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Abstract

This work presents error analysis for a finite element method applied to a two-dimensional
singularly perturbed convection-diffusion turning point problem. Utilizing a layer-adapted
Shishkin mesh, we prove uniform convergence in the maximum norm in the coarse layer and
x-layer regions. The analysis, critically based on the properties of a discrete Green’s function,
guarantees the method’s robustness and accuracy in capturing sharp solution layers. There is no
work for the coerce region for two-dimensional singularly perturbed turning point problems, and
also, we are getting linear order of convergence better than Stynes’ article.
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1 INTRODUCTION

This paper examines a particular class of convection-diffusion boundary value problems charac-
terized by homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. The general form of the problem under
consideration is

—eAu + b(m,y)vu + C(x,y)u - f(xay)a in Q= (717 1) X (717 1) (lla)
u=0 on I =00Q. (1.1b)

Here, ¢ is a small positive perturbation parameter 0 < e << 1. The coefficients b = (b1, b2), ¢,
and the source term f(x,y) are assumed to be sufficiently smooth over the closure of the domain
Q=QuUonN.

A particular instance of this general problem arises when it forms the focus of our study. The
convection vector b(z,y) is specified such that by (z,y) = za(z,y) and by(z,y) =0V (x,y) € Q.
This specialization leads to the following simplified problem:

_‘C:Au + xa(aj,y)uw + C(J},y)u = f($7y)a in Q = (_17 1) X (_L 1) (123‘)
u=0 on I =090 (1.2b)

10by
e,z a >0, le(ey)| 20, e- 350>y >0. (1.2)

Here, we make a very crucial assumption about « and g is that > 5/2 and 2/3 < g < 1.
Therefore, o cannot be arbitrarily small. In (1.2)), there’s an interior layer at z = 0. It might not
have layers at the side boundaries (x = —1 and « = 1). Instead, it only has a parabolic kind of
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layer at the top (y = 1) and bottom (y = —1) boundaries.

This paper focuses on the finite element analysis of a two-dimensional singularly perturbed
problem with a turning point along the line x = 0, i.e., a turning line defined on the domain
(-1,1)x(-1,1). The combination of a turning point in a two- or higher-dimensional setting presents
a significant challenge for both theoretical analysis and numerical approximation. To address
this, we employ a classical finite element method on a properly constructed Shishkin mesh that is
adapted to the layer structures induced by the perturbation parameter and the turning point.
Researchers have been actively involved in the progression of finite difference schemes for singularly
perturbed turning point problems (SPTPPs). Their work presents both single and multiple
interior turning points; for example, see [3} [6], 211, 20}, [12] 18] 17, [15] 13]. Berger et al. [6] and
Farrell [21] conducted analyses of SPTPPs involving a single interior turning point. Their work
confirmed a priori bounds on the analytic solution and its derivatives, which were crucial for
demonstrating the uniform convergence of their respective numerical techniques. Specifically,
Berger et al. [6] derived an e-uniform error estimate for a modified El-Mistikawy-Werle finite
difference scheme. In parallel, Farrell [21] achieved uniform convergence estimates for a broad
category of upwinding-type schemes. In a unique contribution, Natesan and Ramanujam [15]
introduced a composite numerical approach for SPTPPs that exhibit twin boundary layers. Their
method combines a classical numerical scheme with an exponential fitted-difference scheme to
generate an approximate solution. To implement this, the authors divided the problem domain
into four distinct sub-regions and applied an asymptotic expansion approximation to solve the
problem within each segment. Kadalbajoo and Gupta [20] contributed by deriving asymptotic
bounds for the derivatives of the continuous solution to SPTPPs featuring twin boundary layers.
These bounds were subsequently used to establish second-order e-uniform convergence for a
B-spline collocation method applied to a piecewise uniform layer-adapted mesh. Natesan et
al. [I3] proved almost first-order e-uniform convergence for their proposed scheme, which was
based on the classical upwind finite difference method(FDMs) implemented on a Shishkin mesh.
Separately, Geng and Qian [12] introduced a stretching variable method and a reproducing
kernel method for addressing SPTPPs whose solutions present twin boundary layers. In the
work by Becher and Roos [3], the Richardson extrapolation method was applied to an upwind
scheme, utilizing a piecewise layer-adapted mesh. This application successfully refined the order
of accuracy from N=2In N to N~2(In N)2, where N represents the number of intervals in the
spatial direction.

Compared to the abundant literature on finite difference methods (FDMs), research on applying
the finite element method(FEMs) to SPTPPs is limited. However, FEMs generally provide a
more efficient route to higher-order convergence and require less stringent data regularity than
FDMs.

Over the past decades, researchers have increasingly directed their efforts toward developing
FEMs for SPTPPs. A key milestone was achieved in 1994 when Sun and Stynes [19] presented
and rigorously analyzed piecewise linear Galerkin FEMs. This approximation, tested on diverse
piecewise equidistant meshes, was designed for SPPs with interior turning points and solutions
featuring interior layers. They successfully established parameter-uniform convergence for their
method in the standard L? norm and a weighted energy norm. Building upon this work, Becher
[23] in 2016 introduced a higher-order finite element approximation for SPPs with interior turning
points. Employing Liseikin’s [25] piecewise uniform meshes, Becher’s contribution was significant
in obtaining error bounds that were independent of the perturbation parameter in the energy
norm. Research by Becher [4] focused on a one-dimensional SPTPPs that exhibited interior
layer characteristics in its solution. The problem was discretized via a standard Galerkin FEMs,
then stabilized with SDFEM on piecewise equidistant meshes, yielding parameter-independent
error bounds in both the energy and SD-norms. Subsequently, in [2] 14} 9], singularly perturbed



boundary turning point problems, both with and without delay, were analyzed. The application
of SDFEM in these studies achieved parameter-independent convergence, approaching second
order, in the maximum norm. Aasna and Rai [I4] further developed the SDFEM framework
for time-dependent SPPs with boundary turning points. Their strategy involved employing an
f-scheme on an equidistant time mesh and SDFEM on a spatial Shishkin mesh, successfully
establishing parameter-uniform stability and convergence estimates in the maximum norm for
their method.

To the best of our knowledge, the pointwise error estimate of the finite element method for two-or
higher-dimensional SPTPPs has received considerably less attention in the existing literature. In
[7 is considered, and a uniform energy norm estimate of order N~!log? N is derived for the
SIPG method on a layer-adapted Shishkin mesh. In [I0], Stynes used a Galerkin finite element
method on a piecewise equidistant mesh to solve singular Perturbation boundary value problems
of convection diffusion type in two dimensions without a turning point. That analysis indicated,
uniformly convergent in the perturbation parameter of order N ~!log N in global energy norm
and of order N~1/2 10g3/ 2 N pointwise near the outflow boundary but not in the coarse region.
Key strength is obtained by employing a discrete Green’s function, as it allows us to derive the
pointwise error estimates. This observation strongly motivates our present work.

Our research seeks to investigate the pointwise error estimates of the classical finite element
method on a Shishkin mesh for the problem of type (1.2). In our article, we implement a
classical finite element method on a piecewise uniform mesh(known as Shishkin mesh), but
we adopt some specific transition parameter along with x — axis and along with y — axis as

Az = min (%5 log (é) , %) , Ay = min (2\/%1013 (53%) &) respectively to solve the convection
diffusion boundary value problems with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions with a turn-

ing point in the domain (—1,1) x (=1,1). We establish uniform convergence in the perturbation
parameter of order N~!log®(1/¢3/2) pointwise in the coarse region and a-layer region.

This paper proceeds as follows: In Section 1, we establish bounds for the solution of the continuous
problem . In Section 2, we present the classical finite element method, describing its key
components such as the finite element space, the chosen basis functions, and the layer-adapted
piecewise uniform mesh(known as the Shishkin mesh) with specific mesh transitions. Due to the
symmetry along the y-axis only need to analyze the problem in the domain [0,1] x [—1, 1] along
with we decompose our domain into four parts €., ¢ ., Q¢ and Q¢ ;, represents coarse region,
z-layer region, y-layer region and xy-layer region respectively. In Section 3, we begin by recalling
the discrete Green’s function, which plays a key role in deriving pointwise error estimates. We
then proceed to derive L?-norm estimates for the discrete Green’s function. A key contribution
of this section is a e-independent estimate for the discrete Green’s function when the source point
lies in either the coarse region or the z-layer region. This estimate serves as a critical component
in the proof of our main theorem. In Section 4, we establish L>°(pointwise) error estimates for
the diffusion term. To achieve this, we decompose the solution into four parts: R, F;, F», and
F15 corresponding to no-layer(smooth) region, xz-layer, y-layer, and xy-layer regions, respectively.
Then, we recall an interpolation theorem from [7], followed by the assumption that source points
lie in coarse and z-layer regions, and we derived pointwise error estimates for all layer regions. In
section 5, following the interpolation framework by Zarin and H.Ross, we develop L (pointwise)
error estimates for the convection and reaction term. The analysis yields e-independent error
bounds provided the source points reside within the coarse and a-layer regions. (pointwise)
error estimates for the convection and diffusion terms, following the interpolation framework
introduced by Zarin and H. Ross. The analysis yields e-independent error bounds provided the



source point resides within the coarse and x-layer regions. Combining these with estimates for
convection, diffusion, and reaction components, we establish the main theorem, which confirms
uniform convergence in the perturbation parameter € specifically within these regions. Based
on the estimates for the convection, diffusion, and reaction terms, we derive the main theorem
of this work, which demonstrates uniform convergence in the perturbation parameter ¢ of order
N1 10g3(1 / g3/ %) pointwise specifically with these regions. In section 6, based on the theoretical,
we present an example of the convection diffusion turning point problem. The double mesh
principle is employed to compute the error estimates and determine the rate of convergence for
various values of the perturbation parameter € and the mesh discretization parameter N. The
pointwise error estimates are presented in Tables 1 and 2 when source points are within smooth
and x-layer regions, respectively. Table 3 provides the convergence behavior in both subdomains,
which is observed to be nearly first order. The numerical solution for Example 1 is depicted in
the accompanying figure, thereby demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed approach. To
the best of our knowledge, there has not been any work on the pointwise error estimate for the
two or higher-dimensional turning point problems.

