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Abstract

This paper reinforces numerical iterated integration tbgped by Muhammad-Mori in the follow-
ing two points: 1) the approximation formula is modified sattihcan achieve a better convergence
rate in more general cases, and 2) explicit error bound sngiva computable form for the mod-
ified formula. The formula works quitdieciently, especially if the integrand is of a product type.
Numerical examples that confirm it are also presented.
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1. Introduction

The concern of this paper istigient approximation of a two-dimensional iterated intégra

b q(x)
I:fa(fA f(x,y>dy) dx, (1.1)

with giving its strict error bound. Hereg(x) is a monotone function that may have derivative
singularity at the endpoints o&] b], and the integrand (x,y) also may have singularity on the
boundary of the square regioa [b] X[ A, B] (see also Figs.l1 and 2). In this case, a Cartesian prod-
uct rule of a well known one-dimensional quadrature forn{alech as the Gaussian formula and
the Clenshaw—Curtis formula) does not work properly, oeast its mathematically-rigorous error
bound is quite dficult to obtain, because such formulas require the andlyti¢ithe integrand in

a neighbourhood of the boundary [1].

Promising quadrature formulas that does not require thiytaity at the endpoints may in-
clude the tanh formula [15], the IMT formula [3, 4], and theubte-exponential formula [20],
which enjoyexponential convergenaghether the integrand has such singularity or not. Actu-
ally, based on the IMT formula, an automatic integratioroattym for (1.1) was developed [12].
Further improved version was developed as d2iri [2] and Ir2¢iR3], where the lattice rule is
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Figure 1: The domain of integration(1.1) when  Figure 2: The domain of integratidn (1.1) when
g(x) > 0. g(x) <0.

employed with the IMT transformation|[3, 4] or the Sidi tréorgnation [16, 1/7]. As a related
study, based on the double-exponential formula, an autormétgration algorithm over a sphere
was developed [14], which also intended to deal with suatgirand singularity. Theficiency of
those algorithms are also suggested by their numericariexests.

From a mathematical viewpoint, however, those algorithmsat guarantee the accuracy of
the approximation in reality. In order to estimate the e(for giving a stop criterion), Robinson
and de Doncker [12] considered the sequence of the numbenofibn evaluation point&Nm}m
and that of approximation valu¢k,_}, and made the important assumption:

DNm = |INm - INm_1| ~ || — INm_1|, (12)
which enables the error estimatipr Iy, | ~ D /Dy, ,. Similar approach was taken in the studies
described above [2, 13,/14]. The problem here is that it iseqiifficult to guarantee the validity
of (1.2), although it had been widely accepted as a realistictical assumption for constructing
automatic quadrature routines in that period. The recemnitis that the approximation error is
bounded by a&trict inequality (instead of estimation:*) as

I = Inl < En,

whereEy is given in acomputableform (see, for example, Petras [11]). Such an explicit error
bound is desired for constructing a more reliablerified numerical integratiomoutine. In ad-
dition to the mathematical rigorousness, such a bound gisemother advantage: thefistient
number ofN for the required precision, sayy, can be known without generating the sequence
{In}. This means low computational cost, since we do not havertgate for anyN with N < N
(and of courséN > Np).

The objective of this study is to give such an explicit errouibd for the numerical integration
method developed by Muhammad-Mori [7]. Their method is Basethe Sinc methods [18,19]
combined with double-exponential transformation [5, 204 it has the following two features:

1. it has beautifuexponential accuracgven if f(x, y) or g(x) has boundary singularity, and
2. itemploysndefinite integration formulanstead of quadrature formula for the inner integral.

The first point is the same feature as the studies above [12bd#the second point is a unique
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one. If a standard quadrature rule is employed to approxithatinner integral, the weight; and
quadrature nodg; should be adjusted depending »as

a(x)
[ teendys Y w9 reeyioon,
j
whereas in the case of amdefinite integration formulay; is fixed (independent of) as
a(%)
[ rendy~ Y weorocy)
j

This independency oxis quite useful to check mathematical assumptions on tlegiandf (X, y)
for the exponential accuracy. Furthermore, as a special easen the integrand is of a product
type: f(x,y) = X(X)Y(y), the number of function evaluation to approximate |(1.1drastically
dropped from Of x n) to O(n + n), wheren denotes the number of the terms Xf(it is also
emphasized in the original paper [7]).

