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Abstract

For singularly perturbed convection-diffusion problems, supercloseness analysis of finite

element method is still open on Bakhvalov-type meshes, especially in the case of 2D. The

difficulties arise from the width of the mesh in the layer adjacent to the transition point,

resulting in a suboptimal estimate for convergence. Existing analysis techniques cannot

handle these difficulties well. To fill this gap, a novel interpolation is designed delicately

for the first time for the smooth part of the solution, bringing about the optimal super-

closeness result of almost order 2 under an energy norm for finite element method. Our

theoretical result is uniformly in the singular perturbation parameter ε and is supported

by the numerical experiments.
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1. Introduction

The following singularly perturbed convection-diffusion equation is taken into consid-

eration:

´ε∆u´ bux ` cu “f in Ω “ p0, 1q2,

u “0 on BΩ,
(1)

where 0 ă ε ! 1 represents the perturbation parameter, and b, c, and f are bivariate

functions with sufficient smoothness. The following assumptions also hold:

b ě β ą 0, c` 1

2
bx ě γ ą 0 on Ω,

where β, γ are constants. According to the above assumptions, solution to problem (1)

exists and is unique in H1
0 pΩqXH2pΩq for each f P L2pΩq (see [16]). Besides, this solution

has two parabolic layers at y “ 0, y “ 1 of width Op?
ε ln 1

ε
q and an exponential layer at

x “ 0 of width Opε ln 1
ε
q. Problems with characteristic layers like (1) are crucial. They

can serve as mathematical models for dealing with practical problems, for example, the

flow past a surface with a no-slip border condition. It is well known that the existence

of boundary layers makes standard numerical methods unstable. A large number of

viewpoints are proposed to deal with layers. Among them, applying finite element method

to layer-adapted meshes is an essential subject [17, 18, 9, 10, 4].

For finite element method (FEM), supercloseness is a crucial property of convergence.

Supercloseness here means that the convergence property of Πu´ uN is higher than that

of u´uN in a certain norm, where u is the exact solution, Πu is a certain interpolation of u

and uN is the finite element solution. Supercloseness property can be employed in various

estimates, such as L2 estimates [19] and L8 estimates [13], to evaluate the accuracy of

the numerical solutions.

Up to now, there have been numerous studies focusing on supercloseness of FEM on

Shishkin-type meshes, one of the layer-adapted meshes [3, 22, 12, 8]. Bakhvalov-type

meshes are another widely used layer-adapted meshes [11]. Compared to Shishkin-type
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meshes, Bakhvalov-type meshes perform numerically better in certain cases, and their

transition points are not impacted by the mesh parameter N . Nevertheless, little progress

has been achieved in the supercloseness analysis on these meshes. The main difficulty

arises from the width of the last element mesh in the layer domain, resulting in a sub-

optimal estimate when applying the standard Lagrange interpolation to Bakhvalov-type

meshes (refer to [15, Question 4.1] and [26] for more information). To optimize the con-

vergence order on Bakhvalov-type meshes, Zhang and Liu proposed a special interpolation

in [20] for the exponential layer of the solution, which opens up a new direction for the

convergence analysis. Subsequently, they created another special interpolation for the

smooth part of the solution in [21] to improve its convergence accuracy. Combined with

the two interpolations, supercloseness of optimal order 2 can be obtained directly in the

one-dimensional case.

As we learned, however, almost all supercloseness analysis on Bakhvalov-type meshes

are carried out in 1D [21, 25]. So far, no article has made supercloseness analysis on

Bakhvalov-type meshes in 2D. We find that getting a sharp estimate for the smooth part

of the solution faces a lot of challenges in a two-dimensional setting. Existing analysis

techniques cannot deal with these difficulties well. Specifically, the interpolation proposed

in [21] for the smooth part cannot be generalized to a two-dimensional case, indicating

that constructing an interpolation that is both continuous and capable of optimizing the

estimate of the smooth part is a very challenging task.

To fill this gap, we construct a novel interpolation according to the characteristics of

the smooth part and the structures of Bakhvalov-type meshes in 2D for the first time.

The new interpolation can improve the supercloseness accuracy of the smooth part by

eliminating estimates of some intractable terms, providing a powerful tool for future

supercloseness analysis on Bakhvalov-type meshes in 2D. In addition, we extend another

special interpolation in [20] to a two-dimensional case for the exponential layer of the

solution. Note that some boundary corrections are necessary to ensure the interpolation
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in 2D satisfies homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Then we can draw the main

conclusion of this paper: for problem (1), the convergence order of supercloseness under

an energy norm can attain to almost 2 on a Bakhvalov-type mesh in 2D. Our result is

optimal and is uniformly in the singular perturbation parameter ε.

Then we will introduce the structure of our article. In Section 2 we state some in-

formation about the solution u, construct a Bakhvalov-type mesh in 2D, and present the

corresponding bilinear FEM. In Section 3, the novel interpolation is constructed for our

supercloseness arguments. In addition, some preliminary conclusions are derived. We

thoroughly demonstrate supercloseness property on the Bakhvalov-type mesh in Section

4. Finally, some numerical results are shown in Section 5 to support our theoretical

conclusion.

Throughout this article, the standard Sobolev spaces Wm,ppDq will be used, where m

are nonnegative integers, domain D Ă Ω and HmpDq “ Wm,2pDq. On HmpDq, | ¨ |m,D

is semi-norm and } ¨ }m,D is norm. In addition, LppDq is Lebesgue space and } ¨ }LppDq

represents norms in this space. When p “ 2, } ¨ }L2pDq is denoted as } ¨ }D. We shall remove

D from these notations if D “ Ω. Additionally, all constants in this paper, including

generic constants C and fixed constants Ci, are unaffected by ε and the mesh parameter

N.

2. Regularity results, Bakhvalov-type mesh and FEM

2.1. Regularity results

Assumption 1. We can decompose the solution to (1) into the following parts:

u “ S ` E1 ` E2 ` E12, @px, yq P Ω, (2)

where S is the smooth part, E1 is the exponential layer at x “ 0, E2 are the parabolic

layers at y “ 0 and y “ 1, E12 is the corner layer.
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Furthermore, for any px, yq P Ω̄, the following inequalities hold:

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bm`nS

BxmByn px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C, (3a)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bm`nE1

BxmByn px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cε´me
´βx

ε , (3b)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bm`nE2

BxmByn px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cε´n
2 pe´ y?

ε ` e
´ 1´y?

ε q, (3c)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bm`nE12

BxmByn px, yq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cε´pm`n
2

qe
´βx

ε pe´ y?
ε ` e

´ 1´y?
ε q, (3d)

where m, n are nonnegative integers and 0 ď m` n ď 3.

More details about Assumption 1 can be found in [6] and [7].

2.2. Bakhvalov-type mesh

Different Bakhvalov-type meshes are proposed as approximations of Bakhvalov meshes

(see [11]). In this paper, we shall analyze a Bakhvalov-type mesh in 2D introduced in

[14].