1.1 The continuous problem

The weak formulation of the problem ([1.1)) is to find an unique u € H} () = {u € H*(Q); u|ao= 0}
such that

5/ Vu.Vu dzdy —|—/ za(z, y)ugv dedy +/ c(z,y)uv dedy = / f(z,y)vdedy Y ove Hy ()
Q Q Q Q

B(u,v) = (f,v) Ywv,u€ Hj(Q), (1.3)
where B(.,.) is defined as

B(u,v) = (eVu, Vv) + (b.Vu,v) + (cu,v) YV u,v € H} (). (1.4)
The following theorem states the well-posedness of (1.3)).

Theorem 1 If we assume c¢(z,y) — %% >y > 0V (z,y) € Q then for B(.,.) given in ii
the following holds

1
Bu,u) > S|lulli. Vue Hy(Q).

Henceforth, we denote the positive function ¢ — %% = c.

Singularly perturbed differential equations are typically characterized by a small parameter ¢ << 1
multiplying some or all of the highest order terms in the differential equation. The solution of
such an equation possesses interior or boundary layers or both. These are very thin regions
where the derivative of the solution changes very rapidly. Outside these layers, the solution
smoothly approximates that of the lower-order reduced problem (obtained by setting e = 0 in
(1.2)). In some situations, such as nonlinearities or discontinuous source terms or a sign change
of the convection coefficient, interior layers can also be present within the domain. As ¢ — 0,
the solution’s derivatives within these layers often scale inversely with powers of ¢, indicating a
significant loss of uniform regularity across the domain. For the problem , turning points
in SPPs can be identified by a sign change in the convective coefficient within the domain. At
a turning point, the convective term locally vanishes or becomes very small. This means that
diffusion, even if small (due to ¢), can locally become relatively more dominant, influencing
the solution’s behavior. Both from a theoretical and computational perspective, turning point



SPPs pose a greater challenge than standard SPPs. Standard numerical methods designed for
convection-dominated problems may struggle to accurately resolve both the boundary and interior
layers, often leading to spurious oscillations or significant errors if not specifically adapted (e.g.,
using fitted meshes).

To proceed with our analysis, precise bounds on specific derivatives of the solution u(z,y) to the
problem are indispensable. This is discussed in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 [I] Let f € C3#(Q) where 8 € (2/3,1] and f satisfy the compatibility condi-
tion f(—1,—1) = f(1,1) = f(1,-1) = f(—1,1) = 0, then the exact solution of given problem can
be broken down as u = R + F} + F5 + I, where

R =Regular part of the solution,
F} =Part of the solution containing interior layer near x = 0,
F5 =Part of the solution containing boundary layer near y = 1 and y = —1,
F15 =Part of the solution containing both interior and boundary layers near
the points (0,1) and (0,-1).

where for all (z,y) € Q and 0 < i+ j < 2, we have

i+j
637(”3{3/) <c,
oz OyI -
i+j .
A1) P
oxt oy’
itj
L) < et (oI g EODY
Oy

2 A classical discretization on a Shishkin mesh
We denote the L?(2) norm by ||| and the energy norm by
[ol3 .= el VollP+[v]* Vve HY(Q) (2.1)

where H'(Q) is the usual Sobolev space of functions whose first-order partial derivatives lie in
L?(£2). We discretize (1.3]) by means of the standard finite element method on a special rectangular

mesh. Let E:{Tf}i]\il be a family of edge-to-edge rectangle’s of €2 with the parameter h.
Sp={Xx €C’(€),X =00ndQ, x|, linear in x and y.}

The standard finite element discretization of (|1.3)) is:
Find uj € S, such that
By (un,vn) = (f,vn) Vvn € Sh, (22)

where By, (.,.) is the bilinear form defined as

Bh(uh,vh) = (eVup, Vup) + (b.YVup,vp) + (cup,vn) YV up,vp € Sh. (2.3)



To effectively address the layering phenomenon inherent in the problem’s solution, we employ a
layer-adapted mesh of Shishkin type, constructed independently along both the z and y spatial
directions. For an even positive integer N > 4, the crucial mesh transition parameters in the z
and y directions are denoted by A; and Ay, respectively. Note that these newly defined transition
parameters are one of the novel contributions of this article. They are defined as,

2¢e 1 1 € 1 1
Az mm(a og <€>,2>, Ay mm( ’/ﬂ og (53/2),4>,

Mesh points along the z-axis and y-axis are,

xj{%AVz’Q o z.:0,1,...,N/2, 20
Ae + (1 =X)(i— %), i=N/24+1,...,N.
and

71+4W]>\y, j:O,l,...,%,

1—42,(1 -4, j=34+1,...,N.

In the z—direction, the interval [0, 1] is bisected into two sub-intervals [0, A;] and [, 1]. Each of

Domain 2 and Subdomains

Figure 1: Shishkin mesh Figure 2: Domain  and subdomains

these sub-intervals is further partitioned such that its closure contains N/2 + 1 points, denoted as
XY, A symmetric partitioning is implicitly applied to [—1,0] to cover the full = range. For the
y—direction, the interval [—1,1] is divided into three sub-intervals: [—1, =14+ X,], [-1+X,,1—A,]
and [1 — A, 1]. These sub-intervals are then uniformly discretized. Specifically, their closures are
partitioned into N/4+ 1, N/2 + 1, and N/4 + 1 points, respectively, forming the set Y¥. The
global mesh points OV are defined as the tensor product of these one-dimensional partitions:

O = {(ws,y;) €Qiai € XR,y; €Y ,i=0,1,...,N,j=0,1,...,N}, NeN.

Axiparallel lines passing through the mesh points generate a collection of rectangular mesh
elements, denoted as Jn. This subdivision implicitly creates different regions within €, often
categorized as coarse (€2.) and fine (Qy, , Qy,y, Qf5,) mesh region. Note that in the coarse



region, the solution is expected to behave nicely, and in the layer regions, the solution is expected
to exhibit layers. The mesh widths in the layer regions and coarse region are calculated as:

he = 20\, N1, H, =2(1—-)\,)N!
hy=4\,N"',  H,=4(1-)\,)N!

Here, hg, hy denote the mesh widths within the layer regions in the x and y directions, respectively,
while H, H, represent the mesh widths outside these regions. Due to the symmetry of the problem
with respect to the y-axis, we analyze our problem in the reduced domain 2 = [0, 1] x [—1, 1][7].
Within this domain, we perform a decomposition into four non-overlapping subregions, tailored
to distinguish between areas of expected smooth behavior and those containing layers. This
partition is defined as:

Qo= [P, 1 X [T+ A, 1= Ay, Qpa = [0,A0] X [14 Xy, 1= )]
Qﬁy = ([_15 -1 +)‘y] U [1 - )‘yvl]) X [)‘17 1}7 Qﬁwy = 07/\36] X ([_1’ -1+ )‘y] U [1 - /\y’ 1])

3 Estimates for Discrete Green’s function

This section is devoted to finding out some important estimates for the discrete Green’s function
corresponding to the differential operator in . These estimates play a fundamental role in
deriving the pointwise error estimates. We derive the estimates of the discrete Green’s function in
L? and energy norms. We note here that the Green’s function, or the discrete Green’s function,
contains information about the source point. Therefore, these estimates play a crucial role in
determining whether we can obtain an e-independent estimate or not. We shall see that if the
source point (Tm,Yn) € Qe U Qy 4, then we obtain an e-independent estimate for the Green’s
function in energy and L? norms, and we can obtain a parameter-uniform L norm error estimate.

Lemma 3.1 When the source point (2, yn) € Q¢, then ||Gpnll1,< CN.
Proof. From the coercivity of the bilinear form we have,

Cl||GmnHig < B(GmnaGmn) = Gmn(xmayn) < |Gmn(33m;yn)|
< CN?*||Grnll 22 (R (by inverse estimate)

Where R,,,, is the union of those rectangles whose common vertex is (Z,,,y,). Therefore

Cl||Gmn||ig S CN2||Gmn||L1(Rm,n)
< ON? R || Grn | 2Ry
1
”Gmn”l,E < CN.

Corollary 1 When (2, yn) € Q. then ||Gmy||< CN.
Lemma 3.2 When (Z,,,yn) € Q.. then |G 1< CNY21og'/?(1/e).



Proof. From the coercivity of the bilinear form we have,
1
CIHGmnHiES B(Gmn; Gmn) = Gmn(mmayn) = _/ Gmn,w(tayn) dt
t=x,,

1
< / (G (£ 90) | d

m

<CN / mn,a (£, )| dsdt
Yn—1 Y Tm

e/210g'/?(1/¢) G
i L LTI
< ON'?10g"2(1/¢)||Grmnllrc.

|Grnll1e < CNY210gt?(1/¢).

<CN

Corollary 2 When (Z,,yn) € Q.o then |G| < Ce=/2log™"/2(1/e).