However, rigorous error analysis is not given for the forayand there is room for improve-
ment in the convergence rate. Moreover, it cannot handleabey (x) < 0 (only the case/(x) > 0
is considered). In order to reinforce their formula, thisdst contributes in the following points:

3. their formula is modified so that it can achieve a betteveagence rate in both cases (i.e.,
the casey'(x) > 0 andq'(x) < 0), and
4. arigorous, explicit error bound is given for the modifiediula.

From the error bound in the latter point, we can see that tingezgence rate of the formula is
generally O(expfc+/n/ log(y v/n))), and if f (X, y) = X(X)Y(y), it becomes O(exp{c’'n/ log(y’n))).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In 8afdi after the review of basic for-
mulas of Sinc methods, Muhammad-Mori’s original formulpig7/described. Then, the formula is
modified in Sectiofi]3, and its explicit error bound is alscspréed. Its proof is given in Sectibh 5.
Numerical examples are shown in Secfion 4. Section 6 is devotconclusion.

2. Review of Muhammad—Mori’s approximation formula

In this section, the approximation formula f@r ({1.1) dedgy Muhammad—Mori [7] is de-
scribed. The idea is to use “Sinc quadrature” for the outergiral, and to use “Sinc indefinite
integration” for the inner integral. Those two approximatformulas are explained first.

2.1. Sinc quadrature and Sinc indefinite integration coratliwith the DE transformation

The Sinc quadrature and Sinc indefinite integration are aqimation formulas for definite
integration and indefinite integration, respectively,regsed as

0 M.
f G(¢) dé ~ h Z G(ih), (2.1)
- i=—M_
N
f Gdp~ > G(NI(LhE), ¢€eR, (2.2)

j=—N_
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whereJ(], h)(¢) is defined by using the so-called sine integrakBb# fox{(sina)/a} do as

3(i.0)E) = h{ 3 + 3 Sitate/n - )1}

Although the formulas(Z2]1) and (2.2) are approximationsh@nwhole real lineR, those can be

used on the finite interval( b) as well, by using the Double-Exponential (DE) transfororat
b-a T b+a
X = Ype(é) = — tanh(z smhf) + —

Sincey: ¢ R — (&, b), we can apply the formulas(2.1) and (2.2) in the case ofefimtervals
combining the DE transformation as

b 00 M,
[ o09dx= [ gueemi@ e~ Y. o, 2.3)
a % i=—M_

X oE(¥) N,
f oly) dy = f QWocWoc) iy ~ > guoe(MWLMIG WX, x€ (@ b),

00 j=—N_

(2.4)

which are called the “DE-Sinc quadrature” and the “DE-Simdefinite integration,” proposed by
Takahasi—Moril[20] and Muhammad-Moar| [6], respectively.

2.2. Muhammad—Mori’s approximation formula

Let the domain of integratiom (1.1) be as in Higl. 1, igga) = A, q(b) = B, andq'(x) > 0.
Using the monotonicity ofi(x), Muhammad—Moril[7] rewrote the given integrhaby applying

y=q(sas b/ A b/ X
I :fa (fA f(xy) dy) dx:fa (fa f(x q(9)q(s) ds) dx. (2.5)

Note thats € (a, b) (i.e., not @, B)). Then, they applied(2.3) and_(2.4), with takihg= h,
M_ = M, = m, andN_ = N, = nfor simplicity, as follows:

m yoe(ih)
n w7 fativ. a9 d

m n

~h > (i) {Z f (Woe(ih), Ao (IM))A WoeliM)w e ()3, h)(ih)} :
i=—m j=-n

If we introducex; = ye(ih), w; = mwcosh(h) sech(xsinh(jh)/2)/4, andoy = Si[nk]/x, which

can be prepared in prior to computation (see also a value fablr [18, Table 1.10.1]), the

formula is rewritten as

m n ) l
< o=t ) {,Z (a0 s (5 + ai_,-)} . 2.6
The total number of function evaluations, 94y, Of this formula SNy = (2m+ 1) x (2n + 1).

