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1. Introduction

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

eration:
—eAu—bu, +cu=f inQ=(0,1)7
(1)
u =0 on 052,
where 0 < ¢ « 1 represents the perturbation parameter, and b, ¢, and f are bivariate

functions with sufficient smoothness. The following assumptions also hold:
1 _
b= (>0, c+§bx>7>0 on 2,

where (3, v are constants. According to the above assumptions, solution to problem ()
exists and is unique in Hj () n H%(Q) for each f € L*(Q) (see E]) Besides, this solution
has two parabolic layers at y = 0, y = 1 of width O(y/21In 1) and an exponential layer at
z = 0 of width O(elnl). Problems with characteristic layers like () 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, a ing finite element method
to layer-adapted meshes is an essential subJect l |j g/

For finite element method (FEM), supercloseness is a crucial property of convergence.
Supercloseness here means that the convergence property of ITu — u” is higher than that

of u—ulN

in a certain norm, where w is the exact solution, ITu is a certain interpolation of u
and u” is the finite element solution. Supercloseness property can be employed in various
estimates, such as L? estimates [19] and L* estimates E], 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 ! Bakhvalov-type

meshes are another widely used layer-adapted meshes ] Compared to Shishkin-type



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 , 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 E] 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 ] 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 , 125]. 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



in 2D satisfies homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Then we can draw the main
conclusion of this paper: for problem (I), 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 e.

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 [B] 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 [l to support our theoretical
conclusion.

Throughout this article, the standard Sobolev spaces W™P(D) will be used, where m
are nonnegative integers, domain D < Q and H™(D) = W™*(D). On H™(D), | - |m.p
is semi-norm and || - |, p is norm. In addition, LP(D) is Lebesgue space and || - | z»(p)
represents norms in this space. When p = 2, |- | 12(p) is denoted as | - | p. We shall remove
D from these notations if D = €. Additionally, all constants in this paper, including
generic constants C' and fixed constants C;, are unaffected by ¢ 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 ([Il) into the following parts:

u=_S+E + Ey+ Ep, Y(z,y)eQ, (2)

where S is the smooth part, Ey is the exponential layer at x = 0, Ey are the parabolic

layers at y = 0 and y = 1, E15 is the corner layer.



Furthermore, for any (z,y) € Q, the following inequalities hold:

S| < -
ZZZZSE(x,y) < Ceme s (3b)
g::;fi (2,9)] < CeTH(e Ve + e V), (3c)
%@,m < Ce M e (Ve + eV, 0

where m, n are nonnegative integers and 0 < m + n < 3.

More details about Assumption [I can be found in ﬂg] and H]

2.2. Bakhvalov-type mesh

Different Bakhvalov-type meshes are proposed as approximations of Bakhvalov meshes
see ]) In this paper, we shall analyze a Bakhvalov-type mesh in 2D introduced in
i
Assume that N > 4 is a positive integer and is even, z; (0 <i < N)and y; (0 < j < N)

are mesh nodes satisfying
O=xg<m<---<zazy=1, O=y<y1<---<yn=1

Then, the Bakhvalov-type mesh is defined by

' N
. M1 —21—8)2) i=0,1,..,
i 3 N 2
T = ¢(+) = . (4a)
N L fW—O Ny
:L'% N 1 = B g eeey s
( ] ] N
—oyEln(l —4(1 — &)= —0,1,..,—
U\/E n( ( €>N> ] O? Y 747
j i1 i 3 N 3N
= (L) =y (L= J_2 A TR 4b
j 3N
1 In(1—4(1—&)(1 — = — 2 N
(LHovel(l =41 —&)(1 =), j =N,




where dy, dy are used to ensure the continuity of the function v at the transition points
i and %.

() is split into rectangular meshes by connecting the mesh nodes with lines that are
parallel to the z-axis and y-axis. These meshes are written as K; j = [z, ;1] % [}, Yj+1],
and the notation K denotes a generic rectangular mesh. Then we get a tensor-product

rectangular mesh 7y with mesh points (x;,y;). See Figure [I]
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N
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Figure 1: Rectangulation Ty

Assumption 2. Suppose that o =

N[Ot

and ¢ < N~' in our analysis. Additionally, we
assume that
oe, 1
S P

8 e

For convenience, let h,; = x;11 — 24, hyj = yj+1 — y;, and when j = %, L3N

1 1 1
<= and oyeln=- < -,
2 e 4

set hy j =: h; when ¢ = %,...,N—l, set hy,; =: H.