Remark 1 Due to the e-dependent estimate for |G| when (T, yn) € Qfy U Qy 4y it is
not possible to obtain e-independent error estimate. Note that when (z,,y,) € Qy, we are
able to obtain ||G,||< Ce=/4log™"/%(1/¢) and when (2, yn) € Qf.ay then ||Gpn||< Ce=1/4,
We are not able to obtain a parameter uniform estimate for ||G,,» |1, when the source point
(@, Yn) € Qfy U Qs 4y, which implies the e-dependent error estimate in L> norm, which is also
reflected in the numerical examples.

Theorem 2 [7] Assume that K € Jn is a mesh rectangle with sides that are perpendicular to
the coordinate azes. Assume that w € H?(K) and that w' is its nodal bilinear interpolate on K.
Hence, we obtain for any bilinear function vN defined on K

[ (e ey < €O sllum ol Lo

[ (= e dady| < 002 sy o 1o s

Lemma 4.1 If the source point (2, Yn) € QcUQ; 4, then e(V(R—IR), VGun)a < w.

Proof. First we take the source point (2, yn) € Qe.

e(V(R = IR),VGpmyn) = £(V(R = IR),VGmn)a,., +(V(R = IR),VGpmn)o, .
+e(V(R — IR),VGmn)a,, +&(V(R = IR),VGpmn)o. (3.1)

Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (3.1} in the z—direction e((R — IR)z, Gmn,z)0; ., -
We obtain,

5((R - IR)I? Gmn,I)Qf,wy S C\/g h’é2/ ||R:L’yy||Qf,xy \/g”Gmn,:r”Qf,T,y
2
Velog(1/e3/2
< C\ﬁ <(/) |Qf,zy| ||Gmn||1,€

< C\[<\flog (/%) ) Velog(1/e)y/v/elog(1/e3/2) N
<

e?/t(log(1/e*2))® _ ,(log(1/*/2))°

<
=C N N




Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (3.1)) in the y—direction e((R — IR)y, Grn,y)0; ., -
We obtain,

e((R—IR)y, Gruny)9y.., < CVE WY | Fiysallas., VEIGmnyllo,..,
elog(1l/e
< C\[ ((/)> |Qf7ry| ”Gmn”l,s

<oyE (Elog 1/9) ) VEToa(1/2)/ Ve log(1/652) N

13/4 3/2 3/2
oS og(1/=2) _  (log(1/5))°
N N

(3.3)

Now, consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (3.1) in the z—direction e((R — IR)s, Gmn,z)0;., -
We obtain,

((R IR)szmn z)Qfm < C\[h ”RzyyHQfI \[”Gmn I”Qf:c

<ovE (%) I 1l
2
<Cye <]1[) Velog(l/e) N

< CEUoBULEN _  og(1/e))”

(3.4)

Now, consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (3.1)) in the y—direction e((R — IR),, Gmn,y)a;., -
We obtain,

5((R - IR)vamn,y)Qf,m < C\E h2 HF1y$I||Qf‘L \/gHGmn,y IQf,a:
elog(1/e
<Cf</)) el (Gl

log(1
< Cye <sog(/5)) elog(l/e) N
5/2 5/2
- oM os(1/2)°2 _ (log(1/2)2
- N - N
Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (3.1 in the z—direction e((R — IR)., Gmn,z)a;., -
We obtain,

(3.5)

E((R_IR)zmen,a:)ny S C\ﬁ hi ||Rwyy||ny \EHGmn,zHQJ:y
Zlog(1/e3/2)\ 2
< ovE (YT gy 16l

sc@(ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁ%) Velog(1/2%) N

7/4 3/2\\5/2 3/2\\5/2
L o 0B (/) (log(1/9/2))"2
N N




Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (3.1)) in the y—direction e((R — IR)y, Grny)a;,-
We obtain,

(R = IR)y, Grny)ay, < CVE by |Fiyelle,, VEIG

2
< C\@ (N> ‘ny‘ ”GmnHLs

.y

2
<CvVe (fV) VElog(1/e3/2) N
e%/*(log(1/%/2))1/2 < C(log(1/83/2))1/2_

< .
<C ~ < N (3.7)
Now, consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (3.1) e(V(R — IR), VGnn)a.. We obtain,
e(V(R—1IR),VGmn)a, < 51/2||V(R - IR)||51/2HG7an,x||Qc
<e!?’CN7N
1 _C
<oe2l <& .
< Ce NN (3.8)

Applying similar arguments we can show that when source point (z,,¥yn) € 4, then we have

(log(1/e%/2)®

V(R ~TIR), VG < O

Hence, when source point (&, yn) € Q2c U Qy , we have

C(log(1/%/2))*

e(V(R—IR),VGpmn)a < N

Lemma 4.2 When a > 3/2 and the source point (z,,,¥,) lies in Q. U Q;,, then e(V(Fy —

IFl)a VGmn)Q < CW

Proof. First we take the source point (X, yn) € Qe.

e(V(Fy = IFy),VGpn) = e(V(Fy = IFY),VGmn)a, ., +(V(Fy — IF}), VGmn)a, .
+e(V(Fy = IF),VGmn)a,, +e(V(FL = IF),VGm)a,  (3.9)

Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (3.9) in the z—direction e((F1 — IF1)z, Grmn,z)Q; ., -
We obtain,

5((F1 - IFl):D7 Gmmw)ﬂf,my < C\/g h12; HFlwyyHQf,zy \ﬁHGmmw”Qf@y
2
Ve log(1/e3/2) 1, _ae
< ove (Ve 2yl e 1m0

<C\[<10g (/%) > Velog(1/e)y/v/elog(1/e3/2) N

< Ce’/t (log(lf\j—iﬁ/?)) < C(log(l;\?3/2)) |

l€

(3.10)
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Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (3.9) in the y—direction e((F1 — IF1)y, Gimn,y)Q; ., -
We obtain, o

6((Fl - IFl)lN Gmnwy)g_f,my < C\/g h2 ”FlymocHQf oy \/EHGmn7y||Qf,:r,y

clog(1/e))” L
<Cf< \/mfglle <z (@) |Gimnll1e
1 1 3/2
< ove (=) ) VA Tow(1/)\[VE log(1/25/2) N

< corQoBUUE o (og(1/222) 1)

Now, consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (3.9) in the z—direction e((Fy —IF1)s, Gmn,z)a;., -
We obtain, R

E((-Fl - IFl)z» Gmn,x)ﬂfym S C\E hi ”leyy”QfT \EHGmn,xHQfT

1 1 ax
< OVerz /190l lle”

< C’\f sVelog(l/e) N<C IOg(l/g))l/Q. (3.12)

Now, consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (3.9) in the y—direction e((Fy — IF1)y, Gmn,y)a;., -
We obtain, ( ’

|L°° (925, I)”Gmn”l €

5((F1 - IFI)?:”Gmn:y)Qf,z < C\E h2 HFlyzmHsz \EHGmn,yHQf,z

elog(1/2) 1, e
: C\[ ( \/m?”e : ”LOC(Qf,z)HGmn”l,g

<c\[<1°g(1/5)) clog(1/e) N

< carn Qo8 _ o (los(1/2) 5.13)

Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (3.9)) in the z—direction e((F1 — IF1)s, Gmn,z)a;., -
We obtain, ’

5((F1 — IFl)m,Gmn,z)nyy < C\E hi ”leyy”Qf,y \E”Gm”’znﬂﬁy
\/Elog(l/ss/2) ’ L) —ex
< Cye ( Q1 Zlle™ < o= (0, 1Gmnll1e

< wa VZlog(1/23/2) N

s/ <log<1/;”/2>>5/2 - o llog(1/=22))”

<C
< Ce < N (3.14)
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Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (3.9) in the y—direction e((F1 — IF1)y, Gmn,y)a;., -
We obtain,

e((F1 = IFy)y, Grng)e,, < OVE i | Fiyelle,, VElGmnylle,,

1)° 1, o
<0vE () ViRsmlEle Z lima, Gl

1 1, e
< C\/gﬁ ﬁlOg(l/E?’ﬂ)gHe = Lo,y NV

39 log(1/e%/2)
< (Qg3/22 /=
s e N

||€_%||L°o(9f,y)~ (3.15)

Note that when (z,y) € Qf,, then x € [elog(1/e),1] and y € [-1, =1+ A, ] U [1 — Ay, 1].
Ifle™ < ey y=€" ¢ la=n.

_ax

||€ € |L<><>(Qf)y) = 6_%610g(é) = e_alOg(é) — elOg(ﬁ) = Ea. (3.16)

If e |l g (o,)= €% |aza, and zg € (Ag, 1], we obtain

e @y = % = = ————— e <le"
S e = =
||ei%||L°°(nyy) < Ce“. (317)

Combining (3.15)), (3.16) and (3.17), we obtain

_a2log(1/e%?) | _ae
e((F1 = IF1)y, Grny)a,, < Ce szHe "=

_s/2log(1/¢%/?) log(1/%2)
< 3/2 «@ <
s Ce N =0 N

Now, consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of in the x—direction (3.9) e((F1 — IF1)z, Grmn,z)0.-
We obtain,

5((F1 - IFl)xaGmn,x)Qc S C\E hz Hleyy| Qe \/g”Gmn,:v”QC

1)’ 1, _ae
<OVE () VLI F L@l Gl

when a > 3/2.  (3.18)

1 ]. _ax —1/2 1 _ax
< Cﬁ%He oo N < Ce™ e = lze(o- (3.19)

Note that when (z,y) € Q, then € [elog(1/¢),1] and y € [-1 4+ Ay, 1 — Ay].
when = € [A;, 1]

>\ —ax  —a)g
” € €
(= T | —scon(d) | —alo(2) _ Jos( =) _ o
He_%HLoo(QC) < Ce“. (320)

Combining (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain

1 1
e((Fy — IF1)z, Gonz)a, < cﬁ“N <er 12 < when a > 1/2. (3.21)
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Now, consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of in the y—direction (3.9) e((Fi — IF1)y, Gmn,y)a.-
We obtain,

e((F1 = IF1)y, Gmny)o. < CVE by | Fiyeello, VEIGumnyllo.