As a special case, if the integrand is of a product tyfde; y) = X(X)Y(y), the formula is rewritten
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as

| ~ (b- a)zhzz U(|){

whereU (i) = X(x)w; andV(j) = Y(q(x;))a’ (x;)w;.

> v (3o )}

j=-n

2.7)

In this case, we can see thdt, = (2m+ 1)+

(2n + 1), which is significantly smaller thanif2+ 1) x (2n + 1).
They [7] also roughly discussed the error rate of the fornfl@) as follows. LetZ4 be a strip

domain defined by/y = {¢ € C :

|Im/| < d} ford > 0. Assume that the integramgin (2.3)

and [2.4) is analytic oti,:(Zy) (which meang(y.c(+)) is analytic onZy), and further assume that
g(x) behaves O(-a)(b—x))"1) (v > 0) asx — aandx — b. Under the assumptions with some
additional mild conditions, it is known that the approximat(2.3) converges with O(&/"), and
the approximatiori{214) converges witht@(™@/"), by takingh = h and

4d

2d

N

wheree is an arbitrary small positive number. Therefore, if the sassumptions are satisfied for
both approximations i (2.6), it enjoys exponential accur®h e /"), Sincem =~ n ~ Nyw/4

andh ~

0O ( Iog(c \ Ntotal/4)
\ Ntotal/ 4

If the integrand is of a product type, singe~ n =~

Iog(c Ntotal/4)
o|l————7
( Ntotal/ 4 X

=P Iog(c \} Ntotal/4)]) .

[ _nd(NtotaI/4)
L log(CNtotaI/4)

log(cn)/n (wherec = 2d/(v — €)), this can be interpreted in terms N, as

[ —nd VNiotal/4

(2.8)

Niota/4, it becomes

). (2.9)

Although the convergence rate was roughly discussed asabite quantity of the approxi-
mation error cannot be obtained because rigorous errordoeas not given. Moreover, the case
g (X) < 0 (cf. Fig.[2) is not considered. This situation will be imped in the next section.

3. Main results: modified approximation formula and its explicit error bound

This section is devoted to a description of a new approxwnairmula and its error bound.
The proof of the error bound is given in Sectidn 5.

3.1. Modified approximation formula

In the approximations (2.3) an_(2.4), Muhammad-Mari [7]tbe mesh size als = h for
simplicity, but hereh is selected ah = 2h. Furthermore, bottM_ = M, andN_ = N, arenot

assumed. Then, after applyigg= q(s) as in [2.5),

the modified formula is derived as

M. pe(2ih)
o Y ([ . a9 os
i=—M_ a

N,

N

M.
~ 2h Z w’DE(Zih){
i=—M_

=

Z F(oe(2ih), Aoe(Ih)))G (Woe (iM)ioe(1h) I(I, h)(2ih)} ;



which can be rewritten as

| =~ IlijﬂEc(h) =2(b- a)2h2 | Z Wi { Z f(Xai, Q(Xj))q,(Xj)Wj (% + 0'2i—j)} . (3.2)

i=—M_ i=—N_

The positive integerdl. and N, are also selected depending bnwhich is explained in the
subsequent theorem that states the error bound.

The formula[(3.11) is derived in the cag&x) > O (cf. Fig.[1), but in the casg(x) < O (cf.
Fig.[2) as well, we can derive the similar formula as followsst, applyingy = q(s), we have

b q(x) b b
| = f ( fA f(x,y)dy) dx = f ( f f(x,q(s»{—q'(s)}ds) dx
b b X
- [ ( [ tocaen-aends- [ f(x,q(s»{—q'(s)}ds) dx
Then, apply[(213) and(2.4) to obtain

M., N,
| ~2h Z %E(Zih){ Z f (Yoe(2ih), Ao (JMI=A (Woe( i) pe(ih) (h - J(J',h)(Zih))}-
i=—M_

j=—N_
Here, lim:_., J(j, h)(¢) = his used. This approximation can be rewritten as

M, N
| = Igsc(h) =2(b- a)2h2 Z Wy { Z f(Xai, Q(Xj)){—q,(Xj)}Wj (% - Uzi_j)}. (3.2

i=—M_ i=—N_
The formulas[(3]1) and_(3.2) inherit the advantage of MuhahAMori’'s one in the sense that
Niotar = (M- + M, + 1) x (N_ + N, + 1) in general, but if the integrand is of a product type:
f(x,y) = X(X)Y(y), it becomeNigia = (M- + M, + 1)+ (N_ + N, + 1), which is easily confirmed
by rewriting it in the same way a§ (2.7). Furthermore, it dlguerits (or even enhances) the
exponentiabccuracy, which is described next.

