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We consider a system of two coupled reaction-diffusion equations. When the parameters multi-
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1. Introduction
We consider a finite element discretization of two coupled singularly perturbed reaction-diffusion problems

—&2uy () + agy (2)ur () + agp()uy(z) = fi(2), (1a)
— 12Uy () + agy (2 )ur () + agy(x)uy(x) = fo(2)

where z € (0,1) with the boundary conditions
ul(O) = ’UQ(O) = u1(1) = UQ(].) =0. (].b)

The parameters ¢ and p are small, positive constants in the range (0,1]. Without loss of generality we
shall assume that

O<e<<uxl (2)

The solution w = (u1,u2)T to (1) has overlapping boundary layers of width O(sln 5) and O(pln u) at

2 .
2 =0 and z = 1. We shall assume that A = {aij}ijz is an Lo matrix with

1

Tgilf;{an + a1z, ap1 + az} > a?, (3)

i.e., Ais an M-matrix whose inverse is bounded by a~2 in the maximum norm.

Shishkin [11] considers a similar problem: a system of two parabolic equations on a strip. He cites the
modelling of mass transfer processes in multicomponent systems as a motivation. The study is motivated
by models for certain complicated chemical reactions. He classifies the problems according to

(i) O<e=p<x1, (i) O<exp=1, (i) 0<e<pu<xl,

and presents a piecewise-uniform (Shishkin) mesh for each case. He shows that a standard finite difference
method on these meshes converge uniformly with respect to the parameters in the maximum norm. The
orders of convergence are O (N~*InN) for (i), O (N=2/%) for (i) and O (N~1/#) for the most general
case (iii).
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Matthews et al. [6, 7] consider cases (i) and (ii) for the problem as given in (1). Using the classical finite
difference technique, they obtain almost first-order parameter uniform convergence (in the maximum norm)
on a Shishkin mesh. For case (ii), the same authors [8] improve this result to show almost second-order
convergence.

Madden and Stynes [5] also consider a finite difference approach for (1), paying particular attention
to case (iii). Their motivation for studying the systems is based on a two-equation turbulence model.
Following [11], they study a finite difference method on a piecewise uniform mesh with a transition point
for each of the layers. The method is shown to be almost first-order accurate in the maximum norm.

This present study is devoted to a finite element method for (1) on general meshes not only the Shishkin
mesh. We derive a general criterion that guarantees parameter uniform convergence in the energy norm
naturally associated with the weak formulation of (1) and in the Ly norm.

An outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 a decomposition of the exact solution is presented
and studied. We describe an appropriate finite element discretization in Section 3 and give interpolation
and approximation error bounds for arbitrary meshes. In Section 4 these results are applied to establish the
parameter uniform convergence of the FEM on Bakhvalov and on Shishkin meshes. The paper concludes
with supporting numerical results.

Notation: Throughout the paper C' will denote a generic positive constant that is independent of the
perturbation parameters £ and p and of the number N of mesh nodes.

2. Properties of the exact solution

For the construction of layer-adapted meshes and the analysis of numerical methods it is necessary to have
precise knowledge of the behaviour of the exact solution to be approximated and its derivatives.

Lemma 1. Let u be the solution to (1). Then there exists a constant C, such that for all = € [0,1], we
have

uU=7v+ wy+ w;
where the regular solution component v satisfies

v/ (z)] < C for i=1,2, (4a)

Home Page
Title Page
Contents

Page 3 of 15
Go Back
Full Screen
Close
Quit


http://www.math.tu-dresden.de/~torsten

while the layer components wg and w; satisfy

[w(2)] < € (e72emow/e 4 y2emoaln) [wia(@)] < Cp—2emewn, (4b)
’wi’71(x)| <C (6—28—a(1—$)/s + M—Qe—a(l—z)/p> , |w'1’72(a:)‘ < Cu—2e—a(1—z)/y. (4C)

Home Page
Proof. Lemma 4 of [5] gives that
|ui (z)] < C {1 +e7? (67%/5 + 670&171)/5) +u? (efw/“ + 67&<17m)/“>} Title Page
Contents
[uf(2)] < € {1+ 72 (emos/ 4 ematizal/i) 1. e |

We first derive the splitting for u;, considering separately the cases p < 1/e and pu > 1/e. 4« 42 |
(i) Let < 1/e. Then following the technique in [3], we set x* := 2ua~1In(1/u) and

uy :=wvy on (z%,1—2z%). A‘ J’
Since e=®*"/1 = 2 and e~/ < €2 we get [v](x)| < C on (2*,1 — 2*) and v; extends to a smooth

function on (0, 1) that satisfies (4a). Now consider Page 4 of 15
ui(z) —vi(z) on [0,27],
w071(1‘) =

0 on [$*7 1] Go Back

This function satisfies (4b). Finally we set wy 1 := u1 — v1 — wo,1. It satisfies (4c).
X Full Screen

(ii) If ;n > 1/e then there exists a constant C' such that

R ) o |

and we repeat the above construction with z* := 2ea~1 In(1/p).