1)° 1, _oe
<0vE () VRl i Gl

11
<Oyl

Combining ([3.22)) and (3.20), we obtain

_ae _3/9 1 _as
€™ %z N < Ce™? 2 le” Fley.  (3.22)

604—3/2

< g when o > 3/2. (3.23)

5((F1 - IFl)maGmn,:v)Qc S C N =N

Applying similar arguments we can show that when source point (z,,,¥yn) € Qf 4, then we have

3/2)3
S(V(E ~ TR).VG,y,) < 08U
Hence, when source point (2, yn) € QU Qf 4, we have
3/2)3
(V(E ~ TR, VG,p,) < 0BT

Lemma 4.3 When § > 1/3 and the source point (Z,,y,) lies in Q. U Qy,, then e(V(F; —
o 3/2\13
[F), VG ) < CLal/eN

Proof. First we take the source point (2, yn) € Qe.
€(V(F2 - IFQ), VGr,nn) = €(V(F2 - IF2)7 man)nyzy + E(V(FQ - IFQ)’ VGmn)Qf,z
+ 8(V(F2 — IFQ), VGmn)Qf,y + €(V(F2 — IFQ), VGmn)QC (324)

Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (3.24) in the z—direction e((F2 — IF2)z, Grn,e)
We obtain,

E((FZ - IF2):E7 Gmn,z)ﬂf,my S \E”(FZ - IFQ):E”QITU\/EHGM’IL,I
< Ce2 13 || Fagyyllo oy Gl

2
< Cel/? (W) }He*%(lw) + e~ ve-
€

loa(1/e3/2)2
\/m N < 051/2%53/4 log(1/e%/?)N

< o OB o log/2)

Qf zy-

‘ Q.f@y

Mo @s.0)

(3.25)
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Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (3.24) in the y— direction e((Fy — IF5)y, Grn,y)Q; ., -
We obtain, o

5((F2 - IF2)yv Gmn,y)Qf,my < \/EH(FQ - IF2)y||Qf,y \@HGmmy
< 061/2 hi”FlefLHQf"Ly ||Gmn||1s
1 1

1/2 - S0+ -0~
< CeP ol Y 4 e e, )

1
\VI1Q syl N < CN83/4 log(1/e%/?)

log(1/e3/? log(1/e3/2
< O3/ g(]é ) < olosl J<f ). (3.26)

Now, consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (3.24) in the z—direction e((Fo —IF2)s, Gmn,z )., -
We obtain, '

5((F2 - IF2)307 Gmn,z)Qf,m < \E”(FQ - IFQ):L’”QfT \EHGmn,x”QjT
< CeV2 by || Fagyylloy.. |Grnlls.

11, _8 _ B (1_
chl/zmgue Z=( +y)+e = y)HLoo(Qf,z) Q| N

1 log(1/¢))/?
< C‘El/Q‘]\[—szsl/z(log(l/zs)l/2 < C%. (3.27)

‘Qf,my

Now, consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (3.24)) in the y—direction e((Fo—IF2)y, Gmn,y)a;., -
We obtain, .
5((F2 - IFZ)yv Gmn,y)ﬂf,m < \@||(F2 - IF2)y||Qf,mﬁHGmn,z”Qf,x
< 051/2 hiHFQyIZHQf,a; ”GmnHle

2
1/2 ((€log(1/e) L2 a4+ —L(1-
= e ( N ;31/2”e A e O

\/m N < C%Ez(log(l/e))2 < CW. (3.28)

Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (3.24)) in the x—direction e((Fy — I F3),, Gmn,m)ﬂw :
We obtain, ’
5((F2 — IFZ)ma Gmn,m)Qf‘y é \EH(‘F2 - IF2):”||QfU\£”Gmn’m”ny
S 051/2 h§‘|F2a:yy||Qf,y HGmn”ls

2
< Cel/? \EIOg(l/fS/Q) 1
- N 5

3/2)2
/|Qf,y| N < Cel/? (IOg(1]<f5 ) 51/4(log(1/63/2)1/2

(log(l/]é‘\j’/z))"’/2 < C(log(l/]s\;’”))“””.

— B (1+ _ B (1—
lle 7= ( y)—|—e Z=( y)”LOO(Qf,y)

< Ce¥t (3.29)
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Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (3.24) e((F2 — IF2)y, Giun,y)o, - We obtain,

6((F2 - IF?)yv Gmn,y)ﬂf y > \[H(F2 - IF2) ||Qf,y \EHGmn,yHQf,y
< C‘Sl/z h2||F2ymz||Qf " ”GmnHl e

< O e ) L EOI)
log(1/e3/2))1/2
VIRl N < Cﬁe”“(1<>g(1/s3/2)1/2 < Cw. (3.30)

Now, consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (3.24)) in the z—direction e((Fo — I'F3)z, Gimn,z)q. -
We obtain,

e((Fy — IF2)y, Gna)a, < VEl|(Fa — IF)y]la, Ve G
S 061/2 h2||F2wyy||Q ||Gmn||1 &

<O FO 4 O g TN

<C

— T Eel2N

when (z,y) € Q, then z € [clog () ,1] and y € [-1 + /2 log (63%) ,1—/elog (ﬁ)]
Then say y = —1 4 /zlog(1/£3/?), we obtain

1 1

e~ v+ 4 e*f“*”nmmc). (3.31)

1—y <2 and 1+4+y>1. (3.32)
For sufficiently small € > 0, we obtain
B P 1
e: 1tz t e taym
e ey < Cen for any 7 > 0. (3.33)

Also 1 +y = /zlog(1/£%/?), we obtain

1 38
o~ = VEIos( ) <e ~108(72) < ¢ g(#) < elog<€ 2> <e7. (3.34)

Now, combining (3.31)),(3.33)) and (3.34)), we obtain

1 _ 81—
e((F2 = IF)z, Grn,a)o. < Cm||e V) | o= y)||L°<>(QC)
—-1/2 C
< 05N e¥ < ~- when 8> 1/3. (3.35)

Now, consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (3.24)) in the y—direction e((Fs — IF2)y, Gmn,z)0. -
We obtain,

e((F2 = IFa)y, Guny)o. < Vell(Fo = IF2)yllo Vel Gmnylla.

< 061/2 h2HF2ya:a:||Qc HGmnHl,E

1 C
1/2
< CeY WI—/QN <% (3.36)
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Applying similar arguments we can show that when source point (z,,yn) € Qy 5, then we have

log(1/e3/2)7/2

Hence, when source point (2, yn) € . U Qy ,, we have

(log(1/e%/2)?
N

Lemma 4.4 When o > 2, f > 2/3 and the source point (&,,y,) lies in Q. U Q¢ 5, then
e(V(Fiz — IF12), VGmn)a < CW-

Proof. First we take the source point (2, yn) € Qe.
€(V(F12 - IF12)7 VGmn) = E(V(Fu - IF12), VGmn)szf‘my + E(V(Fu - IF12), VGmn)Qﬁm
+ E(V(Flg - IFlg), VGmn)nyy + 6(V(F12 — IFlg), VGmn)QC (337)

Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of in the z—direction (3.37)) e((F12 —1F12)., Gmn,x)gmy.
We obtain,

5((F12 - IF12)$7 Gmn,:c)Qf,my < \/EH(FU - [F12)x||Qf,my\/g||Gmn,x||nyzy
< 051/2 h?QJHFlQIyyHszy ||Gmn||1,a

Flog(1/e3/2\? .. 8 B
§C<\[g§v/)) le™ ¥ (7 V=) 4 e ) L,
51/2 (log(1/€3/2)2
?1/|Qf@y\ N < Cal/QTEP’M log(l/ag/z)
3/2\\7/2 3/2\)7/2
< oo QOBUNT _  (og(1/<00)
Now, consider the first term of the R.H.S. of in the y—direction (3.37) e((Fi2—IF12)y, Gimn,y)Q; ., -
We obtain,

E(V(FQ — IFQ),VGmn) S C

(3.38)

e((Fr2 = IF12)y, Gimny)oy ., < Vell(Fiz — IF12)ylla, ., VEIGmnyllo;..,
< 051/2 hi”FlQ’yII”SZf,my ”Gmn”l,s

2 3/4
< Cel/? (510@;(1/5)) © log(1/e¥/2)N

N =2
< Ces/t (log(lf\f;?’”))‘3 < C(log(lxﬁ?’”))?‘. (3.39)

Now, consider second term of the R.H.S. of in the x—direction (3.37) e((Fi2 — I F12)s, G’mn,z)gm.
We obtain,
E‘:((-Fl? - IFlQ)za Gmn,m)nyT, S \/EH(F12 - IFlZ)z||Qf,m\/gHGmn,zHQf11
< CeY? 12| Fragyyllo,. 1Gmnll, .