3.2. Explicit error bound of the modified formula

For positive constantg A andd with 0 < d < wt/2, let us define, , 4 as
B 1
~ cos+4(Z sind) cosd’

CK,/I,d

and defing, as

arcsinl‘(—Vl+ W) (0 <k < 1/(2m)),

arcsinh(1) (X(2m) < «).

Pk =

Then, the errors af"°(h) andI%¢h) are estimated as stated below.

Theorem 3.1. Leta, B, v, 8, and K be positive constants, and d be a constant @ithd < 7t/2.
Assume the following conditions:
1. qis analytic and bounded i,:(Zy),
2. (-, q(w)) is analytic inype(Zy) for all w € ype(Zy),
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3. f(z (")) is analytic iny,e(%y) for all z € Ype(Zy),
4. it holds for all ze ype(Z4) and we y,c(Zy) that

If(z gw))g' (W)| < Klz—a* b -z w—a b —wP . (3.3)
Letu = min{a, B}, u = maXa, B}, v = min{y, 6}, v = maxy, 6}, leth = 2h, let n and m be positive

integers defined by
1 2d |1 1 u
n= h Iog(%ﬂ, m= h {n + H Iog(;)ﬂ, (3.4)

and let M. and M, be positive integers defined by

M_=m M, =m-llog@B/a)/h]  (if u=a), (3.5)

M. =m M. =m-llog/B)/hl  (if u =), '
and let N and N, be positive integers defined by

N-=n N.=n-log@®/)/(M)]  (f v="2). (3.6)

N.=n N =n-llogy/6)/(N)]  (if v=0), '

and let h(> 0) be taken sficiently small so that
M_h>p,, Mh>ps; Nhxp, Nh=p,
are all satisfied. Then, if'¢x) > O, it holds that
=15 ()]

B(y’ 6)Cy,5,d g an,ﬂ,d 1 4Ca,ﬂ,d e‘”d/h 15 hCy’(;’d
< — ezt LTl G B(e,B) + =T lle +—d(1—€2“d/h)
X ZK(b _ a)a+,8+y+6—2 e—nd/h, (37)
whereB(x, 1) is the beta function. If‘gx) < 0, || — 18%h)| is bounded by the same term on the
right hand side of(3.7).

The convergence rate ¢f (B.7) is O(&"), which can be interpreted in termsigf,y as follows.
Sincen ~ N_ ~ N, andm =~ M_ ~ M, =~ (n/2), we can se®ya =~ (n/2)+(n/2)+1)(n+n+1) ~
2n?. From this andh ~ log(c’'n)/n (wherec’ = 2d/v), the convergence rate of the modified formula

IS
O(exp[ —7td VNootal/ 2 ]) .
|Og(C’ \} Ntotal/z)
This rate is better than Muhammad—-Mori’s onel2.8). If thegnand is of a product typd(x,y) =
X(X)Y(y), it becomes
_Wd(Ntotal/3)])
olexp| —————=|],
( Iog(c Ntotal/s)

sinceNpw =~ ((N/2) + (n/2) + 1) + (n+ n+ 1) ~ 3nin this case. This rate is also better than
Muhammad—Mori’s ond_(219).




Remark 1. The inequality[(3.J7) states the bound of ti@soluteerror, sayEa*yh). If necessary,
the bound of theelativeerror E™!(h) is also obtained as follows:
|-l _ BTy IE*Yh)

|11 T T mgEh)l - B3y

Erel(h) —

4. Numerical examples

In this section, numerical results of Muhammad-Mori’s orad formula [7] and modified for-
mula are presented. The results of an existing library: Ir2§23], which can properly handle
boundary singularity im(x) and f(x, y), are also shown. The computation was done on Mac OS
X 10.6, Mac Pro two 2.93 GHz 6-Core Intel Xeon with 32 GB DDR3ESDRAM. The compu-
tation programs were implemented iiG3-+ with double-precision floating-point arithmetic, and
compiled by GCC 4.0.1 with no optimization. The followingdle examples were conducted.