Lemma 1. If Assumption[Q holds, then for the Bakhvalov-type mesh ({l), we have

Csoeln N <zn | <Cyoeln N, xny = Coe|lne|,

vz
oz

—Ba;
"
hxvie E

N
< Ce!N™H, O<i<§—2 and 0<p<o,

|Er(zy,y)| < O, [Er(zy_y,y) SONT7

Concerning hy ;, 0 < j < N — 1, except that € is replaced by +/c, 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:

h

z,

. < CelfaNfa’

vl

h

Y, 71:h

Y,

a1z

% < C(\/E)lfaNfa’
where a € (0, 1].
Proof. According to (), we can derive that

oe, 1-2(1-¢)(3-N) _oel e+2(1—e)N™!
BT 1-2(-e) <G al c

hyw_y =

ZB,Z

) < Ce™ N, (6)
here we use the standard arguments In x < % a € (0,1]. h’y,%fl and hy’% can be proved
in a similar way. O

Then, we divide €2 into four subdomains:

) PP Y s P o P

Q, = [O,x%_l] X [y%_l,y%ﬂ], Oy = [O,x%_l] X ([O,y%_l] V) [y%ﬂ,l]).

In addition, we define € as [:L’ N %] x [0, 1] for convenience.

7



2.3. FEM

Suppose that V¥ < H{(Q) is the piecewise bilinear finite element space of (), whose

definition is
vV = {v € C(Q) : vlon—o and v|x € Q1(K), VK € TN}’
where
Qi (K) = span {z'y/ : 0 <i,j < 1}.
Then the corresponding FEM is: Find v’ € V¥ satisfying a(u’¥,v) = (f,v) Vv e VY,

where

a(u,v) = e(Vu", Vo) + (—bul ,v) + (cu™,v) Yve V. (7)

According to the conditions of ({I), the following coercivity holds
a(v,v) = C|v|?, Yoe VY, (8)

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

ol := € o]} + o).

It follows that u” is well defined by () (see B] and references therein).
In this paper, we will analyze supercloseness property under the energy norm. Let
v = u" — ITu, where u" is the finite element solution and I7u is the interpolation of w.

From (§) and the Galerkin orthogonality property a(u” —u,v) = 0, Yv € VY one has

Cllv|? < a(v,v) = a(u— Mu,v) = &(V(u— ITu), Vo) + (=b(u — ITu),,v) + (c(u— ITu),v).
(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.



3.1. Interpolation errors

The following lemma can refer to B] for more information.

Lemma 3. Let K € Ty and suppose that K is K; j. Assume that w € W*P(Q) and denote

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

Jw—w'|x <C > B0

HKv

x,illy,j

s+t=2 Sa '

H( HK C Z hithj sl t HK7
s+t=1 ax8+ a '

[(w—wh)ylx <C > h3nt %,
S )0 7Y,g (/xsayt+1

where s and t are non-negative integers.

3.2. New interpolation

In this subsection, we design a new interpolation ILS for the smooth part S. Besides,
for the exponential layer E7, another interpolation wE; is constructed based on [20].

Let 6, j(x,y) be the standard nodal basis functions with respect to the node (x;,y;)
in the finite element space V. For any v € C°(Q) its Lagrange interpolation v’ € V' is

defined by
N N
Z Z xzv yj 1,5 (ZZ}' y)

In the subsequent analysis, we will drop dxdy from S[]x[] -dzdy and let 6; ;(x,y) = 6, ; for
simplicity.
For the solution u to (), recall (2] and then define the interpolation ITu to u by

Hu =18 + 7B, + Ef + EL,. (10)
Define
PS (Z’,y) € [I%—lax%] X [yﬂ>y3N]a
HS = ‘CS (l’,y) € [Igf%ngl] X [y%vy%]v (1]‘)
St other



3N

where PS = Ziﬂil >0 n PS(xi,y5)b;; satisfies

]=

L (S —PS).0x , + L (S — PS).0

N N
2 2
o151 N1
H? | (% 028 vit1 9289 . N 3N
Y] U 1@9%@5’”@*1, atyalydy| g =gl L
J— J
(12)
and
. N 3N
735(93%_1,.%') = S(Ig_pyj) I=TT (13)
. N N 3N
PS(xy,y;) = S(zy,y;) i=pog b (14)
LS satisfies N 3N
LS(wy_1,y;) = PS(ey 1 y5)  J="o
N 3N (15)
LS(xy_yy;) = S(wx_y9;) J= RV
Refer to @], we define mE; as
7TE1 = E{ — QEl + BEl, (16)
where
N
QEI = Z E1<x%717yj)9%71,j7 (17>
=0
BE, = 2 El(ffg_layj)eg—l,ﬁ (18)
j=0,N

are boundary corrections to ensure the interpolation in 2D satisfies homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions. In addition, I and FEl, are the standard Lagrange interpolations

of E5 and Ej,, respectively.