11 _az, _ B -5a-
SC&lﬂﬁ?He = (e ) 4 om0 y))”L‘”(Qf,m)

(elog(1/e))/?
V192l N < 053/—2]\,

v _ B — B (1—
le™E gy lle™ F O 4 eV gy (340)
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Note that ||e_%||Leo(nym): 1. (3.41)
_ B — B (1—
Consider |le vty 4 om e y)HLoc(Qfﬁm).
Note that when (z,y) € Q¢ 4, then z € [0,elog(1/e)] and y € [-1+ Ay, 1 — Ay].
_ 8 B B8 B
If |le J=(1+y) +e = y)||L°°(Qf,m)= lle 7= (1+y) +e = y)”LOQ(flJr)\y,lf)\y)-
_ B — B (1, _ B _ B (1—
Let ||e \E(1+y)+e ﬁ(l y)||L°°(—1+>\y,1—>\y): e \/5(1+y0)—|—6 \/5(1 vo) where yg € [—1+>\y, 1—)\y]
Let yo = =14+ X, then 1 +yo = A\, = /e log (#)

1 1
67%(1+y0) = ei%ﬁlog(ﬁ) = eiﬁlog(E:Sl/Q) = EOg(E_%> = 6%. (3.42)

and 1 —yo=1—(-14+X) =2—X, =2—/elog (531/2) > 1 for sufficiently small € > 0.

_ B (1— 1 1 3
e~ vel—wo) _ o T2 5 75 < CezP,
ev + 1z + s e

(3.43)

Combining (3.40)), (3.41)), (3.42) and (3.43)), we obtain

log(1/eN/? _ as _B _B(1_
5((F12 - IF12)95; Gvrn'n,:yc)ﬂf‘m S C%He € ||Loo((2f,w)||e ﬁ(1+y) +e ﬁ(l y)HLoc(Qf’m)
1 1 1/2 1 1 1/2
< 0%5%5 < C%. when 8> 2/3.  (3.44)

Now, consider second term of the R.H.S. of in the y—direction (3.37) e((Fi2 — I F12)y, Gmny)a;., -
We obtain,

e((Fi2 = IF12)y, Grny)a,., < Vell(Fi2 — IFi2)yllo, . Vel Gmnylla;.,
< 051/2 hiHF12yJJJEHQf,z HGmnHLE

elog(1/e)\* V2, s, _5. _ B (-
<C(N m”e = (e vEtY) 4 o vel y))HLoo(Qf,z)

M N < 0%61/2(1%(1/5))5/2 < CW’ (3.45)

Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of in the x—direction (3.37) e((Fi2 —1Fi2)z, Gmn,z)a;., -
We obtain,

6((F12 — IF12)3:7 Gmn,x)ﬂf,y < \/g”(FlQ - IFlQ)’””wa\/g”Gmn’xHQf’y
S 051/2 hillFIQxyyHQf,y ||Gmn||l,s

Flog(1/e3/2\% .. _ 8 _ B
<o (YEEEN) o @ EO 4 e E D),

N
g/ (log(1/£%/%))>/?
VIl N < O —e®
1 1 3/2\\5/2
< cUos/ENTE G en o > 1/4. (3.46)

N
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Now, consider the third term of the R.H.S. of in the y—direction (3.37) e((Fi2 —IF12)y, Gmn,y)a;., -
We obtain,

E((FIQ - IF12)y, Gmn,y)ﬂf,y < \@H(FIQ - IFlQ)yHQJ',?/\EHGmn’y”Qf'y
< Cel/? h2||F12yw||ny 1Gmall,..

s -
< Ce 1/2ﬁTm‘|e E(emvEIHY 4 o~z y))l\m(szf,y)\/m]v

(log(1/e3/2))1/2 (log(1/£%/2))/2
=C e"/AN ¥ =C N

when a > 7/4.
(3.47)

Now, consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of in the x—direction (3.37) e((Fi2 —IF12)z, Gmn,z)0.-
We obtain,

e((Fi2 — IF12)z, Grnz)o. < Vel|(Fiz — TF12)z]|lo.VellG

< Ce'/? h2 mn||1 e
<O 2||6‘7(6 GO 4 mFOD) o) VIO N
1 C

Now, Consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of in the y—direction (3.37) e((Fi2—IFi2)y, Gmn,y)0.-
We obtain,

e((Fi2 — I F12)y, Grny)a. < Vel|(Fia — TF12)ylla. Vel Gmnyllo.
< 051/2 h2||F12yz$HQ HGmn”1 e

< Ol e (T E I T E O o) VRN
2N6Q < % when a > 2. (3.49)
&

Applying similar arguments we can show that when source point (Z,,Yyn) € Q7 4, then we have

log(1/3/2)5/2
(V(Fis — TF12), VGy) < 0 CBCE N0

Hence, when source point (2, yn) € Qe U Qy 4, we have

(log(1/e%/2)?

E(V(Flg — IF12),VGmn) S C N

4 Estimates for convection and reaction terms involving
discrete Green’s function

In this section, we aim to bound the convection and reaction portion of the bilinear form B(.,.)
with its arguments parts of interpolation error © — Iu and the discrete Green’s function G-

Finally, based on the estimates for the diffusion, convection, and reaction terms, we derive the
main theorem of this article.
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Theorem 3 [§] Assume that Iu represents the bilinear interpolation of u on the Shishkin-type
mesh. The interpolation error thus satisfies

[u — Tu| <@, < CN?log” N, lu = Tul| o)< CN 2.
Lemma 5.1 When f > 2/3 and the source point (z,,y,) lies in Q. U Q;,, then (Ju —

u, blen,w)Qf,m < Cbﬁ%

Proof. We begin by decomposing the solution v into its regular and singular parts as u =
R+ Fy + Fy + Fi5. Consider the source point (2, y,) € .. Hence,

(Tt = 4,51 Gonn )2y =(IR = RobiGrano)ery + (IF) = Fi,01Grn o),
+ (IF; — F3,byGrun)a, . + (IF12 — Fio,biGrnn)a,,  (4.1)
Consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (IR = R,01Gmnz)oy;.,-
(IR = R,b1Gmnz)o,, < [IR — R, [[b1Gmn.zla;.,
< CIIR = Rl =; )\ 9212l |Gmnzllo, .,

C
< 3 VElog2(1/e) | Grnalle, .

C c
< 5 108" /2(1/2) [Grun1.o< 3 log*(1/2). (42)

Consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (IFy — F1,b:Gnz)o; ., -
(IFy = F1,01Gmn g, , < TP = Filla,, 101Gmnzllo; .,
< COWF; = Fillz~©; )\ 1972 1Gmnzlla, .
< C|IFy - Fillp~(9,.)Velog?(1/€) |Gmn.slle;..
< CIIFy = Pyl p= (o, 108" (1/€) |Gmnll1 e
< C|IFy = Fil|=~(q, log'/*(1/e) |IN
< ON[RZ|Fyaell Lo (9p.0) Fhahy | FLayll o (2.0 TR FL gyl o) )]

e2log?(1/¢) 1 elog?(1/e) 1 n 1 log?(1/¢)
N2 g2 N2 ¢ N2 N

<CN { (4.3)

E

Next consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (4.1) (1Fy — F2,b1Gmn z)a; . -
(IF2 - F27 blen,x)Qf‘m < HIFZ - F2||Qf,w ”blen,xHQfT
< C||IF2 - F2||L°o(Qf,z) ‘Qfm| ”Gmn,x”Qf,m

< C[IF; — F2||L°°(Qf,z)ﬁ10g1/2(1/€) 1Gmn,zllo;..

< COIF; — Byl =, )log"?(1/¢) | Gmnll1.c

< ON[R2||Faaellne ;) thabyl| Faayll Lo @, ) Hho | Fayyll L@ 0)]
212 2

<CN {5 log*(1/¢) Jr&:log (1/e) 1 }

N2 N2 el/2

1 _B _B(1_
£ON |l F 0 4 E V|
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Consider

1, _ 8¢ _ B (1- 1, _8 1, _ 84—
llem = 4 T E T g, < e VE Y i bl T i, (45)
_B _8
Note that [le”¥* || o g, )= [le™ M e 1y, 10n,)-
8 _B
Also let |le” \/5(1+y)||Loo(,1+Ay,1,Ay): e~ v= ) where y, € 14+ X, 1=
When yo € [-1+ Ay, 1 — Ay], then
Yo=—1+X, = 14y 2>y
8 -8 P N
- %(1+y0)§%)\y - 6\/5( yo)geﬁ <ez. (46)
Similarly when yo € [-1 4 Ay, 1 — A,], then
Yo <1=X, = 1—-yo=> Ay
-8 -5 =8y By, _ 38
— =W <2y = eVFU0) < o < F (4.7)
also for z, when = € [\, 1]
s> —ax < —aAy
€ €
eTE < eTTE = e, (4.8)
Combining — , we obtain
e2log(1/e)  elog*(1/e) 1 71
(IFy = F2,01Grnz)o,, <CN [ 2 + e iz + 5
log®(1/¢)
<C 4.9
<ol (19)
Next consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (4.1) (I F12 — Fi2,01Gmn z)q; .-
(IF12 — Fi2,01Grnz)a,, < HF12 — Fizllo; 101G mnz ;..
< C||IF12 - F12||L°°(nyz) ‘Qf,x ||Gmn,z||ﬂf’w
< C|IFi2 — Fia| (0, ,)log"*(1/€) | Gmnll1,c
< ON[RZIIFr20 ]| L (9 ) Fhalyl| P2y | L=(2;.0)
+ 1| Fra,gyll e o))
C |2log’(3) | ex i - he
e R G ) [ P e
L o=oe om0ty 5 (1-y)
HON |l @ F O 4 F D),
e2log?(1/e) elog(l/e) e %1 log?(1/¢)
<C <C 4.10
- N + N g3/2 + N N ( )
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Hence when source point (2, y,) € Q. then we have

log?(1
(IU —u, blen,x)Qf,m < Cw.

Similar arguments we can show that when source point (Z,,,y») € f,z, then we have

log®(1/¢)
< .
xr — C N

(I’LL —u, blen,z)Qf,.