Example 1 (The integrand and boundary function are smogth [7, Example 2

V2 X2/2
[ [f ﬁ] ax=(V2+ 3] 0g(1+2¥2) + 2(1+ VRJog(1+ V) - 2

Example 2 (Derivative singularity exists in the integrand and bougdanction [7, Example 1]).

1 V1-(1-x%2 2
f f V1-y2dy|dx= .
o |Jo 3

Example 3 (The integrand is weakly singular at the origin [2, Exampl®.27

S )

In the case of Examplg 1, the assumptions in Thedreim 3.1 asfiewitha = 8 =6 = 1,
v = 2,d = log(2), andK = 16.6. The results are shown in Figs. 3 ddd 4. In both figures, error
bound (sayE™!(h)) given by Theoreni3]1 surely includes the observed reaivor E™'(h) in
the formE™!(h) < E™(h), which is also true in all the subsequent examples (notestinzh error
bound is not given for Muhammad—Mori’s original formulai. liew of the performance, r2d2lri
is better than originanodified formulas, but its error estimate just claif&(h) ~ E™'(h), and
does not guarantdg®(h) < E'!(h) mathematically.

In the case of Examplél 2, the assumptions in Thedrein 3.1 dsfieh witha = g = 1,
v =1/2,6 = 3,d = 1, andK = 1.63. The results are shown in Figs. 5 did 6. In this case,
the convergence of the origiriadodified formulas is incredibly fast compared to r2d2lri.ists
because the integrand is of a product typéx, y) = X(X)Y(y).

The integrand of Examplée 3 is also of a product type. In thisngple, the assumptions in
Theoreni. 3.1 are satisfied with=6 = 1/2,8=vy = 1,d = 4/3, andK = 1. The results are shown
in Figs.[7 andB. In this case, the performance of r2d2lIri i€lmworse than that in Example 2,
which seems to be due to the singularity of the integrandofiirast, the modified formula attains
the similar convergence rate to that in Exanmple 2. Muhammitmi’s original formula cannot be
used in this case singgx) = 1 — x does not satisfg’(x) > O.
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5. Proofs

In this section, only the inequality(3.7) (fr- 1"°(h))) is proved, sincd — 19%(h)| is bounded
in exactly the same way. Let us have a look at the sketch ofrinaf first.

5.1. Sketch of the proof
The errorl — 1I"°(h)| can be bounded by a sum of two terms as follows:

Il —1m(h)l <

b M.
IGCESN R OTAG

N,

woe(ih) . _ ] .
[ t9ds= D teelinuse(in. i)

=N

M.
+h > y(in)
i=—M_

whereF(X) = f: f(x () () ds, fi(s) = f(Wue(ih), a(s))q(s), andh = 2h. The first term (say
E;) and the second term (s&g) are bounded as follows:

B(y,o6 - 2c,
< (7.6)Cy64 {ei“ N B
U

E: ~
1 _ e—an/h

} 2K(b _ a)a+ﬂ+y+6—2 e—Zer/ﬁ, (51)

1 4Ca,,8,d e_ZTCd/F] v hcyvdd a+B+y+6—2 ~-nd/h
E2 < ; {B(Q,ﬁ) + r 1_ e—ZTLd/F] l1le2 +m 2K(b — a) e . (52)

Then, takingh = 2h, we get the desired inequality (8.7). In what follows, thednalities[(5.1)
and [5.2) are shown in Sectidns]5.2 5.3, respectively.