Assume thatN ě 4 is a positive integer and is even, xi (0 ď i ď N) and yj (0 ď j ď N)

are mesh nodes satisfying

0 “ x0 ă x1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xN “ 1, 0 “ y0 ă y1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yN “ 1.

Then, the Bakhvalov-type mesh is defined by

xi “ φp i
N

q “

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

´ σε

β
lnp1 ´ 2p1 ´ εq i

N
q i “ 0, 1, ...,

N

2
,

1 ´ p1 ´ xN
2

q2pN ´ iq
N

i “ N

2
` 1, ..., N,

(4a)

yj “ ϕp j
N

q “

$

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

%

´ σ
?
ε lnp1 ´ 4p1 ´ εq j

N
q j “ 0, 1, ...,

N

4
,

d1p
j

N
´ 1

4
q ` d2p

j

N
´ 3

4
q j “ N

4
` 1, ...,

3N

4
´ 1,

1 ` σ
?
ε lnp1 ´ 4p1 ´ εqp1 ´ j

N
qq, j “ 3N

4
, ..., N,

(4b)
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where d1, d2 are used to ensure the continuity of the function ψ at the transition points

1
4
and 3

4
.

Ω is split into rectangular meshes by connecting the mesh nodes with lines that are

parallel to the x-axis and y-axis. These meshes are written as Ki,j “ rxi, xi`1s ˆ ryj, yj`1s,
and the notation K denotes a generic rectangular mesh. Then we get a tensor-product

rectangular mesh TN with mesh points pxi, yjq. See Figure 1

x
N/2

y
N/4

y
3N/4

Figure 1: Rectangulation TN

Assumption 2. Suppose that σ “ 5
2
and ε ď N´1 in our analysis. Additionally, we

assume that
σε

β
ln

1

ε
ď 1

2
and σ

?
ε ln

1

ε
ď 1

4
.

For convenience, let hx,i “ xi`1 ´ xi, hy,j “ yj`1 ´ yj, and when j “ N
4
, . . . , 3N

4
´ 1,

set hy,j “: h; when i “ N
2
, . . . , N ´ 1, set hx,i “: H .
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Lemma 1. If Assumption 2 holds, then for the Bakhvalov-type mesh (4), we have

N´1 ď H ď 2N´1,

1

2
σε ď hx,N

2
´1 ď 2σN´1,

hx,0 ď hx,1 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď hx,N
2

´2 ď σε,

C1εN
´1 ď hx,0 ď C2εN

´1,

C3σε lnN ď xN
2

´1 ď C4σε lnN, xN
2

ě Cσε| ln ε|,

h
µ
x,ie

´βxi
ε ď CεµN´µ, 0 ď i ď N

2
´ 2 and 0 ď µ ď σ,

|E1pxN
2

, yq| ď Cεσ, |E1pxN
2

´1, yq| ď CN´σ.

Concerning hy,j, 0 ď j ď N ´ 1, except that ε is replaced by
?
ε, other properties can be

derived similarly.

Furthermore, we also need the following property for our subsequent analysis.

Lemma 2. If Assumption 2 holds, we can draw the following conclusions:

hx,N
2

´1 ď Cε1´αN´α,

hy,N
4

´1 “ hy, 3N
4

ď Cp
?
εq1´αN´α,

(5)

where α P p0, 1s.

Proof. According to (4), we can derive that

hx,N
2

´1 “ σε

β
ln

1 ´ 2p1 ´ εqp1
2

´ N´1q
1 ´ 2p1 ´ εq1

2

ď σε

β

1

α
pε` 2p1 ´ εqN´1

ε
qα ď Cε1´αN´α, (6)

here we use the standard arguments ln x ď xα

α
α P p0, 1s. hy,N

4
´1 and hy, 3N

4

can be proved

in a similar way.

Then, we divide Ω into four subdomains:

Ωs :“
”

xN
2

´1, 1
ı

ˆ
”

yN
4

´1, y 3N
4

`1

ı

, Ωy :“
”

xN
2

´1, 1
ı

ˆ p
”

0, yN
4

´1

ı

Y
”

y 3N
4

`1, 1
ı

q,

Ωx :“
”

0, xN
2

´1

ı

ˆ
”

yN
4

´1, y 3N
4

`1

ı

, Ωxy :“
”

0, xN
2

´1

ı

ˆ p
”

0, yN
4

´1

ı

Y
”

y 3N
4

`1, 1
ı

q.

In addition, we define Ω0 as
”

xN
2

´1, xN
2

ı

ˆ r0, 1s for convenience.
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2.3. FEM

Suppose that V N Ă H1
0 pΩq is the piecewise bilinear finite element space of (1), whose

definition is

V N “
 

v P CpΩq : v|BΩ“0 and v|K P Q1pKq, @K P TN

(

,

where

Q1pKq “ span
 

xiyj : 0 ď i, j ď 1
(

.

Then the corresponding FEM is: Find uN P V N satisfying apuN , vq “ pf, vq @v P V N ,

where

apuN , vq :“ εp∇uN ,∇vq ` p´buNx , vq ` pcuN , vq @v P V N . (7)

According to the conditions of (1), the following coercivity holds

apv, vq ě C}v}2ε, @v P V N , (8)

where C is independent of ε and N , and the energy norm is defined as

}v}2ε :“ ε |v|21 ` }v}2.

It follows that uN is well defined by (7) (see [2] and references therein).

In this paper, we will analyze supercloseness property under the energy norm. Let

v “ uN ´ Πu, where uN is the finite element solution and Πu is the interpolation of u.

From (8) and the Galerkin orthogonality property apuN ´ u, vq “ 0, @v P V N one has

C}v}2ε ď apv, vq “ apu´Πu, vq “ εp∇pu´Πuq,∇vq ` p´bpu´Πuqx, vq ` pcpu´Πuq, vq.
(9)

3. Interpolation errors and new interpolation

In this section, we will give some standard interpolation errors and construct a new

interpolation for the smooth part of the solution. Additionally, some preliminary conclu-

sions will be presented.
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3.1. Interpolation errors

The following lemma can refer to [5] for more information.

Lemma 3. Let K P TN and suppose that K is Ki,j. Assume that w P W 2,ppΩq and denote

by wI the standard Lagrange interpolation of w at the vertices of K. Then,

}w ´ wI}K ď C
ÿ

s`t“2

hsx,ih
t
y,j}

B2w

BxsByt }K ,

}pw ´ wIqx}K ď C
ÿ

s`t“1

hsx,ih
t
y,j}

B2w

Bxs`1Byt }K ,

}pw ´ wIqy}K ď C
ÿ

s`t“1

hsx,ih
t
y,j}

B2w

BxsByt`1
}K ,

where s and t are non-negative integers.

3.2. New interpolation

In this subsection, we design a new interpolation ΠS for the smooth part S. Besides,

for the exponential layer E1, another interpolation πE1 is constructed based on [20].

Let θi,jpx, yq be the standard nodal basis functions with respect to the node pxi, yjq
in the finite element space V N . For any v P C0pΩq its Lagrange interpolation vI P V N is

defined by

vIpx, yq “
N
ÿ

i“0

N
ÿ

j“0

vpxi, yjqθi,jpx, yq.

