(1,1))ã(1,0) + ([ã(1,0)]2 − 2ã(1,1))ã(0,1) − 2ã(1,2) − 2ã(3,0)

)
.

For a second-order scheme with M = 2, a particular solution satisfying items (i) and (iii) of
proposition 3.2 with M = 2 is given by c⃗2 = c⃗3 = 0 and

c⃗0 = [0,−1, 0,−1, 4,−1, 0,−1, 0];

c⃗1 = [0, −1
2
ã(1,0), 0, −1

2
ã(0,1), 0, 1

2
ã(0,1), 0, 1

2
ã(1,0), 0].
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Appendix B. Stencil Coefficients for Approximating ∂xu at Interior Grid Points

Here we present one possible particular real-valued solution to the linear system (5.11) for
approximating ∂xu. We discuss two cases: Ŝ = S = [−1, 1]2 ∩ Z2 with M = 3 (fourth-order), and
Ŝ = S ∪ {(±2, 0), (0,±2)} with M = 4 (fifth-order). We use the same convention and notation
as in Appendix A. For M = 4, the ordering of the set Ŝ is given by the ordering of S in (3.4)
followed by (−2, 0), (0,−2), (0, 2), (2, 0).

A fourth-order approximation of ux from numerical uh using the original reference stencil S is

c⃗0 =
[
− 1

12
, −1

3
, − 1

12
, 0, 0, 0, 1

12
, 1

3
, 1

12

]
;

c⃗1 =
1

24
[2ã(1,0) − ã(0,1), −4ã(1,0), 2ã(1,0) + ã(0,1), 0, 0, 0, 2ã(1,0) + ã(0,1), −4ã(1,0), 2ã(1,0) − ã(0,1)];

c⃗2 = [d1 + d2, 0, d1 − d2, 0, 0, 0, −d1 + d2, 0, −d1 − d2], where

d1 =
1

24
([ã(1,0)]2 + ã(2,0)), d2 =

1

24
(ã(1,1) + ã(1,0)ã(0,1));

c⃗3 = c⃗4 = 0.

A fifth-order approximation of ux using the extended reference stencil S ∪ {(±2, 0), (0,±2)} is
c⃗0 =

[
− 1

10 , −
4
15 , −

1
10 , 0, 0, 0,

1
10 ,

4
15 ,

1
10 ,−

1
60 , 0, 0,

1
60

]
;

c⃗1 =
1

40
[−ã(1,0) − 2ã(0,1), −8ã(1,0), −ã(1,0) + 2ã(0,1), 0, 20ã(1,0), 0,

− ã(1,0) + 2ã(0,1), −8ã(1,0), −ã(1,0) − 2ã(0,1), 0, 0, 0, 0];

c⃗2 = [d1 + d2, d3, d1 − d2, 0, 0, 0, −d1 + d2, −d3, −d1 − d2, 0, 0, 0, 0], where

d1 =
1

240

(
− [ã(1,0)]2 − 2[ã(0,1)]2 + 4ã(0,2)

)
, d2 =

1

80

(
4ã(1,1) − ã(1,0)ã(0,1)

)
,

d3 =
1

60

(
[ã(0,1)]2 − [ã(1,0)]2 + 6ã(2,0) − 2ã(0,2)

)
;

c⃗3 = [d4 + d5, d6, d4 − d5, 0, 0, 0, d4 − d5, d6, d4 + d5, 0, 0, 0, 0], where

d4 =
1

480

(
− [ã(0,1)]2ã(1,0) + 2ã(0,2)ã(1,0) + [ã(1,0)]3 + 4ã(0,1)ã(1,1) − 4ã(1,2) + 2ã(1,0)ã(2,0) + 12ã(3,0)

)
,

d5 =
1

480

(
ã(0,1)(2ã(0,2) − [ã(1,0)]2)− 2(ã(0,3) − 2ã(1,0)ã(1,1) + 5ã(2,1))

)
,

d6 =
1

240

(
[ã(0,1)]2ã(1,0) − 2ã(0,2)ã(1,0) − [ã(1,0)]3 − 4ã(0,1)ã(1,1) + 4ã(1,2) − 2ã(1,0)ã(2,0) − 12ã(3,0)

)
;

c⃗4 = [d7 + d8, 0, d7 − d8, 0, 0, 0, −d7 + d8, 0, −d7 − d8, 0, 0, 0, 0], where

d7 =
1

960

(
[ã(1,0)]4 + 3[ã(1,0)]2ã(2,0) + ã(1,0)(−3ã(0,1)ã(1,1) + 3ã(1,2) + 11ã(3,0))