Remark 1. For the supercloseness analysis of the smooth part, the diffusion term e(V (S —
ST, V) can reach almost order 2 on € using the integral identities (B3)); the convection
term (—b(S — ST),,v) can achieve almost order 2 on most regions with the method uti-

lized in [23], while on the region [55%71737%“] X [y%,y%], some terms cannot be better

10



estimated with standard arguments in previous studies. Thus, we consider designing a
new interpolation ILS for sharper estimates for the tough terms: (85) and ([O2). 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 (1) is designed: Condition (I2) is used for sharper estimates for (85l) and
@2); Condition (I3), [Id) and ([I3) are employed to ensure the continuity. In addition,

existence and uniqueness of ILS is proved below.

Remark 2. On subdomain [:cgfl,x%] X [y%,y%], let S—PS =8-5"+5—P8S.

Then, for j =& +1,..., 2% — 1, we rewrite ([I2) to

1
h L (8 =Py sy 1+ (S = PS) g 100y 15 O,
N

>=

| [ PS)ay )0y + (S = PS) oy ey 1] 0,

R
= T,
(19)
where
Tj = 6173» + gg,j + 63’]‘,
1| H?| (% 028 Yvit1 929
b= {E “yjl 2 0n ey y)dy + Lj a?eg,j(xg,y)dy] } ,
Uy =: ! S —sh,0 S —SH,0
207, X« (5—=8 %,j—i_ . (S =5 il

J-1,j-1 -1,

11



1K

(ST =Py i)y | Oy,

oz
vl

7j

1
o =iy L (8" = PS)wy,yy1)0y ;1 + (5" = PS)(wy, )0

oz

5J 2 J

+ L (5" = PS)(wy. 0,06

N1

Recall ([I4)), we have
(s =0.

And we can obtain

Tj = £1J + 62’]‘ = O(N72)

by the standard approzimation theory.

For convenience, denote (ST — PS)(atg_l,yj) =B =4+1,..., 28 —1). Then, let

us look directly at the discrete system ([[9) which we will rewrite in the form

Db = —, (20)
where
41 0 0 0 0 0
1 4 1 0 0 0 0 ;
N T~
0 1 4 1 0 0 0 it it
.
D=0 0 1 4 0 0 0 po | P | | TEe
5&7 T3N
00 0 0 1 4 1 D D
00 00 .. 0 1 4

(F-1x(¥-1)
Apparently, the determinant of tridiagonal matriz D is not zero, so the solution to the
system of linear equations [20) exists and is unique. This, combined with ({4) and (I3,
indicates that interpolation PS exists and is unique.

Besides, see that the max-norm of b is

- 3N

[bcc = max — |5;] = [5;+],
I+1<]< Py —1

12



According to 20), we find that

( . N
3|8jx| < [4Bjx + Bjxia| = |7jx| = O(N7?) it =7 +1L
_ LN + _ oSN
< 2|ﬁ]*| < |ﬁj*,1+4ﬁj* +ﬁj*+1| = |Tj*| ZO(N 2) Zfz+2<j <T—2,
_9 o ON
(316541 < 81 + 46| = Irye| = O(N?) =" -1
Thus, we can conclude that
N 3N
[l < ONT2 e (ST = PS)(zy_p,y)| SONT?, = T L (21)

We need the following interpolation bound for our later analysis.

Lemma 4. Let K € Ty, Assumptions[dl and[Q hold. T1S denotes the new interpolation of

S. Then there exists a constant C' such that the following inequality holds:
| = LS| oy < CNT2.
Proof. Triangle inequality generates
IS = TS| L) < S = ST ooy + 15T = TS| oo iy, (22)

where

IS — S*| ooy < ON72, (23)

is derect with Lemma[Bl And using (1), we can derive that
HSI—HSHLOO(K) < CN_2. (24)
Thus we have done. 0

The following stability of Lagrange interpolation will be frequently used later: VK e
Tn and v € CY(K), the Lagrange interpolation v’ satisfies

|UI|17L00(K) < C|U|1,L°0(K)- (25)

13



Lemma 5. Let Assumptionsd and@hold. E! denote the standard Lagrange interpolations

of E;, i = 1,2,12, respectively. Then there exists a constant C' such that the following

inequalities hold:

|E: = E{| + | B2 — B3| + | Exa — Epy| <CN™7,

|Ey — B[ + | B2 — B3| + | Erz — Efpf. < ONT

|QFE||: + | BEy|. < C(1 + EZNi)N"7

Proof. (a) Consider |E; — Ef|.. We split |E; — E{|| into

|BL — E{|? = | By - E"How cpo] T 1B = Eilg, + 1By = Bl
2

Use Lemma [B Assumption [I] and Lemma [I] to derive

Z h2s h2t azEl

1
HEl E HOmN 4 < A x,0 yj or sayt K

x,i yj
s+t=2

fZ

Triangular inequality, Assumption [[l Lemma [ and ([25) yield
|Ex = E{l}, < |BlS, + 1B,
where

B3, <C 2 < CeN™?%,

0

J e
IEI3, < CL CN

0

Thus,
| By — E{[§, < CN~>%.