Hence, when source point (z,,yn) € Qe U Qy 4, we have

log?(1
(Tu —u,b1Grn )0y, < CW.

Lemma 5.2 When a > 2 and the source point (., yn) € QcUQy o, then (Tu—u, b1Grn ), , <
Clog2(1/s)
N

Proof. First we take the source point (m,y,) € . and consider (fu — u,b1Gmnz)o,, but
u = R+ Fi + F5 + F5. Hence,

(Iu —u, blen,m)Qf,y :(IR - Ra blgmmw)Qﬁy + (IFl - Fla blen,w)Qf,y
+(IF2 - F27 blen,m)wa + (IF12 - F127 blen,z)Qf,y (411)

Consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (4.11)) (/Fy — F1, blen’x)Qf,y.
(IFI - F17 blen,fL’)Q,f‘y S ||IF1 - F1||Q.f,y

bl Gmn,z

‘Q.f‘y
< CIIFy = Fillzes o, )\ Q0] |Gmn e lley.,
< C|IFy = Fil|p=(a,,)log"*(1/¥*)/* N||Gnlla,.,
< CNZYAR2 | Frgall oy, Hhiahyl| Frayll L=,

+ h§||Fl,yyHL°°(Qf,y)]
< ON2eV/ { Ly VElog(1/e)

g+ B b ctog (1) e 1mim,

C
< N when a > 2. (4.12)

Next consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (4.11)) (IF5 — Fy, blen,z)Qf)y.

(IFQ - F2a blen,z)Qf,y S ||IF2 - FQ”Qf,y ||b1Gmn,J,

IQf,y
< CIF, = Fallp= (9, ,)\/ 1.9 [Gmn zlloy,
< CIF - Bl p~(q,,)log/?(1/e¥?) /"N ||Gnlla,.,
< CNZEVAR2 | Frpallie o) Hhiahyl FoayllL= ;.
+ 0| Pyl Losay.,)]

C oyt | L vElos(/E) 1 elog® (1/2972)
- N2 N2 gl/2 eN?
2 3/2
o Clog”(1/e77) (4.13)

N
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Next consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (4.11) (IF12 — Fi2,b1Gmnz)a;, -
(IF12 — Fi2,01Gin 2 )a;, < [{F12 — Fizlla, , [[01Gmn.z o,

< C|1F2 — Fiallo=; )\/ 12s .yl [Gmnzllo;,
< C|IFy — F12||Lw(9fyy)€1/4 log'/2(1/£%/?) N{|Gmnlley.,
< CNZeY4R2 (| iz palli=(ay.,) Hhahyl Fizeyll L= (o, ,)
+ h;HFH,yy”Lw(Qﬁy)]
c1/4
g2N2
elog?(1/e%/?) | — L4y, —La-y
o U/ o2 (e 000) =0
1 Jelog(1/e¥?) % &%
2 N2 - N e3/2 N

Fle== (e VFIY 4 e o, )

h 61/4
2 Y
<CN { N2€3/2]

+ CN2€1/4 |:

log>(1/<)
< .
<C N

< CN21/4 [

(4.14)

Consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (4.11)) (IR — R,b1Gn.z)0; -

C
(IR — R,b1Gmne)a,, < N (By inverse inequality) (4.15)

Hence, when source point (z,,y,) € Q. then (Iu — u, b1Grne)a;.,

log®(1
(Iu = u,b1Gmnz)a,, < C%.

Similar arguments we can show that when source point (z,,¥yn) € ¢z, then we have

log?(1/e)
(I’LL —u, blen,z)way S CT

Hence, when source point (z,,yn) € e U Qy 4, we have

log®(1/e)
(IU —Uu, blen,x)Qf,y S CT
Lemma 5.3 If the source point (2,,,y,) lies in Q. U Qy ., then (Tu — u,01Gmne)a;,, <
(rlo?(1/%/?)
¥ .
Proof. First we take the source point (2,,,y,) € Q. and consider (v — u, b1Gyin,z)a;.,, but

u = R+ Fi + F5 + F5. Hence,

(IU —u, blen,a:)Qf,xy :(IR - R7 blen,J:)Qf,l,y + (IFI - Fl; blen,w)Qf,wy
+ (IFQ — FQ, blen,m)Qf,zy + (IF12 - F127 blen,a:)Qf@y (416)
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Consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (4.16) (IR — R, 01Gmn.c); ., -
(IR - R; blen,x)ijwy S ||IR - R”Qf’my ||b1Gmn,m||QfLy
< CIIR = RlL=9;.,)\/ 12,2yl [Gmnzllo; .,
<C|IR - RHL°0(Qf,my)1()g(1/53/2)<53/4 |G rmn
CN 9
< o 1/4 [hm||Rm||L°°(Qf,xy)+hfﬂhyHRwyHL""(Q,f,my)‘thHRyyHL“’(Q,f,my)]
CN [52 logQ(l/a) N 5ﬁlog2(1/53/2) N 510g2(1/€3/2)

l,e

— g1/4 N2 N2 N2
log?(1//?)
N .

Consider the second term of the R.H.S. of {4.16)) (IFy — F1,01Gmnz)0; ., -

<C (4.17)

(IFI - Fla bIGmn,:L’)Qf,Iy < HIFI - F1||Qf,1y ||ble’ﬂ,ﬂiHQf,zy

< CHIFI - F1||L°o(ﬂf,zy) ‘Qf’:vy| ”Gmn’mnﬂf,my
< C|IFy = Fil g, 10g(1/e%2) |Gmn 0.,
< ClIF ~ Filli(ay .2 108" (1/2) [ Gl -
< ONRZI P wall Lo (@ 0y Hha iy | Py | Low (04 0y HRG 1P Lyy 1< (904.0.)]
e2log?(1/e) = eyelog?(1/e3/2)  elog?(1/e3/?)

N2g2 eN? + N2
log?(1/¢%/?)

N

Next consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (IFy — Fo,01Gpn )

<CN

<C (4.18)

Qfay-
(IFQ - F27 blGnLn,z)Qf,xy S HIFQ - FQHQf@y ||b1Gmn,wHQf,wy

< CIFy = Fa @0\ |12yl 1Gmn e lloy .,
< C|IF; — Fal|p=(q,,,)c"/*10g(1/e*%) || Gynll1.-
< ON[I3 || Faaell Lo @;.0) Fhaby | Foayll L (9.0 F ol Fryyll Lo (©;.0)]

e2log®(1/e)  ey/elog*(1/3/?)  elog?(1/3/?)
N2 + el/2 N2 + eN2

<CN

(4.19)
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Next consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (4.16)) (IFi2 — Fi2,01Gmn.z)0;.,,-
(I P2 — Fi2,01Gimn z)a; ., < P12 — Fiallo, ,, 101G mn 29,
< CIFi2 — Fizllze @) .,)\/ |10yl |Gmnzlloy..,
< C|[IFiz — Fuall~(q,.,, e 10g(1/6*?) | Gmnll1
< CNeY B2 Fra sl 9.0, FHhahy | Frz.eyll L@ 00

+h;2,|\F12,yy||Loc(Qf,zy)]
2102 201 /.3/2 201 /.3/2
<CN {s log=(1/e)  ey/elog”(1/e%/%) n elog”(1/e )}

g2N?2 g3/2N2 eN?2
<C log®(1/e) N log®(1/£%/2) n log®(1/£3/2)
N N N

log®(1/%/2)

—_— 4.20
<ol (1.20)

Hence, when source point (2, y,) € Q. then (Iu — u, b1Grnz)a; .,
log®(1/%/2)

(IU —u, blenvz)Qf’zy S C N

Similar arguments we can show that when source point (z,,,¥y,) € 0f,4, then we have

log?(1/6%/2)
(Tt = 0,01 G ) o,y < O,
Hence, when source point (z,,,yn) € 2 U Qy 4, we have
log?(1/e3/2
(IU —u, blen,x)Qf,wy < C%

Lemma 5.4 When o > 5/2 and the source point (Z,,y,) lies in Q. U Q¢ ., then (Ju —
/
uublen,z)Qc < C%

Proof. First we take the source point (Z,,yn) € Q. and consider (by(Tu — u)z, Gmn)a, -

(Iu —Uu, blen,m)Qc :(IR - Ra blen,z)Qc + (IFl - F17 blen,m)Slc
+ ([Fy — F5,01Gmn z)0. + [F12 — Fi2,01Gmn 2 )0, (4.21)

Consider the first term of the R.H.S. of (4.21)) (/R — R, b1Gmn.a)0, -

(IR - R, blen,r)Qc < ”IR - R| blen,r”QCS CHIR - R”L"O(Qc) V |QC| ”Gmn,xHQc

Qe
< CHIR - R| L>(Q.) 671/2”Gmn 1,
CN
< 7[hiHRm‘HL°°(QC)+hwhyHRwy‘|L°°(Qc)+h§||Ryy||L°°(QC)}
NG
CN 6¥ oo X e# oo X e_:m oo X
L ON | ||g @) , | ||§ @) , lle™= =
Ve N N N2
C
< N when o> 1/2. (4.22)
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Consider the second term of the R.H.S. of (4.21) (IF1 — F1,01Gmnz)0

e

(IFI - F17 blen,x)Qc é ||IF1 - Fl”QC”blen,zHQCg C”IFl - FlHLOC(QC) V |Qc| ||Gmn,:v||ﬂc
< CIIFy = Fillp=(a.) [[Gmn,zllo.