In the subsequent analysis, we will drop dxdy from
ş

rsˆrs
¨dxdy and let θi,jpx, yq “ θi,j for

simplicity.

For the solution u to (1), recall (2) and then define the interpolation Πu to u by

Πu “ ΠS ` πE1 ` EI
2 ` EI

12. (10)

Define

ΠS “

$

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

%

PS px, yq P rxN
2

´1, xN
2

s ˆ ryN
4

, y 3N
4

s,

LS px, yq P rxN
2

´2, xN
2

´1s ˆ ryN
4

, y 3N
4

s,

SI other,

(11)
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where PS “ ř

N
2

i“N
2

´1

ř

3N
4

j“N
4

PSpxi, yjqθi,j satisfies
ż

KN
2

´1,j´1

pS ´ PSqxθN
2
,j `

ż

KN
2

´1,j

pS ´ PSqxθN
2
,j

“ ´ H2

12

«

ż yj

yj´1

B2S

Bx2 θN
2
,jpxN

2

, yqdy `
ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 θN
2
,jpxN

2

, yqdy
ff

j “ N

4
` 1, . . . ,

3N

4
´ 1,

(12)

and

PSpxN
2

´1, yjq “ SpxN
2

´1, yjq j “ N

4
,
3N

4
(13)

PSpxN
2

, yjq “ SpxN
2

, yjq j “ N

4
,
N

4
` 1, . . . ,

3N

4
, (14)

LS satisfies
$

’

&

’

%

LSpxN
2

´1, yjq “ PSpxN
2

´1, yjq j “ N

4
, . . . ,

3N

4
,

LSpxN
2

´2, yjq “ SpxN
2

´2, yjq j “ N

4
, . . . ,

3N

4
.

(15)

Refer to [20], we define πE1 as

πE1 “ EI
1 ´ QE1 ` BE1, (16)

where

QE1 “
N
ÿ

j“0

E1pxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j, (17)

BE1 “
ÿ

j“0,N

E1pxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j, (18)

are boundary corrections to ensure the interpolation in 2D satisfies homogeneous Dirichlet

boundary conditions. In addition, EI
2 and EI

12 are the standard Lagrange interpolations

of E2 and E12, respectively.

Remark 1. For the supercloseness analysis of the smooth part, the diffusion term εp∇pS´
SIq,∇vq can reach almost order 2 on Ω using the integral identities (55); the convection

term p´bpS ´ SIqx, vq can achieve almost order 2 on most regions with the method uti-

lized in [23], while on the region rxN
2

´1, xN
2

`1s ˆ ryN
4

, y 3N
4

s, some terms cannot be better

10



estimated with standard arguments in previous studies. Thus, we consider designing a

new interpolation ΠS for sharper estimates for the tough terms: (85) and (92). In the

one-dimensional case [21], intractable terms can cancel each other out with the special

designed interpolation. But this idea cannot be generalized to 2D, indicating that con-

structing an interpolation that is both continuous and capable of optimizing the estimate

of the tough terms is a very challenging task in 2D. With deep consideration, the new

interpolation (11) is designed: Condition (12) is used for sharper estimates for (85) and

(92); Condition (13), (14) and (15) are employed to ensure the continuity. In addition,

existence and uniqueness of ΠS is proved below.

Remark 2. On subdomain rxN
2

´1, xN
2

s ˆ ryN
4

, y 3N
4

s, let S ´ PS “ S ´ SI ` SI ´ PS.

Then, for j “ N
4

` 1, . . . , 3N
4

´ 1, we rewrite (12) to

1

h

$

&

%

ż

KN
2

´1,j´1

”

pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

´1, yj´1qθN
2

´1,j´1 ` pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j

ı

x
θN

2
,j

`
ż

KN
2

´1,j

”

pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j ` pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

´1, yj`1qθN
2

´1,j`1

ı

x
θN

2
,j

,

.

-

“ ´ τj ,

(19)

where

τj “ ℓ1,j ` ℓ2,j ` ℓ3,j,

ℓ1,j “:
1

h

#

H2

12

«

ż yj

yj´1

B2S

Bx2 θN
2
,jpxN

2

, yqdy `
ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 θN
2
,jpxN

2

, yqdy
ff+

,

ℓ2,j “:
1

h

»

–

ż

KN
2

´1,j´1

pS ´ SIqxθN
2
,j `

ż

KN
2

´1,j

pS ´ SIqxθN
2
,j

fi

fl ,

11



ℓ3,j “:
1

h

$

&

%

ż

KN
2

´1,j´1

”

pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

, yj´1qθN
2
,j´1 ` pSI ´ PSqpxN

2

, yjqθN
2
,j

ı

x
θN

2
,j

`
ż

KN
2

´1,j

”

pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

, yjqθN
2
,j ` pSI ´ PSqpxN

2

, yj`1qθN
2
,j`1

ı

x
θN

2
,j

,

.

-

.

Recall (14), we have

ℓ3,j “ 0.

And we can obtain

τj “ ℓ1,j ` ℓ2,j “ OpN´2q.

by the standard approximation theory.

For convenience, denote pSI ´PSqpxN
2

´1, yjq “: βj pj “ N
4

` 1, . . . , 3N
4

´ 1q. Then, let
us look directly at the discrete system (19) which we will rewrite in the form

Db “ ´τ, (20)

where

D “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

4 1 0 0 ... 0 0 0

1 4 1 0 ... 0 0 0

0 1 4 1 ... 0 0 0

0 0 1 4 ... 0 0 0

... ... ... ... ... ... ...

0 0 0 0 ... 1 4 1

0 0 0 0 ... 0 1 4

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

pN
2

´1qˆpN
2

´1q

b “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

βN
4

`1

βN
4

`2

...

β 3N
4

´1

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

τ “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

τN
4

`1

τN
4

`2

...

τ 3N
4

´1

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

.

Apparently, the determinant of tridiagonal matrix D is not zero, so the solution to the

system of linear equations (20) exists and is unique. This, combined with (14) and (13),

indicates that interpolation PS exists and is unique.

Besides, see that the max-norm of b is

}b}8 “ max
N
4

`1ďjď 3N
4

´1

|βj| “ |βj˚|,

12



According to (20), we find that

$

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

%

3|βj˚| ď |4βj˚ ` βj˚`1| “ |τj˚ | “ OpN´2q if j˚ “ N

4
` 1,

2|βj˚| ď |βj˚´1 ` 4βj˚ ` βj˚`1| “ |τj˚ | “ OpN´2q if
N

4
` 2 ď j˚ ď 3N

4
´ 2,

3|βj˚| ď |βj˚´1 ` 4βj˚| “ |τj˚ | “ OpN´2q if j˚ “ 3N

4
´ 1.

Thus, we can conclude that

}b}8 ď CN´2 i.e. |pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

´1, yjq| ď CN´2, j “ N

4
` 1, . . . ,

3N

4
´ 1. (21)

We need the following interpolation bound for our later analysis.

