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Second order parameter-uniform
convergence for a finite difference
method for a singularly perturbed
linear reaction-diffusion system

M. PARAMASIVAM!  S. VALARMATHI? and J.J.H. MILLER?

Abstract A

singularly perturbed linear system of second order ordinary differential
equations of reaction-diffusion type with given boundary conditions is con-
sidered. The leading term of each equation is multiplied by a small positive
parameter. These singular perturbation parameters are assumed to be dis-
tinct. The components of the solution exhibit overlapping layers. Shishkin
piecewise-uniform meshes are introduced, which are used in conjunction with
a classical finite difference discretisation, to construct a numerical method
for solving this problem. It is proved that the numerical approximations ob-
tained with this method is essentially second order convergent uniformly with
respect to all of the parameters.

1 Introduction

The following two-point boundary value problem is considered for the singu-
larly perturbed linear system of second order differential equations

— Eu”(z) + A(z)u(z) = f(z), z€(0,1), u(0)andu(l) given. (1)
Here u is a column n — vector, E and A(z) are n X n matrices,
E = diag(e), e =(e1, -+, &p) with 0 < &; < 1 forall i=1,...,n. The

g; are assumed to be distinct and, for convenience, to have the ordering

€1 < - < €p.
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Cases with some of the parameters coincident are not considered here.
The problem can also be written in the operator form

Lu = f, u(0) and u(1) given
where the operator L is defined by

d2
L = -ED?*+ A(z) and D?= IR
For all « € [0,1] it is assumed that the components a;;(z) of A(x) satisfy the
inequalities

ai; () > Z|aij(x)| for 1 <i<mn, and a;(x) <0 for i# ] (2)
G
j=1

and, for some «,

n
0<a< mren[(l)ri](z a;;(z)). (3)
1<i<n j=1
Wherever necessary the required smoothness of the problem data is assumed.
It is also assumed, without loss of generality, that
max /g; < %.

1<i<n (4)
The norms || V' ||= maxi<k<n |Vi| for any n-vector V, || y ||= supg<, <1 |y(z)]
for any scalar-valued function y and || y ||= maxi<r<yn || y& || for any vector-
valued function y are introduced. Throughout the paper C' denotes a generic
positive constant, which is independent of x and of all singular perturbation
and discretization parameters. Furthermore, inequalities between vectors are
understood in the componentwise sense.

For a general introduction to parameter-uniform numerical methods for sin-
gular perturbation problems, see [I], [2] and [4]. Parameter-uniform numerical
methods for various special cases of () are examined in, for example, [5], [6]
and [7]. For () itself parameter-uniform numerical methods of first and sec-
ond order are considered in [8]. However, the present paper differs from [§]
in two important ways. First of all, the meshes, and hence the numerical
methods, used are different from those in [§]; the transition points between
meshes of differing resolution are defined in a similar but different manner.
The piecewise-uniform Shishkin meshes My, in the present paper have the ele-
gant property that they reduce to uniform meshes whenever b = 0. Secondly,
the proofs given here do not require the use of Green’s function techniques,
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as is the case in [§]. The significance of this is that it is more likely that such
techniques can be extended in future to problems in higher dimensions and
to nonlinear problems, than is the case for proofs depending on Green’s func-
tions. It is also satisfying to demonstrate that the methods of proof pioneered
by G. I. Shishkin can be extended successfully to systems of this kind.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section both standard and
novel bounds on the smooth and singular components of the exact solution
are obtained. The sharp estimates for the singular component in Lemmal[7l are
proved by mathematical induction, while interesting orderings of the points
x;; are established in Lemma [Bl In Section 4 piecewise-uniform Shishkin
meshes are introduced, the discrete problem is defined and the discrete max-
imum principle and discrete stability properties are established. In Section
6 an expression for the local truncation error and a standard estimate are
stated. In Section 7 parameter-uniform estimates for the local truncation er-
ror of the smooth and singular components are obtained in a sequence of
theorems. The section culminates with the statement and proof of the essen-
tially second order parameter-uniform error estimate.

2 Standard analytical results

The operator L satisfies the following maximum principle

Lemma 1. Let A(x) satisfy (@) and (3). Let 1 be any function in the
domain of L such that ¥(0) > 0 and (1) > 0. Then Lap(z) > 0 for
all x € (0,1) implies that (x) >0 for all x € [0,1].

Proof. Let i*,2* be such that ;- (2*) = min,; ,1;(x) and assume that the

lemma is false. Then 9;»(2*) < 0 . From the hypotheses we have 2* ¢ {0,1}
and ¥, (z*) > 0. Thus

which contradicts the assumption and proves the result for L. «

Let fl(:v) be any principal sub-matrix of A(z) and L the corresponding
operator. To see that any L satisfies the same maximum principle as L,
it suffices to observe that the elements of A(z) satisfy a fortiori the same
inequalities as those of A(x).

Lemma 2. Let A(z) satisfy (Q) and (3). If ¢ is any function in the domain
of L, then for each i, 1 <i<mn,

i)l < max {9 1w 1.5 L6 1}, oep.