+ 4(−[ã(1,1)]2 + [ã(2,0)]2 − ã(0,1)ã(2,1) + ã(2,2) + ã(4,0))
)
,

d8 =
1

960

(
− ã(0,3)ã(1,0) − 4[ã(0,1)]2ã(1,1) − 4ã(0,2)ã(1,1) + [ã(1,0)]2ã(1,1) + 4ã(1,3) + 4ã(1,1)ã(2,0)

− ã(1,0)ã(2,1) + ã(0,1)(ã(0,2)ã(1,0) + [ã(1,0)]3 + 2ã(1,0)ã(2,0) + 12ã(3,0)) + 4ã(3,1)
)
;

c⃗5 = 0.

The above stencil coefficients together with c⃗6 = 0 satisfies the linear system (5.11) with M = 5.

Appendix C. Existence of Admissible Solutions c⃗0 to A∗
0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 Given in

Section 4.2

In this section, we verify our claim in Section 4.2 that when h is small enough, we can obtain
a unique stable admissible zeroth-order solution c⃗0 from A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 satisfying all the conditions in
Definition 4.3. Note that A∗

0 depends on the stencil Sc∗ , the base point b∗ and the tangent angle
θ. However, when we discussed the construction of the stencil Sc∗ , we only considered the position
of the directed tangent line Lb∗ and did not care about the exact location of the base point b∗ on
the line. This is due to the following result, which states that as long as the augmented data A∗

0;k



30 BIN HAN AND JIWOON SIM

and b⃗∗0(k) for k = 1, . . . ,#Sc∗ − 5 in (4.16) only depends on the position of Lb∗ , then so does the
solution c⃗0 to the augmented linear system A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0. In other words, if there are two identical
stencils c∗1 + hSc∗1

and c∗2 + hSc∗2
with (possibly different) base points b∗

1, b∗
2 such that Lb∗

1
= Lb∗

2
,

then the corresponding solutions c⃗0 must be the same.

Proposition C.1. Let M ∈ N, L be a straight line in R2 with direction angle θ ∈ (−π, π],
c∗ ∈ R2, and Sc∗ be a finite set of R2 with #Sc∗ ≥ M + 1. For any point b∗ on L, define
ps = (psr, p

s
i ) = p+ (c∗ − b∗)/h for p ∈ Sc∗ and an associated matrix A0 by

A0 =
(
2 Im

(
(psr + ipsi )e

−iθ
)m)

1≤m≤M+1, p∈Sc∗
.

Let b⃗0 = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ RM+1. Now we augment the linear system A0c⃗0 = b⃗0 into a square linear
system A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 as in equation (4.16). If the augmented data A∗
0;k and b⃗∗0(k) in (4.16) for

k = 1, . . . ,#Sc∗ −M − 1 do not depend on the choice of b∗ ∈ L, then the same is true for the
solution c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary base point b̃∗ ∈ L and define its associated matrix

Ã0 :=
(
2 Im

(
(p̃r + ip̃i)e

−iθ
)m)

1≤m≤M+1, p∈Sc∗
with p̃ = (p̃r, p̃i) := p+ (c∗ − b̃∗)/h.

Because both b∗ and b̃∗ lie on the line L with the tangent angle θ, we must have b∗ = b̃∗ + eiθr
with r = |b̃∗ − b∗| or r = −|b̃∗ − b∗| depending on whether the vector from b∗ to b̃∗ agrees
with the selected direction of L. Consequently, for any p ∈ R2, p̃r + ip̃i = (psr + ipsi ) + eiθrh−1.
Therefore, noting that Im((p̃r + ip̃i)e

−iθ)m = Im((ps + ips) + rh−1)m, we conclude that Ã0 = BA0

with B := (
(
m
n

)
(r/h)m−n)1⩽m,n⩽M+1, where

(
m
n

)
:= 0 for m < n and

(
m
n

)
:= m!

n!(m−n)!
for m ⩾ n.