Lemma 4. Let K P TN , Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. ΠS denotes the new interpolation of

S. Then there exists a constant C such that the following inequality holds:

}S ´ ΠS}L8pKq ď CN´2.

Proof. Triangle inequality generates

}S ´ ΠS}L8pKq ď }S ´ SI}L8pKq ` }SI ´ ΠS}L8pKq, (22)

where

}S ´ SI}L8pKq ď CN´2, (23)

is derect with Lemma 3. And using (21), we can derive that

}SI ´ ΠS}L8pKq ď CN´2. (24)

Thus we have done.

The following stability of Lagrange interpolation will be frequently used later: @K P
TN and v P C1pKq, the Lagrange interpolation vI satisfies

|vI |1,L8pKq ď C|v|1,L8pKq. (25)
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Lemma 5. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. EI
i denote the standard Lagrange interpolations

of Ei, i “ 1, 2, 12, respectively. Then there exists a constant C such that the following

inequalities hold:

}E1 ´ EI
1} ` }E2 ´ EI

2} ` }E12 ´ EI
12} ď CN´σ, (26)

}E1 ´ EI
1}ε ` }E2 ´ EI

2}ε ` }E12 ´ EI
12}ε ď CN´1, (27)

}QE1}ε ` }BE1}ε ď Cp1 ` ε
1

4N
1

2 qN´σ. (28)

Proof. (a) Consider }E1 ´ EI
1}ε. We split }E1 ´ EI

1} into

}E1 ´ EI
1}2 “ }E1 ´ EI

1}2r0,xN
2

´1
sˆr0,1s ` }E1 ´ EI

1}2Ω0
` }E1 ´ EI

1}2rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s.

Use Lemma 3, Assumption 1 and Lemma 1 to derive

}E1 ´ EI
1}2r0,xN

2
´1

sˆr0,1s ď C

N
2

´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

s`t“2

h2sx,ih
2t
y,j}

B2E1

BxsByt }
2
Ki,j

ď C

N
2

´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

s`t“2

h2sx,ih
2t
y,jpε´se´

βxi
ε q2hx,ihy,j

ď CεN´4.

(29)

Triangular inequality, Assumption 1, Lemma 1 and (25) yield

}E1 ´ EI
1}2Ω0

ď }E1}2Ω0
` }EI

1}2Ω0
,

where

}E1}2Ω0
ď C

ż

Ω0

pe´βx

ε q2 ď CεN´2σ,

}EI
1}2Ω0

ď C

ż

Ω0

pN´σq2 ď CN´2σ´1.

Thus,

}E1 ´ EI
1}2Ω0

ď CN´2σ´1. (30)
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Follow the same argument as for }E1 ´ EI
1}2Ω0

, we have

}E1 ´ EI
1}2rxN

2

,1sˆr0,1s ď Cε2σ. (31)

}pE1 ´ EI
1qx} can be decomposed as

}pE1 ´ EI
1qx}2 “ }pE1 ´ EI

1qx}2ΩxYΩxy
` }pE1 ´ EI

1qx}2ΩsYΩy
.

Similar to (29), one has

}pE1 ´ EI
1qx}2ΩxYΩxy

ď Cε´1N´2. (32)

Triangular inequality, inverse inequality, Assumption 1, Lemma 1 and (25) yield

}pE1 ´ EI
1qx}2ΩsYΩy

ď Cp}pE1qx}2ΩsYΩy
` }pEI

1qx}2Ω0
` }pEI

1qx}2rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1sq,

where

}pE1qx}2ΩsYΩy
ď Cε´1N´2σ,

}pEI
1qx}2Ω0

ď Ch´2

x,N
2

´1
N´2σhx,N

2
´1 ď Cε´1N´2σ,

}pEI
1qx}2rxN

2

,1sˆr0,1s ď Cε2σ´2.

Therefore,

}pE1 ´ EI
1qx}2ΩsYΩy

ď Cε´1N´2σ. (33)

The argument for }pE1 ´ EI
1qy} is similar to }pE1 ´ EI

1qx}, hence

}pE1 ´ EI
1qy}2ΩxYΩxy

ď CεN´2. (34)

}pE1 ´ EI
1qy}2ΩsYΩy

ď CN´2σ. (35)

(b) Consider }E2 ´EI
2}ε and }E12 ´EI

12}ε. Their proofs are analogous to }E1 ´EI
1}ε,

therefore are omitted. Here we just give the main conclusions that will be used in our

15



later analysis.

}E2 ´ EI
2}2ΩyYΩxy

ď Cε
1

2N´4, (36)

}E2 ´ EI
2}2ΩxYΩs

ď CN´2σ, (37)

}pE2 ´ EI
2qx}2ΩyYΩxy

ď Cε
1

2N´2, (38)

}pE2 ´ EI
2qx}2ΩxYΩs

ď CN´2σ, (39)

}pE2 ´ EI
2qy}2ΩyYΩxy

ď Cε´ 1

2N´2, (40)

}pE2 ´ EI
2qy}2ΩxYΩs

ď Cε´ 1

2N´2σ, (41)

and

}E12 ´ EI
12}2Ωxy

ď Cε
3

2N´4, (42)

}E12 ´ EI
12}2ΩnΩxy

ď CN´2σ, (43)

}pE12 ´ EI
12qx}2Ωxy

ď Cε´ 1

2N´2, (44)

}pE12 ´ EI
12qx}2ΩxYΩy

ď Cε´1N´2σ, (45)

}pE12 ´ EI
12qx}2Ωs

ď Cε´1N´4σ, (46)

}pE12 ´ EI
12qy}2Ωxy

ď Cε
1

2N´2, (47)

}pE12 ´ EI
12qy}2ΩxYΩy

ď CN´2σ, (48)

}pE12 ´ EI
12qy}2Ωs

ď Cε´1N´4σ. (49)

The above inequalities give the estimates for (26) and (27).

(c) Consider }QE1}ε and }BE1}ε. (17), (18), Lemma 1 and inverse inequality generate

}QE1}2ε ď CN´2σ

N
ÿ

j“0

}θN
2

´1,j}2ε

ď CN´2σ

N
ÿ

j“0

pεh´2

x,N
2

´1
hx,N

2
´1hy,j ` εh´2

y,jhx,N
2

´1hy,j ` hx,N
2

´1hy,jq

ď CN´2σ,

(50)

and similarly,

}BE1}2ε ď Cε
1

2N´2σ. (51)
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Thus we have done.

4. Supercloseness property on a Bakhvalov-type mesh

In this section, supercloseness }uN ´ Πu}ε will be analyzed in detail. (9) gives

C}v}2ε ď apv, vq “ apu´Πu, vq “ εp∇pu´Πuq,∇vq ` p´bpu´Πuqx, vq ` pcpu´Πuq, vq.

Lemma 6. Let u be the solution to (1) satisfying Assumptions 1 and 2, Πu be the new

interpolation of u. For any v P V N , one has

|εp∇pu´ Πuq,∇vq ` pcpu´ Πuq, vq| ď CN´2}v}ε.

Proof.