4 M. ParamasivaM!  S. VaLarMmaTHI? and  J.J.H. MILLER?

Proof. Define the two functions
1
0% () — max{n () I ) . - Ly ||}e .

where e = (1, ..., 1)T is the unit column vector. Using the properties of
A it is not hard to verify that §+(0) > 0, %(1) > 0 and LO*(z) > 0.
It follows from Lemma [ that 6% (z) > 0 for all € [0, 1]. =

A standard estimate of the exact solution and its derivatives is contained in
the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let A(zx) satisfy (3) and (3) and let u be the exact solution of
(). Then, for eachi=1 ... n, allx €1[0,1] and k=0,1,2,

k
2

™ ()] < Ce; % (|[u(0)]] + [[u(L)]| + |I£]])

3
2

[ul® ()] < Ce; % (|a(O)[] + [[u(1)[| + [I£]] + vEII£])
and

i (@) < O ([a(O)] ] + [[a(D)]| +[£]] + 4l [£]])-
Proof. The bound on u is an immediate consequence of Lemma [2] and the
differential equation.

To bound u}(z), for all ¢ and any z, consider an interval N, = [a,a + /]
such that x € N,. Then, by the mean value theorem, for some y € N,,

ui(a + /&) — ui(a)
VEi

ui(y) =

and it follows that L
i (y)] < 2e; 2 [[ug]]-

and so
uj(@)] < [uj(y)| + Ce; (1| fil| + IIHII)/ ds < Ce; > (| fill + [[ul])
y

from which the required bound follows.

Rewriting and differentiating the differential equation gives u” = E~!(Au —
£), u® =E1(Au +Au—f), u® = E~1(Au” +24'v' + A"u —f"), and
(3)

the bounds on uf, u, u§4) follow. u

The reduced solution ug of () is the solution of the reduced equation Auy =
f. The Shishkin decomposition of the exact solution u of (1) is u =
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v + w where the smooth component v is the solution of Lv = f with
v(0) = up(0) and v(1) = up(l) and the singular component w is the
solution of Lw = 0 with w(0) = u(0) — v(0) and w(1) = u(l) — v(1).
For convenience the left and right boundary layers of w are separated using
the further decomposition w = w! + w” where Lw! = 0, w!(0) = u(0) —
v(0), w!(1) =0 and Lw" =0, w"(0) =0, w"(1) = u(1) — v(1).

Bounds on the smooth component and its derivatives are contained in
Lemma 4. Let A(x) satisfy (2) and (3). Then the smooth component v and
its derivatives satisfy, for allz € [0,1], i=1,...n and k=0, ... 4,

@) <146 7).

Proof. The bound on v is an immediate consequence of the defining equations
for v and Lemma [2

The bounds on v/ and v” are found as follows. Differentiating twice the
equation for v, it is not hard to see that v satisfies

Lv' =g, where g=f"— A"v —24'v" (5)
Also the defining equations for v yield at x =0, x =1
v”(0) =0, v"’(1)=0. (6)
Applying Lemma 2] to v” then gives
IV]] < O+ V], (7)
Choosing *, z*, such that 1 <i* <n, z* € (0,1) and
Vi (") = ||V']] (8)

and using a Taylor expansion it follows that, for any y € [0,1 — 2*] and some
n,xt < <zt +y,
2

* * * y
v (2" +y) = vi- (2%) + y vj (27) + 5 v (1) 9)

Rearranging (@) yields

. v (2* +y) — v (x Y
(o) = LR e @) (10)
Y 2
and so, from (8) and ([I0),
[v]| < 2||V|| Rl (11)
— y 2 .

Using (), (@) and the bound on v yields
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Cy 2

a-Dvi<cat?) (12)
)

Choosing y = min(g,1 — z*), ([2) then gives [|[v’|| < C and () gives

|[v/|| < C as required. The bounds on v(®) v(4) are obtained by a similar

argument. =

3 Improved estimates

The layer functions Bll-7 B}, B;, i1=1, ..., n,, associated with the solution
u, are defined on [0, 1] by

Bl(x) = e *V®/% BI(x) = Bi(1 —x), By(x) = Bl(z) + Bl (x).

K3

The following elementary properties of these layer functions, for all 1 < ¢ <
j<nand 0 <z <y <1, should be noted:

(a) Bi(x) < Bj(w), Bi(z) > Bi(y), 0 < Bj(z) < 1.

(b) Bi(x) < Bj(z), Bi(z) < Bj(y), 0 < Bj(z) < 1.

(¢c) Bi(z) is monotone decreasing (increasing) for increasing = € [0, 3]([3,1]).
(d) Bi(z) < 2Bl(x) for z € [0, 3].

Definition 1. For B!, Bj-, each 4,7, 1 <14 # j <n and each s,s > 0, the
point xgsj) is defined by

1(,.(8) 1(..(5)
Bz‘(xi,j) _ Bj(xi,j).

13
g; €5 (13)
It is remarked that
Bi(1-ap))  Bj(l-a))
—— = —. (14)
€3 £
In the next lemma the existence and uniqueness of the points xgsj) are shown.

Various properties are also established.