Because B is a lower triangular square matrix with unit diagonal, B is invertible. Due to b⃗0 = 0
and Ã0 = BA0, we conclude that Ã0c⃗0 = 0 is equivalent to A0c⃗0 = 0, sharing the same solution
space of c⃗0. Because the augmented linear equations are independent of the choice of b̃∗ ∈ L, we
conclude that the solution c⃗0 to Ã∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 is independent of the choice of b̃∗ ∈ L. □

The above result shows that the choice of the stencil Sc∗ and the property of the matrix A∗
0 are

only related to the local geometry of the grid hZ2, the region Ω and the tangent line Lb∗ near
c∗. To study the admissibility of the zeroth-order coefficients c⃗0 = {cp,0}p∈Sc∗ , we will not perform
analysis for the specific stencil c∗ + hSc∗ and tangent line Lb∗ at a boundary grid point c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh;
instead, we consider a point c∗ and a generic line L tangent to ∂Ω satisfying

(C.1) c∗ + [−h, h]2 ∩ Ω ̸= ∅, c∗ + [−h, h]2 ∩ L ̸= ∅,
and we construct the stencil c∗ + hSc∗ according to Section 4.2. The conditions in (C.1) are
naturally satisfied under the specific construction of c∗ ∈ ∂Ωh and L = Lb∗ .

The position of a directed line L with direction angle θL ∈ (−π, π], relative to the point c∗, can
be described with two parameters τ and d as follows:

(C.2) τ =

{
tan θL, k = 1, 2, 5,

tan(θL − π
4
), k = 3, 4, 6,

and d =

{
1
h
|
−→
AC|, k = 1, 2, 5,
1√
2h
|
−→
AC|, k = 3, 4, 6.

Here 1 ≤ k ≤ 6 is the type of the stencil c∗ + hSc∗ , A = c∗, and the point C is shown in Figures 2
and 3. Under the assumption (c∗ + hSc∗) ∩HL ⊂ Ω, where HL is the open half plane to the left
of L, we denote the parameter space of the pair (τ, d) for stencil type k as Pk(0). We list the
parameter space in the second column of Table 9. Note that Pk(0) does not depend on h, and in
the set P2(0), we purposefully included the case where c∗+ph /∈ HL for p = (−1,−1) and (0,−1).
Lifting the assumption (c∗ + hSc∗) ∩HL ⊂ Ω, we denote the parameter space as Pk(h). We aim
to show that when h is sufficiently small, then Pk(h) is “close enough” to Pk(0). If this is true, by
verifying that the solution c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 is admissible for all parameters (τ, d) in a set slightly
larger than Pk(0), then c⃗0 is admissible for all parameters (τ, d) ∈ Pk(h) for sufficiently small h. In
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particular, for the specific grid Ωh and the boundary stencils on it, the solution c⃗0 to A∗
0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 is

admissible as in Definition 4.3 if we set the grid size sufficiently small. The same argument holds
for the existence, uniqueness and numerical stability of the solution c⃗0.

Stencil type Pk(0) Pk(∞)

1

2

3

4

5 ∅

6 ∅

τ ∈ [0, 1)
d ∈ (0,max{τ, 1− τ}]

τ ∈ R
d ∈ (0,∞)

τ ∈ (−1, 1)
d ∈ (|τ |, 1]

τ ∈ R
d ∈ (|τ |,∞)

τ ∈ (−1
3
, 1
3
)

d ∈
(
|τ |, 1

2
(1− |τ |)

] τ ∈ R
d ∈ (|τ |,∞)

τ ∈ (−1, 1)
d ∈

(
1
2
(1 + |τ |), 1

] τ ∈ (−1, 1)
d ∈

(
1
2
(1 + |τ |), 1

]
τ ∈ R

d ∈ (0,∞)

τ ∈ R
d ∈ (0,∞)

Table 9. Parameter space Pk(0) under the assumption (c∗ + hSc∗) ∩ HL ⊂ Ω, and the largest
parameter space Pk(∞) ⊇

⋃
h>0 Pk(h). The definitions of τ and d are given in (C.2).

To begin with, we denote Pk(0) to be the usual closure of Pk(0) for 1 ≤ k ≤ 4, and to be the
set {τ = d = 0} for k = 5, 6. We also take a set Pk(∞) ⊇

⋃
h>0Pk(h) and present it in the third

column of Table 9. According to the last condition in (C.1), τ does not take ∞ and the infimum
of d is the same as in Pk(0). Otherwise, the stencil will not follow the designated stencil type
as certain grid points fall outside of HL. Due to the same condition, for stencil type 4 we have
c∗ + (1,−1)h /∈ HL. We can therefore set P4(∞) = P4(0).