εp∇pu´ Πuq,∇vq “εp∇pE1 ` E2 ` E12 ´ πE1 ´ EI
2 ´ EI

12q,∇vq ` εp∇pS ´ ΠSq,∇vq.

(a) Consider εp∇pE1 `E2 `E12 ´ πE1 ´EI
2 ´EI

12q,∇vq. The following estimates are

straightward:

|ε
ż

ΩyYΩs

pE1 ´ πE1qxvx ` ε

ż

Ω

pE1 ´ πE1qyvy| ď CN´σ}v}ε, (52)

|ε
ż

Ω

pE2 ´ EI
2qxvx ` ε

ż

ΩxYΩs

pE2 ´ EI
2qyvy| ď Cε

1

4N´σ}v}ε, (53)

|ε
ż

ΩnΩxy

pE12 ´ EI
12qxvx ` ε

ż

ΩnΩxy

pE12 ´ EI
12qyvy| ď CN´σ}v}ε, (54)

where we have used some conclusions in Lemma 5.

To analyze the remaining terms, we introduce two integral identities from [24] that

have been detailed demonstrated in [23, Th 4.3.]:

ż

K

B
Bxpw ´ wIqBv

Bx “
ż

K

B3w

BxBy2F pyqpBv
Bx ´ 2

3
py ´ yKq B2v

BxBy q, (55a)

ż

K

B
By pw ´ wIqBv

By “
ż

K

B3w

Bx2ByEpxqpBv
By ´ 2

3
px´ xKq B2v

BxBy q, (55b)
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where

F pyq “ py ´ yKq2 ´ ~
2
K

2
,

Epxq “ px ´ xKq2 ´ h2K
2

,

K P TN , hK denotes half the length of K in the x direction, ~K denotes half the width

of K in the y direction, pxK , yKq denotes the center of K, and K can be denoted as

pxK ´ hK , xK ` hKq ˆ pyK ´ ~K , yK ` ~Kq.
For term ε

ş

ΩxYΩxy
pE1 ´ πE1qxvx, we first split it into

ε

ż

ΩxYΩxy

pE1 ´ πE1qxvx “ ε

ż

ΩxYΩxy

pE1 ´ EI
1qxvx ` ε

ż

ΩxYΩxy

pEI
1 ´ πE1qxvx.

Use (55a) to derive

|ε
ż

KĂΩxYΩxy

pE1 ´ EI
1qxvx| ď C

ż

K

e´βx

ε |F pyq|| Bv
Bx| ď CN´2}e´βx

ε }K}Bv
Bx}K ,

summing over K Ă Ωx Y Ωxy and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

|ε
ż

ΩxYΩxy

pE1 ´ EI
1qxvx| ď CN´2}v}ε. (56)

(16)-(18) combined with inverse inequality yield

|ε
ż

ΩxYΩxy

pEI
1 ´ πE1qxvx| “ |ε

ż

ΩxYΩxy

N´1
ÿ

j“1

pE1pxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,jqxvx|

ď CεN´σ

N´1
ÿ

j“1

}pθN
2

´1,jqx}ΩxYΩxy
}vx}ΩxYΩxy

ď CεN´σ

N´1
ÿ

j“0

h´1

x,N
2

´2
h

1

2

x,N
2

´2
h

1

2

y,jε
´ 1

2 }v}ΩxYΩxy

ď CN´σ` 1

2 }v}ε.

(57)

Similar to ε
ş

ΩxYΩxy
pE1 ´ EI

1qxvx, except that (55b) is used, we can obtain

|ε
ż

ΩyYΩxy

pE2 ´ EI
2qyvy| ď Cε

1

4N´2}v}ε. (58)
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Lemma 1 combined with (55a) generates

|ε
ż

KĂΩxy

pE12 ´ EI
12qxvx| ď Cε´1

ż

K

”

e´βx

ε pe´ y?
ε ` e

´ 1´y?
ε q
ı

|F pyq|| Bv
Bx |

ď Cε´1
”

h2y,j maxpe´ y?
ε ` e

´ 1´y?
ε q
ı

}e´βx

ε }K}Bv
Bx}K

ď Cε´1p
?
εN´1q2}e´βx

ε }K}Bv
Bx}K ,

then summing up:

|ε
ż

Ωxy

pEI
12 ´ E12qxvx| ď CN´2}v}ε. (59)

Similar to ε
ş

KĂΩxy
pE12 ´ EI

12qxvx, just substituting (55a) to (55b), we have

|ε
ż

Ωxy

pEI
12 ´ E12qyvy| ď Cε

1

4N´2}v}ε. (60)

Collect (52)-(54) and (56)-(60), one has

|εp∇pE1 ` E2 ` E12 ´ πE1 ´ EI
2 ´ EI

12q,∇vq| ď CN´2}v}ε. (61)

(b) Consider εp∇pS ´ ΠSq,∇vq. It can be split into

εp∇pS ´ ΠSq,∇vq

“ε
ż

ΩnprxN
2

´2
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

sq

p∇pS ´ SIq,∇vq ` ε

ż

rxN
2

´2
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

s

p∇pS ´ ΠSq,∇vq.

Use the two integral identities (55a) and (55b) to obtain

|ε
ż

K

p∇pS ´ SIq,∇vq| ď CεN´3}∇v}K,

summing over K Ă ΩnprxN
2

´2, xN
2

s ˆ ryN
4

, y 3N
4

sq and taking use of Cauchy-Schwarz in-

equality, one has

|ε
ż

ΩnprxN
2

´2
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

sq

p∇pS ´ SIq,∇vq| ď Cε
1

2N´2}v}ε. (62)

Let S ´ ΠS “ S ´ SI ` SI ´ ΠS,

|ε
ż

rxN
2

´2
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

s

p∇pS ´ SIq,∇vq| ď Cε
1

2N´ 3

2 }v}ε. (63)
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is straightforward with Lemma 3. Apply (24), inverse inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality, we have

|ε
ż

rxN
2

´2
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

s

p∇pSI ´ ΠSq,∇vq|

ďCε
N
2

´1
ÿ

i“N
2

´2

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

h´1
x,i}SI ´ ΠS}L8pKi,jqphx,ihy,jq

1

2 }∇v}Ki,j

ďCN´2}v}ε.

(64)

Collect (62)-(64), one can obtain

|εp∇pS ´ ΠSq,∇vq| ď CN´2}v}ε. (65)

(c) Consider pcpu´ Πuq, vq. Recall Lemma 4 and Lemma 5, we have

|pcpu ´Πuq, vq| ď CN´2}v}ε. (66)

Then, with (61), (65) and (66), we establish the assertion for Lemma 6.

Lemma 7. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, πE1 be the interpolation of E1 defined in (16),

EI
2 and EI

12 be the standard Lagrange interpolations of E2 and E12, respectively. For any

v P V N , one has

|p´bpE1 ` E2 ` E12 ´ πE1 ´ EI
2 ´ EI

12qx, vq| ď Cε
1

4N´ 3

2 }v}ε ` CN´2}v}ε.