Lemma 5. For all i,j, such that 1 <i < j <mn and 0 < s < 3/2, the points
x;; exist, are uniquely defined and satisfy the following inequalities
Bi(z) _ Bj(@) Bi(z) _ B)()

> Ly
%,7 s
E5 3 ’ €3 €]

e (@ (15)
Moreover

o) <ol L if i+ 1< oand o) <2l if i< (16)
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Also
(s) <25/ and 21®) € (0 1) if 7 <. (17)
a 2, ’9

Analogous results hold for the B}, B} and the points 1 — (S)

Proof. Existence, uniqueness and (&) follow from the observation that the
ratio of the two sides of ([3)), namely

1
\/—i VEi

Bl(z

~
™
<

= S exp (~var(—= - —)).

is monotonically decreasing from the Value > 1 as z increases from 0.
(s)

The point z;; is the unique point z at Wthh this ratio has the value 1.
Rearranging (EIZ{I), and using the inequality Inz < x — 1 for all z > 1, gives
1 1 &
W o [mE) -(E)] 2 In(¥2) ;
x; = 2s T T = T T <254/ —, (18)
Vel - | Yelm-35) @

which is the first part of ([IT). The second part follows immediately from this

and ().
To prove ([I6), writing /2x = exp(—px), for some p;, > 0 and all k, it follows
that

L0 25(pi —pj)

“ o Ja(expp; — expp;)’

(o ) < xEJr)l j 1s equivalent to

The inequality z;

Pi — Pj < Pi+1 — Dj
eXpp; —exXpp;  eXppPit1 — exXpp;’

which can be written in the form

(pi+1 — pj) exp(pi — pj) + (Pi — Pi+1) — (Pi — pj) exp(Piy1 — p;) > 0.

With a = p; — p; and b = p;41 — p; it is not hard to see that a > b > 0 and
a —b = p; — pi+1. Moreover, the previous inequality is then equivalent to

e -1 b—1
Xp a >exp ,
a b

which is true because a > b and proves the first part of ({IG]). The second part
is proved by a similar argument.
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The analogous results for the B, B} and the points 1 — :1:1(5])

a similar argument. =

are proved by

In the following lemma sharper estimates of the smooth component are pre-
sented.

Lemma 6. Let A(z) satisfy (8) and (3). Then the smooth component v
of the solution u of (A satisfies for i =1,--- ,n, k=0,1,2,3 and z € 2

"B
WP < o (143 2

. 2
q=i &g

Proof. Define a barrier function
pE(z) = C[1+Bu(z)le £+ v»¥(z), k=0,1,2 and z € 0.

Using Lemmal[I] we find that Lip*(z) > 0 and *(0) > 0, »*(1) > 0
for proper choices of the constant C.
Thus using Lemma M we conclude that for &k =0,1,2,

W (@) < C[L+ Bu(2)], z € (19)

Consider the system of equations (@), (6 satisfied by v”, and note that
| g || < C from Lemmal[dl
For convenience let p denote v” then

Lp = g, p(0) = 0, p(1) = 0. (20)

Let q and r be the smooth and singular components of p given by

and
Lr = 0, r(0) = —q(0), r(1) = —q(1).

Using Lemmas @ and [7 we have, for i =1,--- ,n and x € £2,

lg; ()| < C, . .

B;(z B,(x

A <C|= n .

e <0 | B e 22
Hence, for 2 € 2 and i=1,--- ,n,

|W@MSWMMSCP+&@WP~+&@4.

From () and (ZI), we find that for k=0,1,2,3 and z € £,

(21)
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WP (@) < € [1+e 2 B(@) -+ e an(x)}. .

Remark : It is interesting to note that the above estimate reduces to the
estimate of the smooth component of the solution of the scalar problem given
in [I] when n = 1.

Bounds on the singular components w', w” of u and their derivatives are
contained in

Lemma 7. Let A(z) satisfy (2) and (3). Then there exists a constant C, such

that, for each x € [0,1] andi=1, ..., n,
’wi(m)’ < CB!(x ‘w x} < CZ
l// CZ (3) < Ci Bl
w;" (x) w7 () 3/2,
;W l(4 ‘ CZ
q=1

Analogous results hold for w] and its derivatives.

Proof. First we obtain the bound on w'. We define the two functions 8+ =
CB!e + w'. Then clearly 8+(0) > 0, 6%*(1) > 0 and LT = CL(Ble).
Then, for i = 1,...,n, (LOF), = C(Z 1 Qi — a{__‘f—;)BfI > 0. By Lemma [I]
o+ > 0, which leads to the required bound on wt,
l Assuming, for the moment, the bounds on the first and second derivatives
N

w,;” and wﬁ’”, the system of differential equations satisfied by w' is differen-

tiated twice to get

Wl,(4) —I—AWZ’H—FQA/WI’/—FA”WZ —0.

The required bounds on the w ) follow from those on wt, wl " and wl Tt

remains therefore to establish the bounds on wl wl " and wl " for which
the following mathematical induction argument is used It is assumed that
the bounds hold for all systems up to order n — 1. It is then shown that the
bounds hold for order n. The induction argument is completed by observing
that the bounds for the scalar case n = 1 are proved in [I].

It is now shown that under the induction hypothesis the required bounds
hold for w wl " and wl "' The bounds when i = n are established first. The
differential equation for wl gives e, wh" = (Aw!),, and the required bound
on wk" follows at once from that for w'. For w!;’ it is seen from the bounds

in Lemma B}, applied to the system satisfied by w! that lwh (z)] < Cei_%
In particular, |w!'(0)] < Ce,? and |wl/(1)] < Cen . It is also not hard
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to verify that Lw!’ = —A’w!. Using these results, the inequalities ; <
€n, © < m, and the properties of A, it follows that the two barrier functions
6% = CE 2 Ble + w'/ satisfy the inequalities 8(0) > 0, 6%(1) > 0 and
LO* > 0. It follows from Lemma [ that & > 0 and in particular that its
nt" component satisfies |wh/(z)| < CE;%BL(SC) as required.