5.2. Bound of E (error of the DE-Sinc quadrature)
The following two lemmas are important results for this patj

Lemma 5.1 (Okayama et al.[[10, Lemma 4.16])Let L, «, and be positive constants, and let
u = min{a, B}. Let F be analytic onyp:(Zy) for d with0 < d < t/2, and satisfy

IF@| < Liz-a*Yo-2z**
for all z € Y,e(Z4). Then it holds that

b &> " " . . g2uh
[ Foaax- R ) P < GG oo
where the constants; andC, are defined by
. 2[ _ a\a+B-1 .
&= 2O & e (5.3)

u

Lemma 5.2 (Okayama et al.|[[10, Lemma 4.18])Let the assumptions in Lemimal5.1 be fulfilled.
Furthermore, lefu = maxa, B}, let m be a positive integer, let Mand M, be positive integers
defined by@.35), and let m be taken giciently large so that Mh > p, and M,h > p, hold. Then

it holds that

—-(M_+1) 0 B
h > Py +h ) Foef)y(in)| < e C, e tnewt),
ji=—00 i=M,+1
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whereC, is a constant defined iG.3).

What should be checked here is whether the conditions oéttvaslemmas are satisfied under
the assumptions in Theordm 3.1. The next lemma answersstqukestion.

Lemma 5.3. Let the assumptions in Theorém|3.1 be fulfilled, and let F bmekd as Kz) =
f: f(z q(w))q’ (W) dw. Then, the assumptions of Lemmas 5.1[@nd 5.2 are satistied wi K (b —
a)"**"1 B(y. 6)Cy.sa-

If this lemmalis proved, combining Lemniasi5.1 5.2, anaigusie relationd (314)=(3.6), we
get the desired inequality (5.1). For the proof of Lenima & need the following inequalities.

Lemma 5.4 (Okayama et al.[[10, Lemma 4.22])Let x and y be real numbers witid < /2.
Then we have
1

1+ ensinh(x+i y)
1
l1+e™ sinh(x+iy)

1
< -
~ [+ eS8%) cos siny)’
B 1
= (1 + e smh®osy) cosg siny)’

Lemma5.5. Let x &,y € R with |y] < it/2, lety and§ be positive constants, and let us define a

functiony&(x,y) as

Y% Y) = % tanh( T2 sinhx) + %
Then it holds that
| coshf + i y)l dx _ _BUS1):7.9)

. |1 + e—nsinh(x+i y) |y|1 + ercsinh(x+i y) |6 - COS’+5(% siny) COS)/’
whereB(t; k, 1) is the incomplete beta function.
Proor. From Lemmabl4 ancosh + iy)| < cosh), we obtain

f ntl cosh + i y)| dx

- |1 +e™n sinh(x+i y) |y|l + ensinh(x+i y) |6

1 f n coshg) cosfy) dx _ B ¥):7.9)

< - - = ; .
~ cos*o(5 siny) cosy J_, (1 + emsinhecosy)y(1 4 grsinh@cosy)s — cog+9(Z siny)cosy [

By using the estimates, Lemrals.3 is proved as follows.

Proor. The estimate of the constaltis essential. Let = Refy;1(2)] andy = Im[y:1(2)], i.e.,
Z=yYe(€ +1Y). By applyingw = y(X + 1Y), we have

IF(2)] = ‘ f f(Z aoe(X + T YA Woe(X + 1 Y))roe(X + 1Y) dX

<Klz=ad*Mb—ZF | [poe(X+ 1Y) — @b = groe(X + 1Y) Ml (X + 1Y) dX

wt| coshf + i y)| dx
. |]_ + g-msinhx+iy) |y|1 + ersinh(x+iy) |5-

=Klz-a"b-z2b-ay?

Then, the desired bound bfis obtained by using Lemnia .5 and/B{(¢, y); v, 6) < B(y,s). O
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5.3. Bound of k& (error of the DE-Sinc indefinite integration)
The following two lemmas are important results for this pabj

Lemma 5.6 (Okayama et al.|[[10, Lemma 4.19])Let L, v, andé be positive constants, and let
v = minfy, ¢}. Let f be analytic onyy(Zy) for d with0 < d < /2, and satisfy

1f(w)| < Liw—-ab—w’*
for all w € ¥,:(Z4). Then it holds that

C1C2 h e‘”d/h

e 2d 1-e2dn’

xe(a, b)

f f(9ds— > FWoe(iMWwieiM I W) <

j=—c0

where the constants;@&nd G are defined by

2L(b — a)r*t
Ci= %, Cy = 2¢,54. (5.4)