Proof. Green’s formula generates

p´bpE1 ` E2 ` E12 ´ πE1 ´ EI
2 ´ EI

12qx, vq

“
ż

Ω

bpE1 ´ πE1qvx `
ż

Ω

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx `

ż

Ω

bx
“

pE1 ´ πE1q ` pE12 ´ EI
12q

‰

v ´
ż

Ω

bpE2 ´ EI
2qxv.

(a) Consider
ş

Ω
bpE1 ´ πE1qvx. It can be decomposed as

ż

Ω

bpE1 ´ πE1qvx “
ż

ΩnΩ0

bpE1 ´ EI
1qvx `

ż

ΩnΩ0

bQE1vx ´
ż

Ω

bBE1vx `
ż

Ω0

b
“

E1 ´ pEI
1 ´ QE1q

‰

vx.
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Use Hölder inequality, (29) and (31) to obtain

|
ż

ΩnΩ0

bpE1 ´ EI
1qvx| ď CpN´2 ` Cεσ´ 1

2 q}v}ε. (67)

From (17), we know that QE1|ΩnΩ0
“ řN

j“0E1pxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j , then

|
ż

ΩnΩ0

bQE1vx| ď C}QE1}ΩnΩ0
}vx}ΩnΩ0

ď CN´σ

N
ÿ

j“0

}θN
2

´1,j}ΩnΩ0
}vx}ΩnΩ0

ď CN´σ

N´1
ÿ

j“0

phx,N
2

´2hy,jq
1

2 }vx}ΩnΩ0

ď CN´σ` 1

2 }v}ε.

(68)

By (18), one has

| ´
ż

Ω

bBE1vx| ď CN´σ
ÿ

j“0,N

}θN
2

´1,j}Ω}vx}Ω

ď CN´σ
ÿ

j“0,N´1

phx,N
2

´1hy,jq
1

2ε´ 1

2 }v}ε

ď CN´σpε 1

2N´ 1

2

?
εq 1

2 ε´ 1

2 }v}ε

ď CN´σ´ 1

4 }v}ε,

(69)

here we have used hx,N
2

´1 ď Cε
1

2N´ 1

2 from Lemma 2.

For
ş

Ω0

b
“

E1 ´ pEI
1 ´ QE1q

‰

vx, according to (17) and triangle inequality, we can see

that

}E1 ´ pEI
1 ´ QE1q}2Ω0

ď }E1}2Ω0
` }EI

1 ´ QE1}2Ω0
, EI

1 ´ QE1|Ω0
“

N
ÿ

j“0

E1pxN
2

, yjqθN
2
,j,

where

}E1}2Ω0
ď CεN´2σ,

}EI
1 ´ QE1}2Ω0

ď Cε2σ
N
ÿ

j“0

}θN
2
,j}2Ω0

ď Cε2σ
N´1
ÿ

j“0

phx,N
2

´1hy,jq ď Cε2σN´1.
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Thus,

|
ż

Ω0

b
“

E1 ´ pEI
1 ´ QE1q

‰

vx| ď CN´σ}v}ε. (70)

Collect (67)-(70), we get

|
ż

Ω

bpE1 ´ πE1qvx| ď CN´2}v}ε. (71)

(b) Consider
ş

Ω
bpE12 ´ EI

12qvx. It will be separated into the six cases Ωxy, Ωx,

rxN
2

´1, xN
2

sˆpr0, yN
4

´1sYry 3N
4

`1, 1sq, rxN
2

´1, xN
2

sˆpryN
4

´1, yN
4

sYry 3N
4

, y 3N
4

`1sq, rxN
2

´1, xN
2

sˆ
ryN

4

, y 3N
4

s, and rxN
2

, 1s ˆ r0, 1s.

|
ż

Ωxy

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď Cε

1

4N´2}v}ε,

can be deduced by (42). Furthermore, use Hölder inequality, Lemma 1, Lemma 2 and

(25) to derive

|
ż

Ωx

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď C}E12}L8pΩxqpmeasΩxq 1

2 }vx}Ωx
ď CN´σ ln

1

2 N}v}ε,

|
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpr0,yN
4

´1
sYry 3N

4
`1

,1sq

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď CN´σpε 3

4N´ 1

4

?
ε lnNq 1

2 }vx}ε ď Cε
1

8N´σ´ 1

8 ln
1

2 N}v}ε,

|
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpryN
4

´1
,yN

4

sYry 3N
4

,y 3N
4

`1
sq

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď CN´σpε 3

4N´ 1

4 p
?
εq 1

2N´ 1

2 q 1

2 }vx}ε ď CN´σ´ 3

8 }v}ε,

|
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

s

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď Cεσ´ 1

2N´ 1

2
´σ}v}ε,

|
ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď Cεσ´ 1

2 }v}ε,

where hx,N
2

´1 ď Cε
3

4N´ 1

4 and hy,N
4

´1 “ hy, 3N
4

ď Cp?
εq 1

2N´ 1

2 are used and they can be

deduced by Lemma 2.

In conclusion,

|
ż

Ω

bpE12 ´ EI
12qvx| ď CN´σ ln

1

2 N}v}ε ` Cε
1

4N´2}v}ε. (72)

(c) Consider
ş

Ω
bx
“

pE1 ´ πE1q ` pE12 ´ EI
12q

‰

v. Lemma 5 generates

|
ż

Ω

bx
“

pE1 ´ πE1q ` pE12 ´ EI
12q

‰

v| ď CN´σ}v}ε. (73)
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(d)Consider
ş

Ω
bpE2 ´EI

2qxv. We separate the discussion into the cases of Ωx YΩs and

Ωxy Y Ωy. Recall (39), one has

|
ż

ΩxYΩs

bpE2 ´ EI
2qxv| ď CN´σ}v}ε.

Green’s formula generates
ż

ΩxyYΩy

bpE2 ´ EI
2qxv “ ´

ż

ΩxyYΩy

pbxv ` bvxqpE2 ´ EI
2q.

Then, we split Ωxy Y Ωy into Ωxy, rxN
2

´1, xN
2

s ˆ pr0, yN
4

´1s Y ry 3N
4

`1, 1sq and rxN
2

, 1s ˆ
pr0, yN

4
´1s Y ry 3N

4
`1, 1sq. In a similar way to (29), one can obtain

| ´
ż

Ωxy

pbxv ` bvxqpE2 ´ EI
2q| ď Cε

1

4N´ 3

2 }v}ε. (74)

Assumption 1, Lemma 1, Lemma 2, Hölder inequality, triangle inequality and (25)

generate

|
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpr0,yN
4

´1
sYry 3N

4
`1

,1sq

pbxv ` bvxqpE2 ´ EI
2q| ď CN´σ´ 1

4 ln
1

2 N}v}ε,

|
ż

rxN
2

,1sˆpr0,yN
4

´1
sYry 3N

4
`1

,1sq

pbxv ` bvxqpE2 ´ EI
2q| ď Cεσ´ 1

4 ln
1

2 N}v}ε.

In conclusion,

|
ż

Ω

bpE2 ´ EI
2qxv| ď Cε

1

4N´ 3

2 }v}ε. (75)

From (71)-(75), we give the proof of Lemma 7.