We adopt a topological approach. Observe that the set of directed lines forms a topological
manifold M homeomorphic to S × R, where S is the unit circle. This manifold has an atlas
{(ϕkj,Mkj,R2)}1≤k≤6, 1≤j≤Jk given by the definitions below.

• ϕk is the map L 7→ (τ, hd) given by (C.2) for stencil type k, except that point A = (0, 0).
• Through rotation and flipping, one can transform one type of stencil into another type not

listed in Figures 1 and 3. For stencil type k, Jk is defined to be the number of different
types of stencils through such transformation.

• A stencil transformed from type k can be obtained from applying a linear transform Tkj to
the original type-k stencil. Now we set the map ϕkj to be ϕk ◦ T−1

kj . We also set Tk1 = I2,
the identity map on R2.

• Mkj := ϕ−1
kj (R2) is an open subset of M.

In addition, for any L ∈ M, define
(C.3) ψL : R2 → R, (x, y) 7→ ((x, y)− b∗

L) · (sin θL,− cos θL),

where the point b∗
L ∈ L. The function ψL represents the coordinate of a point (x, y) normal to

the direction of L, and its definition does not depend on the choice of b∗
L. Moreover, ψL(p) < 0 if

and only if p ∈ HL. Now, M can be embedded into R9, given by the mapping
Ψ : L ∈ M 7→ (ψL(p))p∈S ∈ R9,

where S = [−1, 1]2∩Z2 with its usual ordering given in (3.4). This embedding Ψ is used exactly as
the criteria to classify the cases of the grid points within HL. For k ̸= 2, Ψ ◦ ϕkj(Pk(0)) is merely
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the intersection of Φ(M) and the product of several intervals of R≤ := (−∞, 0] or R≥ := [0,∞)
in a certain order. For example,

Ψ ◦ ϕ11(P1(0)) = Φ(M) ∩
∏

ℓ∈{1,4,7,8}

R(ℓ)
≥ ×

∏
ℓ∈{2,3,5,6,9}

R(ℓ)
≤ ,(C.4)

Ψ ◦ ϕ61(P6(0)) = Φ(M) ∩
∏

ℓ∈{1,4,7,8,9}

R(ℓ)
≥ ×

∏
ℓ∈{2,3,5,6}

R(ℓ)
≤ ,

where the superscript (ℓ) indicates that the ℓ-th component of Ψ(L) belong to that interval. When
k = 2, the set Ψ ◦ ϕ21(P2(0)) is given by

Φ(M) ∩
∏

ℓ∈{2,3,5,6,8,9}

R(ℓ)
≤ ×

(
R(1)

≥ × R(4)
≥ × R(7)

≥ ∪ R(1)
≤ × R(4)

≥ × R(7)
≥ ∪ R(1)

≥ × R(4)
≥ × R(7)

≤

)
.

Now we formulate and prove the result that Pk(h) approaches Pk(0).

Lemma C.2. Define the sets Pk(0), Pk(h) and Pk(∞) as above. Then for any 1 ≤ k ≤ 6 and any
open set P ⊇ Pk(0), there exists h∗ = Oβ,γ(1) such that Pk(h) ⊆ P ∩ Pk(∞) for all 0 < h < h∗.

Proof. Fix 1 ≤ k ≤ 6. It is enough to prove that Pk(h) ⊆ P when h is small enough. This is
equivalent to

(C.5) Ψ(M)\Ψ ◦ ϕk1(P) ⊆ Ψ(M)\Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(h)),

when h is small enough.
Since P is an open set containing Pk(0), the boundaries of these sets have a positive L∞ distance.

It follows that the boundaries of Ψ ◦ ϕk1(P) and Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(0)) have a positive L∞ distance as
well, which means that

Ψ ◦ ϕk1(P) ⊇
{
ξ ∈ Ψ(M) : ∥ξ − η∥∞ < ϵ0 for some η ∈ Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(0))

}
.

for some ϵ0 > 0. This implies

Ψ(M0)\Ψ ◦ ϕk1(P) ⊆
{
ξ ∈ Ψ(M0) : ∥ξ − η∥∞ ≥ ϵ0 for all η ∈ Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(0))

}
,

where M0 is the set of all directed lines L so that L ∩ [−1, 1]2 ̸= ∅. Hence, to prove (C.5), we
only need to prove the following statement: given ξ ∈ Ψ(M0) such that ∥ξ − η∥∞ ≥ ϵ0 for all η ∈
Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(0)), we have ξ /∈ Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(h)).