14

Z h2s h2t —s __i)2h:c,ihy,j

(26)
(27)
(28)

x[0,1]*

(29)

(30)



Follow the same argument as for |F; — E{[§, , we have
| Er — EIIH%leV_,l]x[O,l] < Ce”. (31)

|(Ey — ET),| can be decomposed as

2

[(Br = EV)o|? = [(Br = ED)ald,oq., + (B = ED:l8,00,-

Similar to (29)), one has
|(B1 = E)al§,00,, < Ce7'NT2 (32)

Triangular inequality, inverse inequality, Assumption [I Lemma [I] and (25) yield

I(Br = ED)old, 00, < CUE):, 00, + (B, + H(Ell)wufx%,l]x[o,l])u
where
[(EVzl,00, < Ce™' N7,
(B3, < Ch  N“h,x < Ce N>,
H(Ell):vH%x%,l]x[O,l] < Ce¥ 2
Therefore,
[(Br = E{)old,0q, < CeT'NT2. (33)

The argument for |(E; — ET),|| is similar to |(E} — Ef).|, hence

|(Br = E)yllé,o0,, < CeNT2 (34)

|(B: — EY),

B.00, SCN™%. (35)

- I I ' I
2 € - €- - €
(b) Consider |Ey — Ej|. and |E12 — Ei,|l.. Their proofs are analogous to |E; — E| |

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

15



later analysis.

| Ea

and

| Era

| B —

(B2 —

I
(B2 —

E12

(
(
(
(B —
(
(

(B2 —

1 _
- Eé“?lyuﬂw < Ce2 N 47
- E2IHS22ZUQS < CN720’

1.
- E2I)$H522yuflzy < CéEN 27

HQ;CUQ \CN 2U

E))e
- Eér)yHQyuQxy < C€_§N_2’
E,)

Iy |2 120
yla,o0, < Ce 2N,

- E1[2H522 < 05%N747

E12HQnQ Ty CN 20
E12>IHQW < Ce:N72,

—1a7—4
<(Ce "N,

12)al%,

Ely),

E ) Q

El),l3,, < CerN72,
)

)y

Eis — Efy)ylg, 00, < CN7T%,

EL) |8, < Cem' N,

The above inequalities give the estimates for (26) and (21).
(c) Consider |QFE;|. and |BE|.. [IT), (I8), Lemma [ and inverse inequality generate

N

|QEP < CN Y10, 12

j=0
N

<CN™% (5h;2

7=0
< CN_2J,

and similarly,

|BE,|? < Cez N~

16

HQquy < Ce_lN_2Ua

h N 1hyj+6hyjh$1\r lhy]-i-h N 1hyj)

(50)



Thus we have done. O

4. Supercloseness property on a Bakhvalov-type mesh

In this section, supercloseness |u™ — ITul. will be analyzed in detail. (@) gives
Cllv|? < a(v,v) = a(u— u,v) = &(V(u— ITu), Vo) + (=b(u — ITu),,v) + (c(u— ITu),v).

Lemma 6. Let u be the solution to ([0l satisfying Assumptions [l and[d, ITu be the new

interpolation of u. For any v e VY, one has
e(V(u — ITu), Vo) + (c(u — ITu),v)| < CN7?|v]..
Proof.
e(V(u— Mu),Vv) =e(V(E, + Ey + Eyy — nE, — E} — EL), Vo) +¢(V(S - 115), Vo).