Lemma 8. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, ΠS be the new interpolation of S. For any

v P V N , one has

|p´bpS ´ ΠSqx, vq| ď Cε
1

4N´ 3

2 ln
1

2 N}v}ε ` CN´2 ln
1

2 N}v}ε.

Proof. We decompose p´bpS ´ ΠSqx, vq as follows:

pbpS ´ ΠSqx, vq

“
ż

r0,xN
2

´1
sˆr0,1s

bpS ´ ΠSqxv `
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆr0,1s

bpS ´ ΠSqxv `
ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

bpS ´ SIqxv.

(76)

23



Apply Green’s formula to the first term on the right-hand side of (76), we can get
ż

r0,xN
2

´1
sˆr0,1s

bpS´ΠSqxv “ ´
ż

r0,xN
2

´1
sˆr0,1s

pbxv`bvxqpS´ΠSq`
ż 1

0

bpS´ΠSqvpxN
2

´1, yqdy.

Lemma 4 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yield

| ´
ż

r0,xN
2

´1
sˆr0,1s

pbxv ` bvxqpS ´ ΠSq| ď C

N
2

´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}S ´ ΠS}Ki,j
}vx}Ki,j

ď Cε´ 1

2N´2p
N
2

´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

hx,ihy,jq
1

2 p
N
2

´2
ÿ

i“0

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}v}Ki,j
q 1

2

ď CN´2 ln
1

2 N}v}ε,

and

|
ż 1

0

bpS ´ ΠSqvpxN
2

´1, yqdy| ď CN´2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

ż yj`1

yj

p
ż xN

2
´1

0

vxpx, yqdxqdy

ď CN´2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

N
2

´2
ÿ

i“0

}vx}L1pKi,jq

ď CN´2 ln
1

2 N}v}ε.

Before the estimate of the remained two terms of (76), we first define ΠNb, the discrete

L2´projection of b, as

bKi,j “ ΠNb|Ki,j
“ 1

hx,ihy,j

ż

Ki,j

b.

See that ΠNb is a piecewise constant vector function. It is a standard result that

}b ´ ΠNb}8 ď CN´1|b|1,8. (77)

Furthermore, we will frequently make use of the following estimates in the subsequent

analysis. For any v P V N and j “ N
4
, . . . , 3N

4
´ 1:

|vpxN
2

´1, yjq| ď Ch´1

ż yj`1

yj

p
ż xN

2
´1

0

vxpx, yqdxqdy ď Ch´ 1

2 ln
1

2 N}v}r0,xN
2

´1
sˆryj ,yj`1s, (78)

|vpxN
2

, yjq| ď C}v}L8pKN
2

,j
q ď Cphx,N

2

hy,jq´ 1

2 }v}KN
2

,j
ď CN}v}KN

2
,j
, (79)
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}pS ´ PSqx}L8pKN
2

´1,j
q ď }pS ´ SIqx}L8pKN

2
´1,j

q ` }pSI ´ PSqx}L8pKN
2

´1,j
q

ď CN´1 ` Ch´1

x,N
2

´1
}SI ´ PS}L8pKN

2
´1,j

q

ď Ch´1

x,N
2

´1
N´2.

(80)

Now, we decompose the second term of (76) as

ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆr0,1s

bpS ´ ΠSqxv

“
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpr0,yN
4

sYry 3N
4

,1sq

bpS ´ SIqxv `
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆryN
4

,y 3N
4

s

bpS ´ PSqxv

“I ` II ` III ` IV,

(81)

where

I “:

ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpr0,yN
4

sYry 3N
4

,1sq

bpS ´ SIqxv, (82)

II “:

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

ż

KN
2

´1,j

b
KN

2
´1,jpS ´ PSqx

”

vpxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j ` vpxN
2

´1, yj`1qθN
2

´1,j`1

ı

, (83)

III “:

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

ż

KN
2

´1,j

pbKN
2

´1,j ´ b
KN

2
,j qpS ´ PSqx

”

vpxN
2

, yjqθN
2
,j ` vpxN

2

, yj`1qθN
2
,j`1

ı

,

(84)

IV “:

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

ż

KN
2

´1,j

b
KN

2
,j pS ´ PSqx

”

vpxN
2

, yjqθN
2
,j ` vpxN

2

, yj`1qθN
2
,j`1

ı

. (85)

Take use of the integral identity from [24]: Let K P TN and suppose that K is Ki,j,

pxK , yKq is the center of K, then

ż

K

B
BxpS ´ SIqv “

ż

K

RpS, vq `
h2x,i

12

«

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxi`1, yqdy ´
ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxi, yqdy
ff

,

(86)
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where

RpS, vq “1

3
Epxqpx ´ xKqB3S

Bx3
Bv
Bx ´

h2x,i

12

B3S

Bx3 v ` F pyq B3S

BxBy2

¨
„

v ´ px´ xKqBv
Bx ´ 2

3
py ´ yKqBv

By ` 2

3
px ´ xKqpy ´ yKq B2v

BxBy



,

and refer to [23, (4.24)-(4.31)] for detailed information, the last term of (76) can be

decomposed as

ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

bpS ´ SIqxv

“
ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

pb´ ΠNbqpS ´ SIqxv `
ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

ΠNbpS ´ SIqxv

“V ` V I ` V II ` V III ` IX,

(87)

where

V “:

ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

pb´ ΠNbqpS ´ SIqxv, (88)

V I “:

ż

rxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

ΠNbRpS, vq, (89)

V II “:
N´2
ÿ

i“N
2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

H2

12
pbKi,j ´ bKi`1,j q

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxi`1, yqdy, (90)

V III “:

N
4

´1
ÿ

j“0

´bKN
2

,j
H2

12

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yqdy `
N´1
ÿ

j“ 3N
4

´bKN
2

,j
H2

12

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yqdy,

(91)

IX “:

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

´bKN
2

,j
H2

12

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yqdy. (92)

Then we give the estimate of I ´ IX . Recall Lemma 3 and triangle inequality, one

26



has

|I| ď |
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpr0,yN
4

´1
sYry 3N

4
`1

,1sq

bpS ´ SIqxv| ` |
ż

rxN
2

´1
,xN

2

sˆpryN
4

´1
,yN

4

sYry 3N
4

,y 3N
4

`1
sq

bpS ´ SIqxv|

ď CN´1
”

phx,N
2

´1

?
ε lnNq 1

2 ` phx,N
2

´1hy,N
4

´1q
1

2

ı

}v}ε

ď Cε
1

4N´ 3

2 }v}ε.
(93)

Apply (78), (80) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

|II| ď CN´2

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

h´1

x,N
2

´1
h´ 1

2 ln
1

2 N}v}r0,xN
2

´1
sˆryj ,yj`1shx,N

2
´1h

ď CN´2 ln
1

2 Np
3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

hq 1

2 p
3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

}v}2r0,xN
2

´1
sˆryj ,yj`1sq

1

2

ď CN´2 ln
1

2 N}v}ε.

(94)