The constructions of up, wo 2 and wy  are similar. [ ] Quit
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3. Analysis of the finite element method

As usual with finite element discretization we consider the weak formulation: Find u € HZ(0,1)? with
B(u,v) = f(v) forall ve Hj(0,1)?

with
B(u,v) = &*(u},v}) + (b, vh) 4 (a11us + azouz, v1) + (a1uy + azuy, va)

and
F(v) == (fr,01) + (f2,v2),

where (v, w) = fol vw denotes the standard scalar product in L(0,1).
A natural norm on H}(0,1)? associated with the bilinear form B(-,) is the energy norm

IIoIl* = 2[v1li + ?[vali + o (ol + llv2ll3) ,

where by |[v]jo := (v,v)'/? we denote the standard norm on L,(0,1), while |v]; := |[v/[jo is the usual
semi-norm on H{(0,1). We also use the notation [[v|lo = {||v1]|§ + ||v2|\§}1/2 for the norm in L,(0,1)2.
Our assumption (3) on A implies that for arbitrary = € (0, 1)

eTAE > a?eT¢ forall &€ e R

It follows the bilinear form B is coercive with respect to ||| - |||, i.e.,

[|lv]||> < B(v,v) forall v e H(0,1)2. (5)
3.1. Discretization
Let Q: 0 =129 <21 < ... < ay =1 be an arbitrary mesh with local step sizes h; = x; — z;_1. Let

V C H}(0,1) be the space of piecewise linear functions on € that vanish at 2 = 0 and z = 1. Then our
discretization is: Find U € V2 such that

B(U,v) = f(v) forall ve V2 (6)
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For simplicity in our analysis we shall assume that all integrals can be evaluated exactly. If this is not the
case appropriate quadrature formulae have to be used.
The convergence analysis for the scheme starts at the triangle inequality

Il = U] < lllw =[] + [|lu” = U], (7)

where u! denotes the piecewise linear interpolant to u on Q. Because of the Galerkin orthogonality relation
between u and U, B(U — u,u! — U) = 0. Then from the coercivity (5) of B(:,-), we have that

llu’ U] < B(u' - U, u' - U)
= (au(u{ — ul) Sl alz(ug — UQ),U{ — Ul)
+ (a21(uf — u1) + az(uj — up), uj — U),

where we have used integration by parts. Thus

llu’ = U||* < Cllu" — ufollw’ — Ullo < Cllu’ — ullollu’ — UJ.
We get

I’ = U] < Cllu’ — ullo. (8)

Looking at (7) and (8), we see that we need bounds only for the interpolation error. These are derived

in the next section.
3.2. Interpolation error bounds

Let ¢ € C?(0,1) be arbitrary. Then using a Taylor expansion at x;, we can write the interpolation error
for x € [x;—1, ;] as

(¢' —¢)(@) = mih_i - /Ii_1 ©"(0)(zi—1 — 0) do — /I ¢"(0)(z — o) do.

Thus

(¢ = ¥)(2)| < 2/” " (0)| (0 — 2i-1) do (9)

ZTi_1
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Now we study the interpolation error for the solution of (1). Let
B, (z) = =l (efaa:/21/ n efa(lfa:)/Zy) ‘

Lemma 2. Suppose u can be decomposed as in Lemma 1. Then the interpolation error u — u! satisfies

[x[n?fnl]“m —ui)(z)| < C{/:? (1+ Ec(z) + Eu(z)) dx}z,

i—1

max ’(ug—ug)( )| <C{/'1c (1+ E,(2)) d$}2’

[zi—1,24] P

lur —ui|, < Ce™1/? TaxN/ (1+ Ee(z) + Eu(x)) do

=000y

and

=llgooop

|uz — ué’l <CcuY? maxN/T ’ (1+ Eu(z)) do

Ci—1

Proof. For the sake of simplicity we study u, —u? only. Let x € [z;_1, ;] be arbitrary. A triangle inequality
gives