Lemma 5.7 (Okayama et al.|[10, Lemma 4.20])Let the assumptions in Leminal5.6 be fulfilled.
Furthermore, letv = maxy, 6}, let n be a positive integer, let Nand N, be positive integers
defined by@3.8), and let n be taken gliciently large so that Nh > p, and N;h > p; hold. Then it
holds that

—(N_+1) o0
sup D T eI MW + D FWoeli)whe(iN) I, (a2 (9)
Xe(a, j=—c0 j=Ni+1

<11 e%? Cl e—%vexp(nh)’
where G is a constant defined ifb.4).

What should be checked here is whether the conditions oéttvaslemmas are satisfied under
the assumptions in Theordm3.1. The next lemma answersuagiqn.

Lemma 5.8. Let the assumptions in Theorém]3.1 be fulfilled, and;lg) be defined asif) =
f(¥oe(ih), A(2)d' (2. Then, the assumptions of Lemrhas 5.6[and 5.7 are satisfied wit f; and

L= K(wDE(i h) - a)a_l(b - ‘ﬁDE(i h))ﬁ_l-

The proof is omitted since it is obvious from (B.3). Combmlremmas$ 56 anld 5.7, and using
the relations[(3]4)£(3.6), we have

E; <

M.,
A W) WoeliP) - @) (b - yoeiR)
i=—M_

2K(b — a)r*ot N, 54 _nd
RO Jrae sl L gmam
8 y & Ta@ - ezamy [ ©

What is left is to bound the term in ], which is done by the next lemma.

Lemma 5.9. Leta andp be positive constants, and let= min{a, B}. Then it holds that

40%& d e—2nd/ﬁ
1—e2nd/mh|’

" Woelil) — &b~ el 04 (iF) < (b @) {B(a,ﬁ) +

12



Proor. Let us defing= asF(X) = (x — a)* (b — x)’1. We readily see

i PG <Y o)

|=—0c0

sbe(x)dx+

and we further s.efab F(x) dx = (b—a)**#~1 B(a, B). For the second term, use Lemmal 5.1 to obtain
4b-a) P lc,pq e2d/h
/J 1 _ e—ZTEd/ﬁ ’

which completes the proof. O

b oo
ISR OTAG

|=—00

|=—00

f TEQ R > Fpenli ﬁ)l .

6. Concluding remarks

Muhammad—Moril[7] proposed an approximation formula fadlflwhich can convergex-
ponentiallywith respect td\ even if f (X, y) or q(xX) has boundary singularity. It is particularly
worth noting that their formula is quitdtecient if f is of a product typef (x,y) = X(X)Y(y). How-
ever, its convergence was not proved in a precise senset, @athiot be used in the cagéx) < 0
(only the casey'(x) > 0 was considered). This paper improved the formula in theesémat both
casesq'(x) > 0 andq'(x) < 0) are taken into account, and it can achieve a better coeneegyate.
Furthermore, its rigorous error bound that@mputablds given, which enables us to guarantee
the accuracy of the approximation mathematically. Nunakniesults in Sectiofl4 confirm the
error bound and the exponential rate of convergence, andsatygest that the modified formula
works incredibly accurate if is of a product type, similar to the original formula. Thishe-
cause, instead of@efiniteintegration formula (quadrature rule), endlefiniteintegration formula
is employed for the approximation of the inner integral.

However, as said in the original paper [7], the use ofitigefiniteintegration formula has a
drawback: it cannot be used whé(x, y) have singularity along = q(x), e.g.,

fb( Y ] fb( BN e ETE
— ax) —y)ldix) +y)ayj,
a \Ja  Ja(¥) -y a \Ja

and so on { can have singularity at the endpoigts: A andy = B, though). This is because the
assumption of Theorem 3.1 (more precisely, Lemmals 5.6 _afydsbnot satisfied in this case. In
such a case, definiteintegration formula should be employed for the approxioradf the inner
integral. Actually, such an approach was already succlygdfiken in some one-dimensional
cases/[8,.9]. It also may work fdr (1.1), which will be consilin a future report.
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