Now, consider

— b () + any (2)wh (2)+anz (2)wh (2)+- - -+ apn (@)l (2) = fo(z). (22)

Differentiating (22)) once, we get

—eawh @ (@) = f1(2) = 3 (any (@) (@)

j=1

i@ @) < Cept |14l (@)
j=1

Blw) | . Bl
B " L \/gl " \/gn :|

"~ By(x)
q
<O T

q=1 €q

To bound wi’/, wi’” and wﬁ’(3) for 1 < ¢ < n — 1 introduce wl =

(wh,...,wl_;). Then, taking the first n — 1 equations satisfied by w', it
follows that ~ ~
—Ew + AW =g,

where E, A is the matrix obtained by deleting the last row and column
from E, A, respectively, and the components of g are g; = —a; ,wl, for

1 <i < n—1. Using the bounds already obtained for w!,, wk’, w%"” and wh",

it is seen that g is bounded by CB! (), g’ by C%, g’ by C%im) and g’
" Bl(z

by CZ ;3(/2). The boundary conditions for w' are w'(0) = u(0) — a°(0),
g=1 q

w'(1) = 0, where u® is the solution of the reduced problem u® = A='f, and

are bounded by C(]] u(0) || + || £(0) ||) and C(|| u(1) || + || £(1) ||). Now

decompose W' into smooth and singular components to get

wl=q+r, W =q +r.

Applying Lemma [l to q and using the bounds on the inhomogeneous term g
1
and its derivatives g’, g” and g® it follows that |q/(x)| < CB“T(:), lq”(z)] <
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B! (x
C %ﬁz) and |@""(z)] < C Z %. Using mathematical induction, assume

q=1 q
that the result holds for all systems with n — 1 equations. Then Lemma [
applies to r and so, fori =1,...,n — 1,
n—1 Bl n—1 Bl n—1 Bl

ise S A ez e A ez e S AL

Combining the bounds for the derivatives of ¢; and r;, it follows that

nBl nBl nBl

|<CZ l// |<CZ é,/// CZ 3/2 '

L,/ N L

Thus, the bounds on w;”, w;” and w;”" hold for a system with n equations,

as required. A similar proof of the analogous results for the right boundary
layer functions holds. =

4 The Shishkin mesh

A piecewise uniform mesh with N mesh-intervals and mesh-points {z;}¥
is now constructed by dividing the interval [0, 1] into 2n + 1 sub-intervals as
follows

0,]U- U (-1, U (T, 1 = 1] U (1 = 70, 1 = 71 ] U - - U (1 — 7, 1].

The n parameters 7, which determine the points separating the uniform

meshes, are defined by
1 En
n=mind =2,/ = In N 23
T mln{4 —n } (23)

and for k=1, ... ,n—1
Tk_min{TkJrl,QME_klnN}. (24)
2 o
Clearly
1 3
0<T1<...<Tn§1, ZSl—Tn<...<1—T1<1.

Then, on the sub-interval (7,,,1—7,] auniform mesh with & mesh-intervals
is placed, on each of the sub-intervals (7%, 7x4+1] and (1 — 7441,1 — 7], k=
1,...,n — 1, a uniform mesh of WLHQ mesh-intervals is placed and on
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both of the sub-intervals [0,7;] and (1 —7,1] a uniform mesh of e
mesh-intervals is placed. In practice it is convenient to take

N = ontptl (25)

for some natural number p. It follows that in the sub-interval [r;_1, 7%] there
are N/2"~F+3 = 2k+P=2 mesh-intervals. This construction leads to a class of
2" piecewise uniform Shishkin meshes My, where b denotes an n—vector with
b =0if 1, = ”g L and b; = 1 otherwise. From the above construction it clear
that the only points at which the meshsize can change are in a subset Jp, of
the set of transition points Ty, = {71 }}_; U {1l — 7 }}_;. It is not hard to see
that the change in the meshsize at each point 73 is on—k+3 (dr, — dj—1), where
dp = B — 73, for 1 < k < n, with the conventions dy = 0, 7,41 = 1/2.
Notice that di > 0 and that by = 0 if and only if dy = 0. It follows that My,
is a classical uniform mesh when b = 0.

The following notation is now introduced: H; = x;41 — z;, h; = x; —
xj_1, 0; = Tjy1 — xj—1, Jb = {x; : Hj — h; # 0}. Clearly, Jp is the set
of points at which the meshsize changes and J, C Tj. Note that, in gen-
eral, Jp is a proper subset of T},. Moreover, if by = 0 then Hy < hj and if
by = bp_1 = 0 then Hy = hy. In the latter case, it follows that the meshsize
does not change at 7, or 1 — 7%.

It is not hard to see also that

m < CyerlnN, 1<k<n, (26)
hy = 2"7k+31\/v71(77C — Tk—l)u H, = 2nik+2N71(Tk+1 — Tk), (27)
;= Hj + h; < Cmax{H;,h;}, 1<j<N-1, (28)
7 =2 UMD whenby = - =b; =0, 1<k<j<n  (29)

and
Bl (m) = Bi(1 —73,) = N~ when by, = 1. (30)

The geometrical results in the following lemma are used later.