(2 — ) (@)] < |(v2 — 05} )] + | (o2 — ) (@) + | (2 — w] o) (@) (10)
The bounds for v of Lemma 1 and (9) give

|(v2 — v3)(z)| < ChZ = C{/It 1dx} , (11)

i—

while for w2 — w{ , we have

’(woz woz) < C/ “2e%/M(g — z;_1) do.
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To bound the right-hand side we use the inequality

/:_1 g(o)(o = xi_l) do < % {/Il g(0)1/2 d0}2,

Tj—

which holds true for any positive monotonically decreasing function g on [z;_1,x;]; see [2]. This can be
easily verified by considering the two integrals as functions of the upper integration limit. We get

aBg )
’(wo,z = wé’z)(:c)‘ < C{/ plemeo/2m dg} ‘ "
Ti—1
Because of symmetry we have
(w12~ w1) (#)] < C{/z plee =0 2 g ) (13)
ZTi—1

Combining (10)—(13) we get

(w2~ )@ < c{

z;
Ti—1

(1+ Eu(0)) da}z.

The maximum-norm estimate of the Lemma for uy — ul follows.
For the error in the H'-semi norm, integration by parts yields

1 1
|u£ - u2|i = /0 ((uf — uz)')z(:v) dx = —/O (uh — wo) (x)ujy (z) da.

Using the derivative bounds of Lemma 1, we get

1/2 max ‘(ug = U2)(x)|1/2.

|u£ B u2|1 = Cu z€[0,1]
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Remark 1. Let

Q) = max /% (1+ E.(z) + Eu(z)) dz.

i=1,...,
Then the results of Lemma 2 yield the following interpolation error bounds:

lu = w'llo < CH(Q)? and ||lu —w!||| < C(u'2 + 9(Q))9(Q).

3.3. Discretization error
We can now state our results for the discretization error of the finite element method when applied to (1).

Theorem 1. Suppose u can be decomposed as in Lemma 1. Then the discretization error satisfies the
uniform estimates

lu— Uy < C9QP, llu! — Ul < COQ) and [[[u - UJ|| < CHQ).

Proof. These results follow readily from (8) and from Remark 1. |

4. Layer-adapted meshes

We now employ the result of Theorem 1 to analyse the FEM discretization (6) on two standard layer-adapted
meshes.

4.1. Bakhvalov meshes

Bakhvalov meshes [1] for the discretization of (1) may be regarded as generated by equidistributing the
function

K. K
Mpa(z) = max{exp (— ax) , — exp (_m) ,
€ eo. )’ p U,

1, £exp (a(l —x)) ,ﬁexp (a(l —x)>}7
€ E0¢ H HOp
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with positive constants K., K,,0. and o, i.e., the mesh points z; are chosen such that

/ MBa(x)da: = = / MBa(I)dx.
Tj—1 N 0

The parameters K. and K, determine the number of mesh points used to resolve the respective layer,
while 0. and 0, determine the grading of the mesh inside them.

Clearly we have 14+ E.(z)+E,(z) < CMpq(z) if oz, 0, > 2 and fol Mpo(z)dx < C. Using Theorem 1,
we can conclude

|u — UHO <CN72, ||lu! =U|||<CN~2 and |||lu—-U]||| < C’(ul/2 + NN (14a)
or uniformly, in € and g,

lle Ul < N1, (14b)

4.2. Shishkin meshes

Shishkin meshes [9, 10] are frequently studied because of their simplicity—they are piecewise uniform. We
describe a possible construction for problem (1). Let ¢., g, € (0,1) with 2¢. +2¢, < 1 and 0,0, > 0 be
mesh parameters. We set

)\u:min{qs—i—qu,%lnN} and /\E:min{q qjq )\N,U;EInN}.
e T du

Assuming that ¢.N and ¢, N are integers, we divide each of the intervals [0, \;] and [1 — A, 1] into ¢. N
subintervals, while [A;, A,] and [1—X,,, 1 — X.] are divided into ¢, N and [A,,1—A,] into (1 —2¢. —2q,)N
subintervals.