For any tangent line L∗ on ∂Ω, let b∗
L be the tangent point of L∗. Let s ∈ [−1, 1]2 and

set c∗ = b∗
L + hs, then c∗ and L∗ satisfy the conditions in (C.1). If we fix L∗ and s, then

L := (L∗ − c∗)/h ∈ M is independent of h > 0. The set of lines L obtained from all possible
tangent lines L∗ and s is identical to M0.

Let ξ ∈ Ψ(M0) such that ∥ξ − η∥∞ ≥ ϵ0 for all η ∈ Ψ ◦ ϕk1(Pk(0)). From the above discussion,
there exists a tangent line L∗ and s ∈ [−1, 1]2 such that ξ = Ψ(L). We can find h1 = Oβ,γ(1) > 0,
so that (c∗ + [−h, h]2) ∩ ∂Ω ̸= ∅ consists of a single segment of curve when 0 < h < h1. In other
words,

(β, γ)−1
(
(c∗ + [−h, h]2) ∩ ∂Ω

)
= [t1(h), t2(h)]

for some t1(h) ≤ t2(h). Since (β, γ) is a smooth curve, we have t2(h) − t1(h) = Oβ,γ(h). By
Taylor expansion at the tangent point b∗

L, we can obtain ψL∗(x′, y′) = Oβ,γ(h
2) for any point

(x′, y′) = (β(t′), γ(t′)) on this segment of curve. Hence, there exists h2 = Oβ,γ(1) ∈ (0, h1), so that

(C.6) max
t′∈[t1(h),t2(h)]

|ψL∗(β(t′), γ(t′))| ≤ 1

2
ϵ0h, ∀0 < h < h2.

This implies that, when 0 < h < h2, any point (x′, y′) ∈ c∗ + [−h, h]2 such that ψL∗(x′, y′) > 1
2
ϵ0h

is outside the region Ω.
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In the remaining proof, we suppose k = 1. The same method applies for all 1 ≤ k ≤ 6. Since
ξ = (ξℓ)1≤ℓ≤9 = Ψ(L) satisfies ∥ξ − η∥∞ ≥ ϵ0 for all η ∈ Ψ ◦ ϕ11(P1(0)), from equation (C.4) we
know that there exists an index 1 ≤ ℓ0 ≤ 9 so that

ξℓ0

{
≥ ϵ0, if ℓ0 ∈ {1, 4, 7, 8},
≤ −ϵ0, if ℓ0 ∈ {2, 3, 5, 6, 9}.

From the definition of Ψ, we know that ξℓ0 = ψL(p) for the ℓ0-th element p ∈ S. Since L =
(L∗ − c∗)/h, we obtain ψL∗(c∗ + ph) = hψL(p). It follows that sgn(ξℓ0)ψL∗(c∗ + ph) ≥ ϵ0h.

If ℓ0 ∈ {2, 3, 5, 6, 9}, then the stencil point c∗ + ph is in HL∗ , which shows that this stencil
will not be of type 1. If ℓ0 ∈ {1, 4, 7, 8}, then ψL∗(c∗ + ph) ≥ ϵ0h. Together with the fact that
c∗+ph ∈ c∗+[−h, h]2, this implies the grid point c∗+ph is outside the region Ω when 0 < h < h2.
In this case, the stencil is not of type 1 either. Therefore, ξ /∈ Ψ ◦ ϕ11(P1(h)). This completes the
proof of all claims. □

Finally, we have found a set P which is the intersection of Pk(∞) and an open set containing
Pk(0), and verified that there exists a unique admissible solution c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 for all parameters
(τ, d) ∈ P . The set P is listed in the second column of Table 10. The quantity µc in item (iii)
of Proposition 4.4 is numerically calculated from inf(τ,d)∈P

∑
p∈S cp,0, and is shown in the third

column of Table 10. For stability, we verified that the matrix A∗
0 is well-conditioned for each

stencil type. In the last column of Table 10, we present the supremum Mκ of the L∞ condition
number κ(A∗

0) over all parameters in P . According to Lemma C.2 and the discussion before it, the
unique solution c⃗0 to A∗

0c⃗0 = b⃗∗0 is always stable and admissible if we set the grid size h sufficiently
small.