Lemma 8. Assume that by, = 1. Then the following inequalities hold

xés_)Lk < 1 —hgforl<k<n. (31)

L < —— for 1 <4,k <n. 32

VEL T VER - o

Bé(Tk — hg) < OBé(Tk) for 1<k<qg<n. (33)

Proof. To verify (31)) note that by Lemma [l

VEk ST ST T
:v,(i)l < 28— = b k <k

Ja N (ntp+1)hm2 - 2°
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Also,

2n7k+3 _ B
( (1o — 1 y) < T TRoL Tk

Tk — kal) — 227]671)
2 2

hy, = ~

It follows that :v,(i)l i T hi < 71 as required.
To verify ([B2) note that if ¢ > k the result is trivial. On the other hand, if
i <k, by (3I) and Lemma[5]

Finally, to verify (B3]) note that
hie = (mp — Tp1)2" FPNT < an kRSN = [Zhgnkb N1y
a

and

n—k+4z—1 1 n—k+4
62 N lnN:(NN)Q SC,

[L < [ZEon—ktanN—11) N < onkH N1y N < ©
Eq €q

since k < q. It follows that

SO

Bé(Tk —hy) = Bé(Tk)e\/ghk < CB(lI(Tk).

as required. =

5 The discrete problem

In this section a classical finite difference operator with an appropriate
Shishkin mesh is used to construct a numerical method for (), which is
shown later to be essentially second order parameter-uniform. In the scalar
case, when n = 1, this result is well known. In [7] it is established for general
values of n in the special case where all of the singular perturbation parame-
ters are equal. For the general case considered here, the error analysis is based
on an extension of the techniques employed in [3]. It is assumed henceforth
that the problem data satisfy whatever smoothness conditions are required.
The discrete two-point boundary value problem is now defined on any mesh
My, by the finite difference method

— E5*U + A(2)U = f(),

c
—~
o
~
I
=1
—~
=)
~
c
—~
—
~—
I

u(l). (34)
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This is used to compute numerical approximations to the exact solution of
(. Note that ([B34]) can also be written in the operator form

LYU = f,  U((0) =u(0), U(1)=u(l)

where
LY = —E&* + A(z)

and 62, Dt and D~ are the difference operators

D*U(z;) — D-U(z;)

8?U(z;) = -
(@) h
U(z; —Ulx; B a
D+U($j) _ (IJJrl) (IJ) and DiU(xJ) _ U(xj) U(xj 1)
hj+1 hj
with B = fathonn

The following discrete results are analogous to those for the continuous case.

Lemma 9. Let A(x) satisfy (3) and (3). Then, for any mesh function ¥, the
inequalities ¥(0) > 0, ¥(1) > 0and LNW¥(x;) > 0 forl < j < N-—1,
imply that ¥(x;) >0 for0 < j < N.

Proof. Let i*,j* be such that ¥« (z;+) = min; ; ¥;(z;) and assume that the
lemma is false. Then ¥« (z;+) < 0 . From the hypotheses we have j* # 0, N
and !pl* (ZCJ*) — !pl* (xj*—l) S 0, !pl* (:Ej*-i-l) — Wi* (LL']*) 2 O, SO 52W1*(.’I]]*) >
0. It follows that

(LN (25),, = =€l Tin(@j) + D ain, k(25)Vk(x50) < 0,
k=1

which is a contradiction, as required. =

An immediate consequence of this is the following discrete stability result.
Lemma 10. Let A(z) satisfy (@) and (3). Then, for any mesh function ¥,
| @) | < max{nwmn,||\P<1>||,§||LN\P||}, 0<j<N.

Proof. Define the two functions
©*(x;) = max{|[(0)[|, [ (D)]l, éHLN‘I’ll}e + W (z))

where e = (1, ... ,1) is the unit vector. Using the properties of A it is not
hard to verify that ®*(0) > 0, ®*(1) > 0 and LNO®*(x;) > 0. It follows
from Lemma [O that @i(:vj) >0forall0<j< N.a
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The following comparison result will be used in the proof of the error estimate.

Lemma 11. Assume that the mesh functions ® and Z satisfy, for j =
1... N-1,

1ZO)Il < @(0), IZ(W)]] < @(1), [[(LY)(Z(;)]] < (LY)(B(x;))-

Then, for j =0 ... N,
1Z(z5)lle < ®(x;).

Proof. Define the two mesh functions ¥+ by
TE=P+LZ.
Then ¥+ satisfies, for j =1 ... N —1,
TE0) =T =0, (L)V(TH)(z5) = 0.

The result follows from an application of Lemma[Ql =

6 The local truncation error

From Lemmal[I0 it is seen that in order to bound the error ||U —ul| it suffices
to bound LY (U — u). But this expression satisfies

LY(U—-u)=LY(U) - L) =f - L"(u) = L(u) — LV (u)

=(L-L"Y)u=-E(*-D*u

which is the local truncation of the second derivative. Let V, W be the dis-
crete analogues of v, w respectively. Then, similarly,

LY(V —v) = -E(6* = D*)v, LY(W —w) = —E(6*> — D})w.
By the triangle inequality,
[LY(U —u) [ <[ LNV =v) |+ | LYW -w) ||. (35)

Thus, the smooth and singular components of the local truncation error can
be treated separately. In view of this it is noted that, for any smooth function
1, the following three distinct estimates of the local truncation error of its
second derivative hold:
for x; € My

(6% = D*)y(x;)| < € max [ (s)], (36)

sel;

and
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(6% = D2)tay)| < O max 9 (5)]
for x; ¢ Ju

(6% = D*uay)| < C6F max [P (s),
for . € Jp

(6% = D2)(m)| < CCHE = bl [ (70)] + 0 max [p@ (s)] ).