< C|IFy = Fillp=(0.)) € /2(|Grnl|1,e

CN
< %[hillFLmHLw(QC)JrhwhyHFl,xyHLm(ﬂc)+h§HFl,yyHLm(QC)]
< CN | lle™" =) N le ™" || o () N lle =" [ £oe (02,
NG 2ZN? eN? NZ
C
< N when a > 5/2. (4.23)

Next consider the third term of the R.H.S. of (4.21) (IF5 — F3,01Gmna)0, -
(IFZ - F27 blen,a:)QC S ||IF2 - F2||ch|b1Gmn,$HQc
< C”IFQ - FQHL‘”(QC) Vv ‘QC| HGmn,z”Qc

< C||IF2 - F2HL°°(QC) 5_1/2HGmn”LE
CN

< %[hiHFz,m\le<nc)+hwhy||F2,a:y||Lw(QC)Jrhf,\|F2,yy||Lw(Qc)]
CN |lle™" =) N le ™" | Lo () N lle==" [ £oe (02,

= e N2 c1/2 N2 N2
C

< N when o > 3/2. (4.24)

Next consider the fourth term of the R.H.S. of (IF12 — F12,01Gmn a0, -
(IFi2 — F12,01Gmng)a, < [ IF12 — Fizlla |b1Gmn s la.
< C|[Fis = Fial| 1 (9.) V12| |Gz
< C|[IF12 — Fra| (e 2 [|Granll1,e
< ONe 23| Fio o || oo (o) +ha by | Fio,ay | Lo o)

Q.

9 CN [ &* e e
+ hyHFIZ,yyHLx(Qc)] = c1/2 | 2 N2 + c3/2 N2 + eN?2
5
a2 C
<C ENQ] SN when a > 5/2. (4.25)
Hence, when source point (2, yn) € Q. then we have
C
(IU —u, blen,x)Qc < N
Similar arguments we can show that when source point (z,,,¥y,) € 0y,4, then we have
C
(IU —u, blen,m)QC < N

Hence, when source point (zp,,yn) € e U Qy 4, we have

(IU —Uu, blen,z)Qc <

=1
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Hence, when source point (2, yn) € . U Qy ,, we have

log?(1/£%/2)

(Iu —u, blen,w)Q < C N

Similarly arguments yields that when source point (Zm,yn) € Q¢ U Qf 4, then we have

log®(1/¢%?)

(Iu - u, bl,men)Q S C N

o /
Lemma 5.5 If the source point (2, y,) lies in Q. UQ; -, then (c(Ju — u), Gimp). < C%.
Proof. First we take the source point (z,,yn) € . and consider(c(Iu — u), G )-

(c(Ju —u), Gmn)a = (c(Tu — u), Gmn)a

c

)e.
+ (< ), Gmn)ay .
+ (c(Tu —u), Gmn)ay.,
Similar arguments yields that when source point (Zm,yn) € Q. U Qf , then the reaction term
bounds by
log?(1/%/2)

N .

Theorem 4 When o > 5/2 and B > 2/3 and uyp, denotes the approximate solution of the problem,
and the source point (Tm,Yn) only lies in the coarse region Q. and x-layer region Qy . Building
upon the preceding analysis, the following estimate holds

(log(1/¢%/2))?
5 :

(c(Iu—u),Gmn)a < C

|(u - “h)(fﬂm,yn)\ﬁ C

Proof. At the beginning, we aim to consider |(Tu — up)(Zm, Yn)|
Let (2, yn) be the mesh point then

(IU - Uh)(l‘m, yn) = (5mn7 Tu — Uh) (427)

Where d,,,, is the Kronecker delta function defined on mesh point (z,,y,). Let G,y be the
discrete Green’s function corresponding to the differential operator coming from problem (|1.2))
and the discrete Dirac-Delta function 9,,,,, then

(Tu — up)(@Tm, Yn) = (Omn, Lu — up) = B(Iu — up, Gpp) (4.28)

where
B(u,v) :s/ Vu.Vo dac+/ brugv dx—i—/ cuv dx
Q Q Q

B(u,v) = e¢(Vu, Vo) + (brug,v) + (cu,v) (4.29)
= (Tu—up)(Tm,yn) = BIu — u, Gpn) + B(u — up, Gin) (4.30)
But by the Galerkin’s orthogonality, we can write that

B(u —up,Gmn) =0 (4.31)
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= (Tu—up)(Tm,Yn) = 5/ V(Iu —u). VG, dzdy
Q

—|—/ b1 (Ju — 1) Gy dady —|—/ c(Tu — u)Gy dady
Q Q

- (IU - Uh)(xma yn) = E(V(IU - u)v VG’mn) + (bl(IU - u)aca Gmn)
+ (e(Tu —w),Gmp) (4.33)

In this theorem, we aim to bound the bilinear form B(.,.) appearing in with its arguments
the interpolation error © — Iu and the discrete Green’s function G,,,,. We decompose the solution
u into regular and singular parts, where we note that the singular part denotes the part of the
solution that contains layers. Therefore, the singular part can be decomposed further into three
more regions, namely Fj, F5, and Fjs, where F} contains the interior layer, F5 contains the
boundary layer, and Fij, contains both the interior and boundary layers in the corner region.
To establish error estimates, we have to estimate the term on the R.H.S. of , we begin
in the first term of the R.H.S. of is e(V(Iu — u), VGpyp) and decompose the solution
u= R+ F| + F5 + F}5, we obtain

€(V(U — IU), VGmn) = €(V((R + F1 + F2 + Flg) — I(R + F1 + F2 + Flg)), Gmn)
= e(V(R—IR),VGup) +e(V(Fy — IF)),VGmy)
+ E(V(FQ — IFQ),VGmn> + S(V(Flg — IF12),VGmn> (434)

Using Lemma (4.1 to 4.4), we have that when source point (2., yn) € QU ;, then the diffusion

term is bounded by

(log(1/=¥2)?
N .

Now, the second term of the R.H.S of is (b1(Iu — u)y, Gmn), using integration by parts, we

get

(bl (I’U, - u);w Gmn) :(bl (IU - u)) Gmn)BQ - (Iu —u, blen,J;)Q
(bl(Iu - u)x7 Gmn) = - (Iu - uablen,x)Q-

and using Lemma (5.1 to 5.4), we have that when the source point (2., y,) € Q. Uy, then the
convection term is bounded by

log®(1/£%/2)
N .
Now, the third term of the R.H.S. of is (¢c(fu — u), Gpy) and using Lemma 5.5 we have
when source point (z,,,yn) € Q. UQ f,z the reaction term bounds by
log?(1/2)
N .
Hence, combining (4.35)), (4.36]), and (4.37]) completes the proof.

(C([U - u)7 Gmn)Q S c (437)

5 Numerical results and discussion
In this section, we take a numerical example to validate the theoretical results established in

Theorems . We apply our method to a test problem to verify the uniform rate of convergence
only in the z—layer and coarse layer regions.
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5.1 Numerical implementation

We evaluate the error and the uniform rate of convergence with respect to the maximum norm
in the coarse layer and z-layer regions for the different values of the perturbation parameters ¢
and the discretization parameter N. In the absence of an exact solution to the text example, we
employ the double mesh principle technique to compute the error and order of the convergence.
We calculate the error estimates in the maximum norm using ||Ux —Uan|| 1 (0). The convergence
rate is calculated by using the following:

o g (I =l
c |Uan — Usn | Lo ()

A numerical example is presented where the exact solution is not available.

Example 5.1 We investigate the turning point singularly perturbed equation provided below

—eAu —z(2® 4+ ") uy, + (3 + 2%e)u = f(z,y), inQ=(-1,1) x (=1,1),

5.1
=0, I'=09 (5.1)

For this particular problem, the source term is set as f(x,y) = %

A key feature of this problem is its turning point at x = 0, which gives rise to an interior layer
along the z-axis. In parallel, two boundary layers are present at the bottom of the boundary
y = —1 and the top of the boundary y = 1 of the domain. A double-mesh principle is used to
improve the accuracy and convergence behavior of the numerical scheme. This scheme allows us
to estimate errors and evaluate the rate of convergence for different values of the perturbation
parameter ¢ and the mesh discretization parameter N without knowing the exact solution. The
resultant error values and computed rates of convergence are systematically presented in Tables.

Table 1: Error in the subdomain €2, for example (5.1)).

Error in Q.
Number of discretization parameter N
€ 16 32 64 128 256

107° | 5.035E-02 3.512E-02 2.167E-02 1.270E-02 6.766E-03
1076 | 5.315E-02 3.881E-02 2.463E-02 1.469E-02 8.779E-03
1077 | 5.294E-02 4.033E-02 2.639E-02 1.597E-02 9.604E-03
1078 | 5.173E-02 4.088E-02 2.757E-02 1.695E-02 1.022E-02
1072 | 5.027E-02 4.100E-02 2.844E-02 1.777E-02 1.075E-02

5.2 Validation

For text example 7 Tables , 12, and display the numerical errors for subdomains
Qe, Qf 2, Qfy and Q 4y, respectively. Additionally, Tables and @ present the rates of
convergence when the source point is located within Q.U Q. and Qy, Uy .., respectively. As
shown in Table , the proposed scheme is uniformly convergent for the source point that lies in
Q.U Qg .. Conversely, Table @ indicates that uniformity is lost when the source point lies in
Q. U Qs 2. The solution plot clearly captures the interior and boundary layers. Furthermore,
the numerical convergence rates, which are linear up to a logarithmic factor when the source
point lies within the subdomain Q. U € ;, confirm our theoretical predictions.
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Table 2: Error in the subdomain Q¢ , for example (5.1)).