For the mesh constructed this way we can adapt the technique from [3, 4] to get

Q) <C{N 7 +N*+N'InN}.
Therefore Theorem 1 yields the uniform error bounds: choose the mesh parameters so that

0. >2, 0,22, (15)
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then

|u—U||, < C(N"'InN)?, ||l — U] < C(N " InN)?, (16a)
and

|||lu—U||| < CNtInN. (16b)

The mesh use by Madden and Stynes [5] can be obtained by taking ¢. = ¢, =1/8, and 0. =0, = 1.
The original mesh of Shishkin [11] is constructed slightly differently: X, depends on e + f.

5. Numerical results

In this section we verify experimentally our convergence results be considering the numerical solution of a
constant and a variable coefficient problem.

Usually, the exact solutions of the problems are not available, so we estimate the accuracy of the
numerical solution by comparing it to the numerical solution computed on a finer mesh.

Indicating by UEA”M that the numerical approximation depends on N, € and i, we estimate the uniform
error by

N = max "UEJYH—UEIX
e,u=1,10-1,...,10-12" %

where UfN is the approximate solution of the FEM on a mesh obtained by bisecting the original mesh
three times, i.e., a mesh that is 8 times finer. The rates of convergence are computed using the standard
formula 7V = log, (n™ /n*Y).

Example 1

—euf 4+ 2u; —ux = 1, u1(0) = u1(1) =0,
—puy —ug 4+ 2up = 1, up(0) = ux(1) = 0.

This problem satisfies (3) for any a € (0,1).
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Table 1 contains the results of our test computations for the Bakhvalov mesh of Section 4.1, and
illustrates clearly the conclusions (14) of that section: we obtain first-order uniform convergence in the
continuous energy norm and second-order uniform convergence in the discrete energy norm. Observe also
that second-order convergence is achieved in the maximum norm.

T — Ul T — O ™ = O]
N error rate error rate error rate
48 8.309e-3 1.95 | 3.427e-2 1.00 | 2.710e-3 2.01
96 2.154e-3 197 | 1.718e-2 0.97 | 6.737e-4 2.00
192 | 5.506e-4 1.96 | 8.762e-3 1.00 | 1.687e-4 2.00
384 | 1.419e-4 197 | 4.381e-3 1.00 | 4.220e-5 2.00
768 | 3.633e-5 2.00 | 2.196e-3 1.00 | 1.055e-5 2.00
1536 | 9.108e-6 2.00 | 1.100e-3 1.00 | 2.638e-6 2.00
3072 | 2.281e-6 2.00 | 5.506e-4 1.00 | 6.594e-7 2.00
6144 | 5.709e-7 = 2.753e-4 = 1.649e-7 =

The results of our computations on the Shishkin mesh of Section 4.2 are shown in Table 2. Again,
the conclusions (16) of that section are verified: there is (almost) first-order uniform convergence in the
continuous energy norm and of the (almost) second-order uniform convergence in the discrete energy norm.

Table 1: Example 1, Bakhvalov mesh

We note that there is (almost) second-order convergence in the maximum norm.

NB. In our test computations we have in no way tried to optimize the parameters defining the mesh—
we have merely ensured that the critical parameters o, and o, are chosen to satisfy (15). We have taken

O =0, = 2.

Example 2 The following problem is adapted from Matthews et al. [8].

—euf +2(x + 1)%u; — (1 + 23)uz = 2exp(x), u1(0) = uy(1) =0,
—puy — 2 cos(mx/4)uy + (1 + v2) exp(l — x)up = 10z + 1, up(0) = uy(1) = 0.

Results are presented in Table 3 for the Bakhvalov mesh, and in Table 4 for the Shishkin mesh. Again

the theoretical results of Section 4 are confirmed.
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Tu— Ul Ma = 0TI M =0Tl
N error rate error rate error rate
48 1.091e-1 1.23 | 8.756e-2 1.21 | 1.822e-2 1.78
96 4.666e-2 1.42 | 3.773e-2 1.10 | 5.299¢-3 1.97
192 | 1.744e-2 155 | 1.754e-2 1.03 | 1.353e-3 1.69
384 | 5.965e-3 1.63 | 8.587e-3 1.01 | 4.183e-4 1.67
768 | 1.927¢-3  1.69 | 4.269e-3 0.94 | 1.310e-4 1.70

1536 | 5.992e-4 1.72 | 2.225e-3 0.87 | 4.026e-5 1.73

3072 | 1.814e-4 1.75 | 1.216e-3 0.88 | 1.214e-5 1.75

6144 | 5.38le-b5 — | 6.600e-4 — | 3.60le-6 —

Table 2: Example 1, Shishkin mesh
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