7 Error estimate

(37)

(38)

(39)

The proof of the error estimate is broken into two parts. In the first a theorem
concerning the smooth part of the error is proved. Then the singular part of
the error is considered. A barrier function is now constructed, which is used

in both parts of the proof.
For each k € Iy, introduce the piecewise linear polynomial

xr
—, 0z < 7.

Tk
O (x) = 11, T <x<l1l—Tg.
—x
, 1—m <ax <1
Tk

It is not hard to verify that, for each k € I,

w425
7 (Hy, + hy)’
abi(z;), if z; ¢ Jp.

LN(Gk(a:j)e)iZ if ijTkEJb

On the Shishkin mesh My, define the barrier function ® by

®(z;) = CN2(IN[1+ Y Ok(z))e,
kely

where C' is any sufficiently large constant.
Then ® satisfies

0<®i(z;) <CN ?(InN)? 1<i<n.

Also, , for z; ¢ Jb,
(LN ®(z;)); > CN?(InN)?

and, for 7 € Jp,
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€q
VER(Hy + hy)

from which it follows that, for 7, € Jp and Hy > hy,

(LN ®(13)); > C(1 + YJ(IN"'In N)?2,

€i

(LN®(1))i = C(N 2 + Name

N 'InN) (43)

and, for 7, € Jp and Hy < hy,
(LN®(r,)); > C(N~2 + ?N‘l In N). (44)
k

The following theorem gives the error estimate for the smooth component.

Theorem 1. Let A(x) satisfy (3) and (3). Let v denote the smooth com-
ponent of the exact solution from (1) and V the smooth component of the
discrete solution from (34). Then

|V —v|| <CN?(InN)3 (45)

Proof. An application of Lemma[IT]is made, using the above barrier function.
To prove the theorem it suffices to show that the ratio

_ ei(8? = D*)vi(ay)|
R(vi(z;)) = (LN ®(x;))i]

s .’L‘jEMb

satisfies
R(v(xy)) < C. (46)

For z; ¢ Jp the bound (40) follows immediately from Lemma [ B8)and

Now assume that z; = 7, € Jp. The required estimates of the denominator of
R(vi(rx)) are (@3) and ([@4]). The numerator is bounded above using Lemma
and B7). The cases by = 1 and by, = 0 are treated separately and the

inequalities (26), (27), 28), B0) and [B3) are used systematically.

Suppose first that by = 1, then there are four possible subcases:

1<k, Hyp > hg, R(Ui(Tk)) < Cgk-i-l
Hy < hyg, R(Ui(Tk)) < Cey.

i >k, Hp > hi, R(vi(1)) < Cepyry/ 2 (47)
Hy < hg, R(Ui(Tk))SCEkqli—’j

Secondly, if by = 0, then by_; = 1, because otherwise 7, ¢ Jp, and further-
more Hjy < hy. There are two possible subcases:

1< k-1, Hp < hy, R(’Ul(Tk)) SCS]C(\/%—FD. (4 )
8

i>k—1, Hy <hg, R(vi(m)) < Cep, /2.
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In all six subcases, because of the ordering of the ¢;, it is clear that condition
Q) is fulfilled. This concludes the proof. =

Before the singular part of the error is estimated the following lemmas are
established.

Lemma 12. Let A(z) satisfy (@) and {3). Then, on each mesh My, for 1 <
1<nandl<j <N, the following estimates hold

62
lei(62 — D*)wl(x;)| < C’E—J1 for xz; ¢ Jp. (49)

An analogous result holds for the wy .

Proof. When z; ¢ Jyp, from (38) and Lemma[7] it follows that

[63(8% = D*ul(a)] < €8} max |eiwy ™ (s)]

n
Bl(s C§?
< (6% max q( ) <7
J sel; Eq €1

as required. m

In what follows fourth degree polynomials of the form
4 k
pia(e) = 32 EI 0 g
k=0

are used, where 6 denotes a pair of integers separated by a comma.

Lemma 13. Let A(x) satisfy (@) and (3) and assume that My, is such that
by =1 for some k, 1 < k<n-—1. Then, foreachi, j,1<i<n,1<j<N
there exists a decomposition

k+1

U — E ' )
w; = Wi,q,
q=1

for which the following estimates hold for each q andr, 1 <q<k,0<r <2,

leiw") ()] < Ceq * Bl(x)

(2 'L,q
and
"\ Bl(z;) " Bl(z;)
3 4
IR B el S LR N ) el it 2
q=k+1 Vel q=k+1 g

Furthermore, for x; ¢ Jp,
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52
|£i(6% = D*)wj(z;)| < C(By(aj-1) + ——) (50)
€k+1

and, for 7, € Jp,

Ok )
VEE+1 -

Analogous results hold for the w] and their derivatives.

|24(6% — D*)wj(ri)| < C( By (i — hie) +

Proof. Consider the decomposition

k+1

l E
w; = Wi m,
m=1

where the components are defined by

w! otherwise

(1)
_ ) pikk+r1on [0,z
Wi k1 = { v + [ ) k,k+1)

and for each m, k > m > 2,

(1)
nr ) Piym—1,m [O, Xpnl 1, m)
nm k+1
w; — Eqim_,_l Wiq otherw1se
and
k+1
l
Wi,1 = Wi — E w;,q on [0,1].
q=2

From the above definitions it follows that, for each m, 1 < m < k, w; ,, =
0 on [x(l) 1].