Error in )y,
Number of discretization parameter N
€ 16 32 64 128 256
107> | 1.008E-01 5.169E-02 2.684E-02 1.445E-02 7.501E-03
107% | 1.049E-01 5.786E-02 2.875E-02 1.597E-02 9.269E-03
1077 | 1.068E-01 6.295E-02 2.978E-02 1.709E-02 9.969E-03
107 | 1.075E-01  6.714E-02 3.158E-02 1.812E-02 1.057E-02
1072 | 1.077E-01  7.060E-02 3.449E-02 1.952E-02 1.114E-02

Figure 3: FEM solution Uy (N=512,6=1.0e-06)

Table 3: Rate of convergence in the subdomains Q. and Q. for test example (5.1)).

Q. Qfx
Number of discretization parameter N | Number of discretigation parameter N
€ 16 32 64 128 16 32 64 128
107° | 0.5198 0.6965 0.7710 0.9083 0.9635 0.9452 0.8938 0.9458
107% | 0.4535 0.6560 0.7456 0.7429 0.8591 1.0089 0.8484 0.7847
1077 | 0.3926 0.6116 0.7246 0.7339 0.7627 1.0799 0.8015 0.7773
1078 | 0.3396 0.5683 0.7020 0.7303 0.6795 1.0884 0.8011 0.7778
107% | 0.2941 0.5277 0.6788 0.7254 0.6093 1.0334 0.8214 0.8094
Table 4: Error in the subdomain 2y, for example .
Error in Q¢ ,
Number of discretization parameter N
€ 16 32 64 128 256

107° | 9.021E-02 9.552E-02 9.105E-02 8.140E-02 6.415E-02

1076 | 8.718E-02 9.527E-02 9.300E-02 8.630E-02 7.804E-02

1077 | 8.173E-02  9.177E-02 9.157E-02 8.630E-02 7.956E-02

1078 | 7.624E-02 8.753E-02 8.918E-02 8.526E-02 7.932E-02

1079 | 7.133E-02 8.340E-02 8.659E-02 8.395E-02 7.874E-02
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Table 5: Error in the subdomain Qy ,,, for example ({5.1).

Error in Qf
Number of discretization parameter N
€ 16 32 64 128 256
107° | 1.600E-01 1.506E-01 1.040E-01 8.613E-02 6.732E-02
1076 | 1.514E-01 1.525E-01 9.997E-02 8.824E-02 7.935E-02
1077 | 1.432E-01 1.516E-01 1.066E-01 8.797E-02  8.004E-02
1078 | 1.360E-01 1.496E-01 1.130E-01 8.797E-02 7.949E-02
1072 | 1.298E-01 1.470E-01 1.179E-01 8.921E-02 7.880E-02
Table 6: Rate of convergence in the subdomains 2, and Q. ,,, for test example (5.1)).
0y Qfay
Number of discretization parameter N | Number of discretization parameter N
€ 16 32 64 128 16 32 64 128
10~° [ -0.0825 0.0691 0.1617 0.3435 0.0873 0.5344 0.2721 0.3556
1076 | -0.1280  0.0347  0.1079 0.1450 -0.0098 0.6088 0.1800 0.1533
1077 | -0.1672  0.0032  0.0854 0.1174 -0.0821 0.5078 0.2772 0.1364
1078 | -0.1994 -0.0268 0.0648 0.1043 -0.1371 0.4044 0.3612 0.1462
1079 | -0.2254  -0.0543  0.0448 0.0924 -0.1798 0.3190 0.4016 0.1790

6 Conclusions

In this article, we employ a standard finite element method to solve a two-dimensional singularly
perturbed convection-diffusion turning point problem. Because the convection coefficient change
sign within the domain, the problem has a interior layer along z-axis and two boundary layers
along y-axis. Parameter uniform error estimates are obtained for the coarse and x layer regions
using Shishkin-type mesh with specific mesh transition parameter. Additionally, pointwise error
estimates are established through the application of the discrete Green’s function. Stynes analysis
indicated, uniformly convergent in the perturbation parameter of order N~!log N in global energy
norm and of order N—1/2 10g3/ 2 N pointwise near the outflow boundary but not in the coarse
region. We establish uniform convergence in the perturbation parameter of order N ~* 10g3(1 / 3/ 2)
pointwise in the coarse and x-layer regions.

Acknowledgments

The authors are thankful to the anonymous referees for their valuable comments and suggestions
to improve the paper. The authors thank LNMIIT, Jaipur for providing the facilities and support
necessary to complete this research. The authors also acknowledge the DST-FIST program (Govt.
of India) for providing the financial support for setting up the computing lab facility under the
scheme ”Fund for Improvement of Science and Technology” (FIST - No. SR/EST/MS-1/2018/24).
The authors also acknowledge the technical support provided by the LNM Institute of Information
Technology, India.

30



References

[1]

Roos, H.G., Stynes, M., Tobiska, L.: Robust numerical methods for singularly perturbed
differential equations: convection-diffusion-reaction and flow problems. Springer, New York
(2008).

Aasna Rai, P.: Analysis of SDFEM for singularly perturbed delay differential equation with
boundary turning point. Int. J. Appl. Comput. Math. 10, 20 (2024).

Becher, S., Roos, H.: Richardson extrapolation for a singularly perturbed turning point
problem with exponential boundary layers. J. Comput. Appl. Math. 290, 334-351 (2015).

Becher, S.: Analysis of Galerkin and streamline-diffusion FEMs on piecewise equidistant
meshes for turning point problems exhibiting an interior layer. Appl. Numer. Math. 123,
121-136 (2018).

Hahn, S., Bigeon, J., Sabonnadiere, J.: An ‘upwind’finite element method for electromagnetic
field problems in moving media. Int. J. Numer. Methods Eng. 24, 2071-2086 (1987).

Berger, A., Han, H., Kellogg, R.: A priori estimates and analysis of a numerical method for
a turning point problem. Math. Comput. 42, 465-492 (1984).

Ranjan, K.R., Gowrisankar, S. Error analysis of discontinuous Galerkin methods on layer-
adapted meshes for the two-dimensional turning point problem. J. Appl. Math. Comput. 70,
2453-2485 (2024).

Zarin, H., Roos, H.G.: Interior penalty discontinuous approximations of convection-diffusion
problems with parabolic layers. Numer. Math. 100(4), 735-759 (2005).

Chen, L., Wang, Y., Wu, J.: Stability of a streamline diffusion finite element method for
turning point problems. J. Comput. Appl. Math. 220, 712-724 (2008).

Stynes, Martin, and Eugene O’Riordan. ”A uniformly convergent Galerkin method on a
Shishkin mesh for a convection-diffusion problem.” Journal of Mathematical Analysis and
Applications 214.1 (1997): 36-54.

. Yasir, R., Al-Muslimawi, A., Jassim, B.: Numerical simulation of non-Newtonian inelastic
flows in channel based on artificial compressibility method. J. Appl. Comput. Mech. 6,
271-283 (2020).

Geng, F., Qian, S.: Reproducing kernel method for singularly perturbed turning point
problems having twin boundary layers. Appl. Math. Lett. 26, 998-1004 (2013)

Natesan, S., Jayakumar, J., Vigo-Aguiar, J.: Parameter uniform numerical method for
singularly perturbed turning point problems exhibiting boundary layers. J. Comput. Appl.
Math. 158, 121-134 (2003).

Aasna Rai, P.: SDFEM for time-dependent singularly perturbed boundary turning point
problem. Int. J. Comput. Methods (2024).

Natesan, S., Ramanujam, N.: A computational method for solving singularly perturbed
turning point problems exhibiting twin boundary layers. Appl. Math. Comput. 93, 259275
(1998).

31



[16]

[17]

[18]

Liseikin, V.: Layer Resolving Grids and Transformations for Singular Perturbation Problems.
Walter de Gruyter GmbH and Co KG, De Gruyter (2018).

Kumar, D.: A parameter-uniform method for singularly perturbed turning point problems
exhibiting interior or twin boundary layers. Int. J. Comput. Math. 96, 865-882 (2019).

Kadalbajoo, M., Gupta, V.: A parameter uniform B-spline collocation method for solving
singularly perturbed turning point problem having twin boundary layers. Int. J. Comput.
Math. 87, 3218-3235 (2010).

Sun, G., Stynes, M.: Finite element methods on piecewise equidistant meshes for interior
turning point problems. Numer. Algorithms. 8, 111-129 (1994).

Gupta, V., Sahoo, S., Dubey, R.: Robust higher order finite difference scheme for singularly
perturbed turning point problem with two outflow boundary layers. Comput. Appl. Math.
40, 1-23 (2021).

Farrell, P.: Sufficient conditions for the uniform convergence of a difference scheme for a
singularly perturbed turning point problem. STAM J. Numer. Anal. 25, 618-643 (1988).

Al-Haboobi, A., Al-Juaifri, G., Al-Muslimawi, A.: Numerical study of Newtonian laminar
Flow around circular and square cylinders. Results Control Optim. 14, 100328 (2024).

Becher, S.: FEM-analysis on graded meshes for turning point problems exhibiting an interior
layer. ArXiv:1603.04653 (2016).

Feistauer, M., Felcman, J., Stragkraba, I.: Mathematical and Computational Methods for
Compressible Flow. Oxford University Press, Oxford (2003).

Liseikin, V.: Layer Resolving Grids and Transformations for Singular Perturbation Problems.
Walter de Gruyter GmbH and Co KG, De Gruyter (2018).

32



	INTRODUCTION
	The continuous problem

	A classical discretization on a Shishkin mesh
	Estimates for Discrete Green’s function
	Estimates for convection and reaction terms involving discrete Green's function
	Numerical results and discussion
	Numerical implementation
	Validation

	Conclusions