(a) Consider e(V(E; + Ey + Eyjy — mE; — EL — EL,), Vv). The following estimates are

straightward:

P

R f (By — wE1)yu,] < CN7ol.. (52)
Ja, 0. Q
[ 1

e[ (B - B, + e f (Bs — ED)yo, < CeAN o], (53)
JO QU
r

e (Ba B+ f (Ev — EL)yu, < CN7o].. (54)
Jana,, Qs

where we have used some conclusions in Lemma
To analyze the remaining terms, we introduce two integral identities from ] that

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

0 Ov 2 %

J FrAC J axay a_x —3W -z, (552)
1 v v 2, *v

f Oy (w—w oy I 6at2é’yE( )(6y B(ZE xK)é’x&y)’ (55b)

17



where

Py - Y yK; i3
B(r) = 70 e

K € Ty, hx denotes half the length of K in the = direction, hx denotes half the width
of K in the y direction, (zg,yx) denotes the center of K, and K can be denoted as
(x) — hi, ok + hi) X (yg — by, yi + higc).
For term ¢ Smuﬂzy (Ey — wE}),v,, we first split it into
af (By — ) vy = 5J (Ey — ED) v, + af (Bl — nE))v,
0 Uy Uy 0 Uy

Use (B5a) to derive

_ Bz ov
e[ @< EIFGIG < OVl ¥ I Sl
KcQy Uy K Z

summing over K < , u (1, and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
|5f (Ey — El)va] < CN2|u].. (56)
Qz UQay

(I6)-([I8)) combined with inverse inequality yield

N—

1
|gf (BT — 71E))v.] = |e DB Ty 1 Y5)05 1 )aval
Qo Uy
1

QzUQay j=1
N—

< CSN_U Z H(eg—l,j)xHQxUQxyHUSUHQxUQxy
j=1 (57)

N-1

1
T2ty hise oo,

Similar to e SQ;CUQQW(E:L — El),v,, except that (55H) is used, we can obtain
e[ (B Byl < N (58)
Qy Uy

18



Lemma [l combined with (55al) generates

Bx

[ )] IFWIS

K

|€J‘ (E12 — E{z)mvx| < C&flJ‘
KcQgy

—_J — Y x 3
< Cet [ max(e™ + e )| e F el Sl
' ox
_ _ _ Bz ov
< Ce (WEN e % il 5ok,
X
then summing up:
e f (Bl — Fus)ovsl < ON o] (59)
Quy

Similar to € §,._, (F12 — Ef,),0,, just substituting (G5a)) to (G50, we have
Ty

| (B Bl < CEAN ol (00
Q

zy

Collect (52)-([4) and (B6)-(60), one has
e(V(Ey + Ey + Eyy — 1Fy — EL — EL), V)| < ON72|v].. (61)
(b) Consider ¢(V(S —I15), Vv). It can be split into
e(V(S —115), Vu)

(V(S — 8T, Vv) + gJ (V(S —119), Vo).

["EN 27£N]X[y

Jn
Q , x ,
([xN72IEN] [yn,yan]) _

*
:

Use the two integral identities (B5al) and (55D]) to obtain
|5J (V(S = 8T, V)| < CeN7?|Vo| g,
K

summing over K < Qn([zxg P ] x [y%,y%]) and taking use of Cauchy-Schwarz in-

equality, one has

e J (V(S = 8), V)| < Cet N2l (62)
On(loy _poy]x[yy vsn])
Let §—TIS = § — ' + ST — IIS,
| (V(S - 81), V)| < Cet N~ o]l (63)
[ry ooy Ixlyy vsy]
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is straightforward with Lemma Apply [4)), inverse inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality, we have

5| (V(S' ~T15), V)|
oy ponyIx[yn ysn]
-1 38
<Ce 3 3 W HIS" — Slueq, ) (haity) Vol k., (64

<ON 2ol
Collect (62)-(64]), one can obtain
(V(S —11S), V)| < CN?|v].. (65)
(c) Consider (c¢(u — ITu),v). Recall Lemma [4] and Lemma [5, we have
|(c(u = ITu), v)] < CN~?|v].. (66)
Then, with (€1]), (€5) and (Gd), we establish the assertion for Lemma [6l O

Lemma 7. Let Assumptions[ll and[3 hold, mE; be the interpolation of Ey defined in (1G],
El and El, be the standard Lagrange interpolations of Ey and Eis, respectively. For any

ve VN, one has
(=b(Ey + By + By — 7By — B} — Bly),,0)| < CeTN"2 0] + CN72|v]..
Proof. Green’s formula generates

(=b(Ey + Ey + By — B, — EL — E),,v)

:J b(El — 7TE1)U$ + J b(Elg — E{2)Um + J
Q Q

) by [(Ey — mEy) + (Bia — Efy) | v — L b(Ey — ED),v.