m,m+1’
To establish the bounds on the fourth derivatives it is seen that:

for x € [3:5@1),)%1, 1], Lemma [ and = > 3:5@1),)%1 imply that

ey B

q=k+

n Bl
el (@) = leiwy @ ()] < cz

for z € [0, x,(;’,)c_kl], Lemma[f and = < 3:5@1),)%1 imply that

n (1) n ( n
(4 Ty, k+1 Ty, k+1
et (@)] = e ™ (@) 1) gz ey Z <oy Bl
q=1 q=k+1 q=k+1
and for each m =k, ... ,2, it follows that
for v € [xsyll?mﬂ, 1], wg% =0;
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for z € [3:(1) 7 ], Lemma [7l implies that

m—1m’“*“mm-+41

el @ < et P @+ 3 e |<cZ 9 < oald,
£;W ) gw; " (x alw p—
g=m-+1

for z € [0,2') | ], Lemma [ and z < x&ll imply that

’mlm m

(1) 1 (D)
B! (z l
|€iw(4) ()] = |51 ( m 1m ) <C E Tm-1, m) <C m( m—l,m) < CBm(:E)’

i,m Em Em
for o € [¢1),1], wy = 0;
for z € [0, ! %] Lemma [7 implies that

Bl
e (@) < et P (e |+Z|sz |<OZ 1),

€1

For the bounds on the second and third derivatives note that, for each m,
1<m<k:

for x € [xsyll?mﬂ, 1], wgfm =0= U’E?w
(1)
m,m+1
forz € [0,25)),,,1], el (s)ds = cqwi (), 1) —ew’) (x) =
—cwi o (2)
and so
(1)
Tm,m+1 m, m+1 B!
@l < [ e |ds<—/ Jds < ¢ Bml®)
. N

In a similar way, it can be shown that
leiwy ()| < OBy, (2).

Using the above decomposition yields
(6% = D*)wh(x;)] <> [ei(0% = D*)w; g(x;)] + [€i(6* = D*)wi 1 (25)]

For x; ¢ Jp, applying (B8) to the last term and (30) to all other terms on
the right hand side, it follows that

k
4
640> = D*)ui(z;) |<chax|sz wly(3)] + 63 max w3, (5))).
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Then (B0)) is obtained by using the bounds on the derivatives obtained in the
first part of the lemma.

On the other hand, for z; = 7, € Jp, applying B7) to the last term and (36)
to the other terms, (BI)) is obtained by a similar argument. The proof for the
w; and their derivatives is similar. =

In what follows third degree polynomials of the form

3 k
y T —y0)" 1k
pha() = 3 LI 09y

k=0
are used, where 6 denotes a pair of integers separated by a comma.

Lemma 14. Let A(x) satisfy (@) and (3) and assume that My, is such that
by =1 for somek, 1 <k<n-—1. Then, foreachi, j,1<i<n,1<j<N
there exists a decomposition

k+1

l § :
w; = Wi, m,
m=1

for which the following estimates hold for each m, 1 < m < k,

i,m Em i,m 5%{2
and l( )
" Bl(z;
3 J
|w§,k)+1(xj)| <cC Z q3/2
q=k+1 q
Furthermore
Bl (I ',1) 5
|Ei(52 - Dz)wi(ili]” < Cé¢; k2 + 3;2 . (52)
€k €41

Analogous results hold for the w] and their derivatives.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma[[3] with the points M replaced

0,
(3/2) " Consider the decomposition

by the points z;

k+1

l E
w; = Wi m,
m=1

where the components are defined by

(3/2)
_ ) on [0,z
e { ik k1 (0,2 351)

i otherwise
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and for each m, k > m > 2,

* (3/2)
pi;m—l,m on [07Xm—1,m)
ws k+1

o E wj,q otherwise

g=m-+1
and
k+1
1

w1 = w; — E w; ¢ on [0,1].

q=2

From the above definitions it follows that, for each m, 1 < m < k, w;,,, =
0 on [ngril_l, 1].
To establish the bounds on the third derivatives it is seen that:

for x € [x5€3,é_221, 1], Lemma [ and = > 3:5%321 imply that

n Bl(x n
l 3
W), (@) = i@ @) <y ‘;/2 Z 3/27
q=1 €q a=k+1 €q

for z € [0, :E,(f’lﬁ)l] Lemmal[fland x < x,(f,ﬁ)l imply that

n 3/2 n 3/2 n
Bl I(cléqL)l) Bl(xl(c lé+)1) Bl( )

(3 1,(3)/..(3/2) i T
el = D < 3P < 5 B <y T

q=k+1 €q a=k+1 €q

and for each m =k, ... ,2, it follows that

for x € [x(3/2) L1, w (3) =0;

m,m-+

for x € [xss/fl))m, 3553,/31)+1]7 Lemma [7] implies that

k+1

Bl
W0 @) < @@+ > |<OZ ) < Bnl2),
q=m+1 Em
for = € [0, 7(2/21) m), Lemma[[and z < :Cfn/ 1) imply that
n (3/2) 1 ((3/2) !
3) B (3/2) Bl(x," 7 0) B, (x5 ) B, (z)
|wz,m($)|_| ( Ln— 1m |<OZ 3/2 SO 53/2 SO 3/2 ;

for x € [x§32/2), 1], 531) =0;

for z € [0, xf’f)], Lemma [7] implies that
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k+1

n Bl (JJ) Bl (.I)
L
i (@)] < [w;@ (@) + Y [l (@) < ¢y —45 < =
=2 q=1 €q €1

For the bounds on the second derivatives note that, for each m, 1 <m < k

for @ € [&\2/2) 1], wf,, = 0;

m,m-+41
(3/2)

?ff“ﬁ@” o (s)ds = wl, (2 y) — w,, (@) =
—wi (@
and so

(3/2) (3/2)
m7n,7n+1 C zm,m+1 Bl
!, ()] < / [, ()]ds < JW/ Bl (s)ds < C ’:(“"”).