Stencil type k P µc Mκ

1 0.591 89.3786

2 0.247 308.050

3 0.355 491.000

4 0.050 324.498

5 0.875 39.4634

6 0.852 600.507

τ ∈ (−1
6
, 7
6
)

d ∈
(
0,max{1

6
+ τ, 7

6
− τ}

)
τ ∈ (−11

10
, 11
10
)

d ∈ (|τ |, 11
10
)

τ ∈ (−1
2
, 1
2
)

d ∈
(
|τ |, 1

2
(3
2
− |τ |)

)
τ ∈ (−1, 1)

d ∈
(
1
2
(1 + |τ |), 1

]
τ ∈ (−1

6
, 1
6
)

d ∈ (0, 1
6
− τ)

τ ∈ (− 1
10
, 1
10
)

d ∈ (0, 1
10

− τ)

Table 10. Second column: parameter space P in which the zeroth-order solutions c⃗0 = {cp,0}p∈Sc∗

are admissible as described in Definition 4.3; Third column: µc := inf(τ,d)∈P
∑

p∈S cp,0; Fourth
column: Mκ := sup(τ,d)∈P κ(A∗

0). The matrix A∗
0 is defined in (4.16) and the vectors A∗

0;k and b⃗∗0
in (4.16) for k = 1, . . . ,#Sc∗ − 5 are determined by the extra constraints in Tables 1 and 2.

Appendix D. second and Fourth-order Schemes at Boundary Grid Points

In this section, we briefly talk about the essential changes to the proposed sixth-order FDM
scheme at boundary grid points in order to get a second or fourth-order scheme.
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D.1. Second-order FDM scheme. We set S = {c∗, c∗ + ph} for some p ∈ Z2 with p near (0, 0)
and c∗, c∗ + ph ∈ Ω. In this case, all solutions to equation (4.14) are given by

cp,0 = − sr sin θ − si cos θ

psr sin θ − psi cos θ
c(0,0),0,

where s and ps are defined in equation (4.12) with s = (sr, si) and ps = (psr, p
s
i ). Using the same

normalization c(0,0),0 = 1 as before, we get

(D.1) C(0,0)(h) = 1, Cp(h) = − sr sin θ − si cos θ

psr sin θ − psi cos θ
.

In order to let the coefficients satisfy the properties in Proposition 4.4, we only need to set a
threshold µc > 0, and then for each boundary stencil point c∗, we look for a desired point c∗ + ph
satisfying

(D.2) 0 ≤ −Cp(h) =
sr sin θ − si cos θ

psr sin θ − psi cos θ
≤ 1− µc.

The condition (D.2) can be very easily satisfied. To see this, we adopt the function ψL defined
in equation (C.3), where L is the tangent line. Using b∗

L = b∗, we see that equation (D.2) is
equivalent to 0 ≤ ψL(c

∗)/ψL(c
∗ + ph) ≤ 1 − µc. Since ψL represents the coordinate of a point

perpendicular to the tangent line, and the point c∗ is always inside the tangent line, the above
condition just means that the perpendicular coordinate of c∗ + ph should be at least 1

1−µc
times

that of c∗. Such a point can be found at ease.
In practice, one only needs to iterate through several grid points adjacent to c∗, calculate the

coefficients according to equation (D.1), and verify directly whether condition (D.2) holds.

D.2. Fourth-order FDM scheme. Same as in the sixth-order scheme, we adopt 6 types of
different stencils according to the points inside the tangent line and the boundary. We describe the
choice of the stencil and the extra constraints in Table 11, where the definition of the parameters
(τ, d) are taken in the same way as equation (C.2). We still use the parameter spaces Pk(0), Pk(∞)
and P in Tables 9 and 10 from the sixth-order scheme. Under this parameter space, we present
Table 12 as an analog of Table 10 for the fourth-order scheme.

Readers should be aware that µc = 0 for stencil type 4, which violates the admissibility condition
µc > 0. Indeed, (1,−1

4
,−1

4
,−1

4
,−1

4
, 0) is the unique zeroth-order stencil coefficients under the

designated stencil. These coefficients satisfy the admissibility conditions (i), (ii) and
∑

p∈S cp,0 = 0,
which is characteristic of the interior stencil coefficients (see Proposition 3.2). In this situation,
we modify the higher-order stencil coefficients using equation (3.11) instead of (4.17). To prove
the fourth-order convergence, we only need to treat type-4 boundary stencil as an interior stencil.
Besides, it is impossible if all boundary stencils are of type 4. We omit the detailed discussion.
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