Estimate of III can be easily obtained by (77), (79), (80) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

|III| ď C

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

N´3h´1

x,N
2

´1
N}v}KN

2
,j
hx,N

2
´1h

ď CN´ 5

2 }v}ε,

(95)

Identity (12) gives rise to

IV ` IX “ i` ii ` iii ` iv, (96)

where

i “: ´bKN
2

, N
4 h2

x,N
2

ż yN
4

`1

yN
4

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yN
4

qθN
2
,N
4

pxN
2

, yqdy,

ii “: ´bKN
2

,3N
4

´1h2
x,N

2

ż y 3N
4

y 3N
4

´1

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, y 3N
4

qθN
2
, 3N

4

pxN
2

, yqdy,

iii “: b
KN

2
, N
4

ż

KN
2

´1, N
4

pS ´ PSqxvpxN
2

, yN
4

qθN
2
,N
4

,

iv “: b
KN

2
, 3N

4
´1

ż

KN
2

´1, 3N
4

´1

pS ´ PSqxvpxN
2

, y 3N
4

qθN
2
, 3N

4

.
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We have, from the standard approximation theory and (79)

|i` ii| ď CN´2}v}ε, (97)

and from (79) as well as (80)

|iii ` iv| ď CN´2}v}ε, (98)

Recall (77) and Lemma 3, one obtains

|V | ď CN´2}v}ε. (99)

For VI, inverse inequality and Hölder inequality yield

|
ż

KĂrxN
2

,1sˆr0,1s

ΠNbRpS, vq| ď CN´1}RpS, vq}K ď CN´3}v}K

Summing over K Ă rxN
2

, 1s ˆ r0, 1s and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

|V I| ď CN´3

N´1
ÿ

i“N
2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

}v}Ki,j
ď CN´2}v}ε. (100)

Trace inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yield

|V II| ď CN´3

N´2
ÿ

i“N
2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

H´1}v}L1pKi,jq

ď CN´3

N´2
ÿ

i“N
2

N´1
ÿ

j“0

H´ 1

2h
1

2 }v}Ki,j

ď CN´2}v}ε.

(101)

For VIII, it is suffice to discuss the first term on the right-hand side, since the situation

on the second term is the same as the first term. Triangle inequality, Trace inequality
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and Cauchy-Shwarz inequality give us

|
N
4

´1
ÿ

j“0

´bKN
2

,j
H2

12

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yqdy|

ď|
N
4

´2
ÿ

j“0

´bKN
2

,j
H2

12

ż yj`1

yj

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yqdy| ` | ´ b
KN

2
, N
4

´1
H2

12

ż yN
4

yN
4

´1

B2S

Bx2 vpxN
2

, yqdy|

ďCN´2

N
4

´2
ÿ

j“0

H´1}v}L1pKN
2

,j
q ` CN´2H´1}v}L1pKN

2
, N
4

´1
q

ďCN´ 3

2 p
N
4

´2
ÿ

j“0

hy,jq
1

2 p
N
4

´2
ÿ

j“0

}v}2Ki,j
q 1

2 ` CN´2}v}KN
2

, N
4

´1

ďCε 1

4N´ 3

2 ln
1

2 N}v}ε.

(102)

Collect (93)-(102), we are done.

Now we give the main theorem.

Theorem 1. Under the conditions that both Assumptions 1 and 2 are true. Suppose that

u is the exact solution to (1), uI is the standard Lagrange interpolation of u, and uN is

the corresponding finite element solution. Then, one has

}uI ´ uN}ε ď Cε
1

4N´ 3

2 ln
1

2 N ` CN´2 ln
1

2 N.

Proof. Triangle inequality yields

}uI ´ uN}ε ď }uI ´ Πu}ε ` }Πu´ uN}ε. (103)

Collecting Lemma 6, Lemma 7 and Lemma 8, we have

}Πu´ uN}ε ď Cε
1

4N´ 3

2 ln
1

2 N ` CN´2 ln
1

2 N. (104)

Then, for }uI ´ Πu}ε,

}uI ´ Πu}ε ď }EI
1 ´ πE1}ε ` }SI ´ ΠS}ε.
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Lemma 5 yields

}EI
1 ´ πE1}ε “ }QE1 ´ BE1}ε ď Cp1 ` ε

1

4N
1

2 qN´σ. (105)

(21) and inverse inequality yield

}SI ´ ΠS}ε “ }
3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

`1

pSI ´ PSqpxN
2

´1, yjqθN
2

´1,j}ε

ď CN´2

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

`1

}θN
2

´1,j}ε

ď CN´2

3N
4

´1
ÿ

j“N
4

`1

ph´1

x,N
2

´1
hx,N

2
´1h ` h´1hx,N

2
´1h ` hx,N

2
´1hq

ď CN´2.

(106)

Collecting (104), (105) and (106), we are done.

5. Numerical results

Here we will do some numerical experiments to support our theoretical results. Cal-

culations are performed by Intel Visual Fortran 11, and we can refer to [1] for the discrete

problems.

Consider the following test problem of (1):

´ε∆u ´ p3 ´ x´ yqux ` 2u “fpx, yq in Ω “ p0, 1q2,

u “0 on BΩ.

We choose fpx, yq such that

upx, yq “ pcos πx
2

´ e´x
ε ´ e´ 1

ε

1 ´ e´ 1

ε

qpp1 ´ e
´ y?

ε qp1 ´ e
´ 1´y?

ε q
1 ´ e

´ y?
ε

q.

is the exact solution to (1).
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In our investigation, we use the bilinear FEM and assume that ε ď N´1. Numerical

results can be found in Table 1, which lists errors and convergence order under the energy

norm }uI ´ uN}ε in the case of ε “ 10´2, 10´3, . . . , 10´8 and N “ 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, , 256.

Table 1 indicates that }uI ´ uN}ε converges at a rate of almost OpN´2q, verifying
Theorem 1.

Table 1: Errors of }uI ´ u
N }ε and convergence order

ε

N

8 16 32 64 128 256

10´2
0.132E-01 0.167-02 0.209E-03 0.264E-04 0.334E-05 0.426E-06

2.99 2.99 2.99 2.98 2.97 —

10´3
0.223E-01 0.336E-02 0.386E-03 0.439E-04 0.525E-05 0.647E-06

2.73 3.12 3.14 3.06 3.02 —

10´4
0.281E-01 0.295E-02 0.353E-03 0.498E-04 0.801E-05 0.117E-05

3.25 3.07 2.82 2.64 2.77 —

10´5
0.235E-01 0.266E-02 0.339E-03 0.508E-04 0.941E-05 0.199E-05

3.14 2.98 2.74 2.43 2.24 —

10´6
0.208E-01 0.249E-02 0.329E-03 0.504E-04 0.952E-05 0.212E-05

3.06 2.92 2.71 2.40 2.17 —

10´7
0.195E-01 0.241E-02 0.324E-03 0.501E-04 0.952E-05 0.213E-05

3.02 2.90 2.69 2.40 2.16 —

10´8
0.191E-01 0.239E-02 0.323E-03 0.501E-04 0.953E-05 0.213E-05

3.00 2.89 2.69 2.39 2.16 —
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