Finally, since

k
lei(6% — Z — D*)w; ()] + (6% — D2)wi,k+1 (@)1,

m=1

using [B7) on the last term and (B8] on all other terms on the right hand
side, it follows that

k
2 3)
(5% = D2yui(a)| < OO macleswd(5)] 05 mape e ()

The desired result follows by applying the bounds on the derivatives obtained
in the first part of the lemma. The proof for the w] and their derivatives is
similar. u

Lemma 15. Let A(z) satisfy {3) and (3). Then, on each mesh My, the fol-
lowing estimate holds fori=1, ..., n and each j =1, ..., N,

lei(8% — D*)wj(;)| < OBy (x5-1).
An analogous result holds for the wy.

Proof. From (B6) and Lemmalll for each i =1,...,n and j=1,..., N,
it follows that

|€4(0% = D*)wi(z;)| < C max fesw wi"(s)]

" Bl(z;-1)

< OB, (zj-1).
€q

The proof for the w] and their derivatives is similar. a
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The following theorem provides the error estimate for the singular compo-
nent.

Theorem 2. Let A(z) satisfy (2) and (3). Let w denote the singular com-
ponent of the exact solution from () and W the singular component of the
discrete solution from (34). Then

|[W —w|| < CN?(nN)>. (53)

Proof. Since w = w! + w", it suffices to prove the result for w! and w" sep-
arately. Here it is proved for w! by an application of Lemma [[Il A similar
proof holds for w".

The proof is in two parts.

First assume that x; ¢ Jp. Each open subinterval (7x, 7x+1) is treated sepa-
rately.

First, consider z; € (0,71). Then, on each mesh My, §; < CN~'7y and the
result follows from (26) and Lemma [I2

Secondly, consider z; € (1, 72), then 71 < z;_; and §; < CN~17,. The 27 F!
possible meshes are divided into subclasses of two types. On the meshes My,
with b3 = 0 the result follows from (28), 29) and Lemma[I2l On the meshes
My, with by = 1 the result follows from (26]), (30) and Lemma I3

Thirdly, in the general case x; € (T, Tm41) for 2 < m < n — 1, it follows
that 7, < x;_1 and §; < CN~'7,,41. Then My, is divided into subclasses of
three types: MY = {Mp : by = -+ =bp, =0}, M{, = {Myp, : b, =1, b,y =
<o =by =0forsome 1 <r <m—1} and M{" = {My, : by, = 1}. On M
the result follows from (26), (29) and Lemma[I2} on M} from (26), 29), (BU)
and Lemma [I3} on M from (26), (B0) and Lemma [I3

Finally, for z; € (1,,1), 7, < zj_1 and §; < CN~!. Then My, is divided into
subclasses of three types: M) = {My, : by = --- =b, =0}, M = {Myp : b, =
1, bpp1 =---=by, =0forsome 1l <r <n-—1} and M = {My : b, = 1}.
On My the result follows from (26), 29) and Lemma [[2} on M from (28],
29), (B0) and Lemma[I3t on M7} from (B0) and Lemma [I5]

Now assume that z; = 7, € Jp. Analogously to the proof of Theorem [II
the ratio R(w;(7x)) is introduced in order to facilitate the use of Lemma [Tl
To complete the proof it suffices to establish in all cases that

Ri(w(m)) < C. (54)

The required estimates of the denominator of R(w;(7y)) are ([A3]) and (@4).
The numerator is bounded above using Lemmas [I3land 14l The cases by = 1
and by = 0 are treated separately and the inequalities (26), 27)), 28)), (BQ)
and (33) are used systematically.

Suppose first that bx = 1, then there are four possible subcases:
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£; + \/€k€k+l)

€k €k+1 3/2'

Ei _Ek
+(257)77)-

i+%ﬁﬁ3 (55)

Lemma[l4 <k, Hy > hg, R(w;
Hy < hy, R(w;
Lemmal3l >k, Hyp > hg, (wZ Tk
Hy, < hg, R(w;

&
01+&ﬁﬁg.

Secondly, if by = 0, then by_1 = 1, because otherwise 74 ¢ Jp, and further-
more Hjy < hy. There are two possible subcases:

Lemmalld i<k—1, Hy <hg, R(wi(m)) < C(= +1) 56
Lemma[3 >k —1, Hy < hg, R(w;(m)) < C(1+ k) (56)

In all six subcases, because of the ordering of the ¢;, it is clear that condition
(G4) is fulfilled. This concludes the proof. =

The following theorem gives the required essentially second order parameter-
uniform error estimate.

Theorem 3. Let A(z) satisfy (@) and (). Let u denote the exact solution
from (1) and U the discrete solution from (34]). Then

|U —ul| < C N~2(In N)3. (57)

Proof. An application of the triangle inequality and the results of Theorems
[[ and 2] leads immediately to the required result.
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