(a) Consider {, b(Ey — mE})v,. It can be decomposed as

f b(E, — TE v, = f b(E, — ED)v, +J bQFE v, —J bBE, v, +J b[Ey — (E{ — QF))] v,
Q Qno Qno Q Qo
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Use Holder inequality, (29) and (31]) to obtain

| b(E; — EDv,| < C(N72 + C2)|v].. (67)

QnQo

From (I7), we know that QF;|gno, = Z;V:O El(ngl,yj)ﬁgfu, then

| bQE v, < C|QFE1 | an,| vz ana,

Qno
N
<SONT7 ) 10y jlanas|vzllanc
=0 (68)
N—-1 N
< CN™° Z (hxg_ghy,j)EHvaQnQo
j=0
< ON~7*3|]..
By (I8), one has
|- L bBEv,| < CN™7 Y 05 jlalve]a
j=0,N
<CN~° (hy x 1By s)2e 2 ).
Z ' 1°°Y,2 (69)

j=0,N—1
< ON (2N 2:/2)2e 2 v,
< CON=""i|v],

here we have used h, v | < CeiN~2 from Lemma B

N
2
I

1

For SQO b|Ey — (Ef — QF1)] v,, according to (I7) and triangle inequality, we can see

that

N
1By — (B — QB4 < |Eul, + B — QE:l3,, Bl — QEila, = Y Ex(ey.y)0y .
j=0

where
| 1), < CeN~%,
N N-1

|Ef — QF1|§, < C* )] 10y 16, < C*7 ) (hy o _1hy ;) < Ce* N7

J=0 J=0
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Thus,
[ olE - - eE el < o8l (70)
Qo
Collect (67)-(70)), we get
|J b(E, — E))v,| < CN72|v|.. (71)
Q

(b) Consider {,b(E; — Efy)v,. It will be separated into the six cases Q,,, €,

[y en ([0, yx Jolyan o, 1), [ox gy 2 X (lys oy ya Jolyen, yav ), [ey oy, wx]x

[y%/y%L and [ZL’%,I] X [07 1]

|| 0(Ew — EL)v| < CeiN72|u].,
sz

can be deduced by ([@2)). Furthermore, use Holder inequality, Lemma [Il Lemma @I and
[29) to derive

r . . 1
| 0B — EL)v.| < C| B 12, (measQ,) ? |v,]o, < CN~7Inz No].,
JOQ,
r
| b(E1 — EL)v,| < CN“7(eiN"1y/zIn N)?|v,]. < Ce¥ N~ % In% N,
Jloy oy Ix 0wy j1olysy ;1)
)
| b(Ers — ElL)v,| < ON“7(eTN"1(yE)2 N~2)2|u,|. < ON~"5 o],
Jzy pen]x(lyy wn]olysy yan )
2 2 aT a -

T+l
,‘

| b(Ers — EL)v,| < Ce7 N2,

ey on]xlyy ysn]
2 4

Nz
Az

-
_1

| b(E1s — Efy)v.| < Ce7 2o,

J[z x ,1]x[0,1]

N
2

_1:h

where h, vy < CeiN~1 and hy x SIS C(yE)2 N2 are used and they can be

Y,

deduced by Lemma 2

In conclusion,
| L b(E1 — EL)v,| < CN~7In? N|v|. + CeiN~2|u].. (72)
(c) Consider §, b, [(E1 — mEy) + (E12 — Ef,)] v. Lemma [l generates
|, 5o (B = 7B + (Bra = Bl o] < CN ol (73)
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(d)Consider §, b(E, — E1),v. We separate the discussion into the cases of 2, U ), and
QU Q. Recall ([39), one has

| b(Es — E3),v| < ON~7|v]..
Q0

Green’s formula generates

J b(Ey — ED)v = —f (bpv + bv,)(Ey — E3).
Quy Uy

Qay Uy
Then, we split Q,, U Q, into €, [SL’%il,LL’%] X ([O,y%fl] v [y%ﬂ,l]) and [SL’%,l] X

0,y~_,| v |ysy,,,1]). In a similar way to , one can obtain
N N1
|- f (bv + bv,) (B — Ej)| < CeiN~2o].. (74)

Assumption [[I Lemma [ Lemma Pl Holder inequality, triangle inequality and (2])

generate

|f (bxv+bvx)(E2—E2])| <CN_°_iln% N|v|,
[m%fl,w%]X([O,y%fl]u[yg_élziﬂ,l])

J (bov + bvy)(Ey — ED| < Ce” 4 In2 N|v..
o % (0w Jolay , ,o1])

In conclusion,

[ b = Efyol < coin . (75)
Q
From (7I)- ([H)), we give the proof of Lemma [7l O

Lemma 8. Let Assumptions [ and[2 hold, 11S be the new interpolation of S. For any

ve VY, one has
[(=b(S — T18),, v)| < CeTN~2In? N|v|. + CN~%In* N|v|..
Proof. We decompose (—b(S — I1S),,v) as follows:

(b(S —11S),,v)
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Apply Green’s formula to the first term on the right-hand side of (7@l), we can get

1
J b(S—ILS),v = —J (bxv+bvx)(S—HS)+J
oy ]x[0.1] (0,25 ]x[0,1]

_2_71>< 0

b(S—I1S)v(xy _y,y)dy.
Lemma [l and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yield

J-2n_
|—J (bov + bv) (S —TIS) < C Y2 |
0.2y _,1%[0,1] 20 2o
T-2n_1 1 T-2n_1 1
Y haihy )3 Y vlk,)?
i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0

< CN%Inz N|v|.,

and

1 N-1 Yji+1 TN _4
[ s - syt il <on 3 [ vty
0 ? 0 0

=0 Yuj

N
N—-175—2

<SONT? Y D7 Il

j=0 i=0

[

< CN?Inz N|v|..

Before the estimate of the remained two terms of (7)), we first define I1Vb, the discrete
Lo—projection of b, as

1
bKi'j = HNb|K1 .= J
Y hgihy
See that IIVb is a piecewise constant vector function. It is a standard result that

|6 =TTV < CNTHB[1 0.

(77)
Furthermore, we will frequently make use of the following estimates in the subsequent
analysis. For any ve V¥ and j = &, ... 2K —
—1 Yit+1 IE_12\171
ooyl <o [ vto)dndy < OhFd Noliory ety (79
Yj

_1
oy, y;)l < Clolpeuy ) < Clhy why )2 vy < ON|vlky (79)
27 2 27 57
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|8 = PS)alleeqaey ) < WS = SNallwiey | )+ 108" = PSalloy |
> 5] 2 »J 2 J
<CN '+ Ch;lgflusf = PSlecy ) (80)
<Ch 'y N2
T, 5 —

Now, we decompose the second term of (7€) as

J b(S —115),v
[w%il,(ﬂ%]x[(],l]
— f b(S — S0+ f b(S —PS),v  (81)
[rxn o Ix([0yN ]olyan 1) [rn_on]x[yn yan]
2 2 4 4 2 2 4 4
=I+I1I+I1IT+1V,
where
Iz‘f b(S — ST, (82)
vy pry X0y ]olyan 1)
3N_
; Kn | .
I =: Z f b z7%(S —PS), [v(x%,pyj)egfl,j + U(ngpyﬂl)e%fl,jﬂ] , (83)
= TRy
3N _1
I1I =: f (bK%—u _ bK%J)(S —PS), [v(x%,yj)e%j + v(:)s%,yjﬂ)@%jﬂ] :
= TS
(84)
N1
Ky
v — f B~ P [y )0, + vl vy | (85)
=N Ry

Take use of the integral identity from ]: Let K € Ty and suppose that K is K,

INE

(xk,yr) is the center of K, then

fﬁ(s—sf) —f R(S )+h3“'
e R P T

Yi+1 929 Yi+l 929
f @U("Ei-ﬁ-la y)dy - J‘ ﬁv(l’ia y)dy] )

Yj Yj
(86)
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where

1 038 ov hiiagS 038
R(S,v) —gE(SC)(x _xK)ﬁa_x 12 287 F(?J)w
ov 2 o 2 0%v
: [U —(z — ZEK)% - g(y — yK)a_y + g(fﬂ — i) (y — yK)&a:é’y )

and refer to ﬂg, (4.24)-(4.31)] for detailed information, th

decomposed as
J b(S — ST),v
[:c%71]><[0,1]

ﬁxl\f 71]>< [071]
2

=V+VI+VII+VIII +IX,

(b—T1Vb)(S — S1),v + f

[xﬁ 71]>< [071]
2

where
- J (b—TIVB)(S — §")w,
[96%71]4071]
VI =: J IVbR(S, v),
[:c%,l]x[o,l]
N—-2N-1 i
H2 o Kooy Yi+1 625
VI = Z;V > T (0 - e )L ol y)dy,
=5 J=0 J
N_q . N—-1
4 2 ryj+1 A2
) Kn H J a S Kﬂ
VIIT =: Z —b Ef @v(z%,y)dy+ Z 5%
j=0 Yi i=2F
%_1 Ky _H2 Yi+1 92§
IX = , —b % EL ﬁv(:cg,y)dy-
J=7 /

Then we give the estimate of I — I X. Recall Lemma

26

e last term of ([Z6) can be

Vy(S — 1),

(88)

(89)
(90)

Yj+1 525

|
Yj

H?

ﬁ (zgay)dya

o0x?
(91)

(92)

and triangle inequality, one



has

1< f b(S — ST)av] + | oS — S
['T ) 1

£

T x (|0, v
y ey x([Oyy loly

< ON7'|(h, 5 1VEIN)

N

1
+ (b iy s 17| Lol

< CeiN"2|v]..

(93)
Apply (78), [80) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain
N1
1 L
II[<CN2 ) h;’lgilh_ilnz NH’UH[O,I%il]x[yj7yj+1]hx7%_lh
=7
3N _ 1 3N _ 1
o, 1 £ 1N 1 (94)
< CN 21n2 N( Z h>2( Z ‘|U‘|%va%,1]x[ijyj+l]>2
=T =%

< CN2In2 N|v|..

Estimate of III can be easily obtained by ([7), (79), ([80) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

3N_

4
1111 <C )] N‘%;lg_lNHvHK%Jhx%_lh
=% (95)
4
< ON73 v,
Identity (I2) gives rise to
IV + IX =i+ i + iii + iv, (96)

where

T,5 2

2 YN (9:):
4
Y3N }25
KN 3N T ¢
Qi =:—b TR U@, yan )0y av (v, y)dy,
2 )y 0T 20

-1
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We have, from the standard approximation theory and ([Z9)
i +ii] < CN~?|v]., (97)
and from (79) as well as (80)
|idi + iv] < CN2|v]., (98)
Recall (1) and Lemma [3] one obtains
V] < ON7?|v].. (99)
For VI, inverse inequality and Holder inequality yield

| IYbR(S, v)] < ONTHR(S,v)|x < CN~*|vllk

Kc[x%,l]x[o,l]

Summing over K < [zx, 1] x [0, 1] and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

N—-1N-1
VI[<CNT Y > fufx

N 5=0
5 J

N

< CN?|v.. (100)

1=

Trace inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yield

N—-2N-1

\VII|<CN~3 Z Z H | g1, )

j=
2 N—

1.1 101
Z Ehd ok, (101)

=
ml\lz M w\ Z

< C’N’2Hv\|€.

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 2 rYji+1 A2
K jH i+l 048
| Z b= EJ @U(f’fg,y)dw
7=0 Yj
T2 H2 (v 029 H?2 v 028
Ky . It ¢ Ky N, X o
<|Z—b Wﬁf wv(fb’gay)dﬂﬂ—b T EJ a?v(:cw,y)dyl
Vi O yj y4,
2%_2 1 2 771 (102)
<CN™? > H- oy )+ CNT2H oy )
=0
X2 X2
3 1 1 _
SCN"2( Q) hy )2 () [oli,)? + ONulicy o,
i=0 i=0 o
<CeiN~21n? N|vl.
Collect ([@3)-(I02), we are done. O

Now we give the main theorem.

Theorem 1. Under the conditions that both Assumptions[d and[3 are true. Suppose that
u is the exact solution to (), u! is the standard Lagrange interpolation of u, and u™ is

the corresponding finite element solution. Then, one has
|u! —uV|. < CeiN"%In2 N + CN%Inz N,
Proof. Triangle inequality yields
Ju" = < u' — Dul. + | Tu—u”|.. (103)
Collecting Lemma [6, Lemma [7] and Lemma [§, we have
|ITu — u™|. < CeiN"2In2 N + CN%In? N. (104)
Then, for |ul — ITu].,
|u — ITu|. < |B{ = 7By + |S" — 119
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Lemma [ yields
|Ef — 7By = |QE; — BEy|. < C(1 + iN2)N 7. (105)

1) and inverse inequality yield

3Ny
ISt =TSl =] >, (5" PS) (w1, y;)0x 4 5l
j=5+1
N1
<CN7? Z Hﬁgq,j\le
=41 (106)
3N _1
<CN7? (gl qh+ W hy ot By v h)
]=%+1
<CN2

Collecting (I04]), (I05) and (I00), we are done. O

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 (I):

—eAu— (3 -2 —yu, +2u=Ff(r,y) inQ=(0,1)%

u =0 on 0f).
We choose f(z,y) such that
L l—eE—e )
T e s —e ¢ —e Vi)(1—e 7
u(z,y) = (cos — — —)( T ).
2 1—e"= 1—e ¢

is the exact solution to ().
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In our investigation, we use the bilinear FEM and assume that ¢ < N~!. Numerical
results can be found in Table[I], which lists errors and convergence order under the energy
norm |lu! — v, in the case of e = 1072,1073,...,107% and N = 8,16, 32, 64, 128, , 256.

Table [ indicates that |u! — u|. converges at a rate of almost O(N~?), verifying

Theorem [11

Table 1: Errors of |u! — u™V|. and convergence order

N

i 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 —

101 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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