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Abstract

In this paper we consider two difference schemes for numerical solving of a one-dimensional singularly
perturbed boundary value problem. We proved an e—uniform convergence for both difference schemes on a
Shiskin mesh. Finally, we present four numerical experiments to confirm the theoretical results.
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1 Introduction
We consider the semilinear singularly perturbed problem
%y (x) = f(z,y) on (0,1), (1)

y(0) =0, y(1) =0, (2)
where € is a small positive parameter. We assume that the nonlinear function f is continuously differentiable,
ie. for k> 2, f € C*([0,1] x R), and that it has a strictly positive derivative with respect to y

g—zzfyZm>0 on [0,1] xR (m = const). (3)
The boundary value problem (1)—(2), under the condition (3), has a unique solution (see [15]). Numerical
treatment of the problem (1), has been considered by many authors, under different condition on the function
f, and made a significant contribution.

We are going to analyze two difference schemes for the problem (1)—(3). These difference schemes were
constructed using the method first introduced by Boglaev [1], who constructed a difference scheme and showed
convergence of order 1 on a modified Bakhvalov mesh. In our previous papers using the method [1], we
constructed new difference schemes in [3,4,6-9, 11, 14] and performed numerical tests, in [5, 12] we constructed
new difference schemes and we proved the theorems on the uniqueness of the numerical solution and the -
uniform convergence on the modified Shishkin mesh, and again performed the numerical test. In [13] we used
the difference schemes from [12] and calculated the values of the approximate solutions of the problem (1)—(3)
on the mesh points and then we constructed an approximate solution.

Since in the boundary layers, i.e. near = 0 and x = 1, the solution of the problem (1)—(3) changes rapidly,
when parameter tends to zero, in order to get the e—uniform convergence, we have to use a layer-adapted mesh.
In the present paper we are going to use a Shishkin mesh [16], which is piecewise equidistant and consequently
simpler than the modified Shishkin mesh we have already used in our mentioned papers.

2 Difference schemes
For a given positive integer N, let it be an arbitrary mesh

O=z0<21 <" <zNy_1<2Ny =1,

with hz =T — Ti—1, for ¢ = 1,...,N.
Our first difference scheme has the following form

a; + dz _ a; + dz a; + dZ _ a; + dz _ Adz— Adz —
< > Yi—1 — ( + = H) Y + (M) Yiy1 = Tfifl/Q + ,7+1fi/27 (4)

2 2 2 2

i i— i Yi1tYs
where d; = tanh(ghi,l)v ai = sinh(ghi,l)v ficip =1 (%v %) and Ad; = di — a;.

From (4), we obtain next discrete problem

Fg = (Fgy, F7y,..., Fixn)" (5)
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where

FyO:yO:O,
_ Y a; +d;_ a; +di a1 +dipr )\ _
Fy. = . — .
Vi = Adi ¥ Adit { g Vi1 ( 5 T 3 Ui
Qip1 + dip1_ Adi— Adiy1— .
+ 5 +yi+1_—7 ficiye — +fi/2 =0,i1=12,...,N—1,

Fyn =yn =0,
and ¥ := (Yo, Uy,---,Yn)" is the solution of the problem
Fg=0.

Second difference scheme has the following form

. . . fii +2f; + f;
(Ba; + di + Adit1) (Ji—1 — Ui) — Basy1 + dip1 + AD;) (i — Gig1) = fiza j fir (Ad; + ANdiyq),

where dz = tanh(ghi,lﬁ a; = sinh(ﬁﬁhi,lﬁ fz = f (ZL'Z', ’Ijz) and Ad1 = dZ — Q.
From (8), we obtain second discrete problem

Gj = (Gjo, G, ..., Gin)7T,
where
Gyo =190 =0

Gy = 3a; + di + Adig1) (Ti—1 — i) — Bait1 + dig1 + Adi) (G5 — Gig1)

——|(
Ad; + Adiy
it 2fi+ fin

(6)

(8)

. (Adi + Adigy)| =0, i=1,...,N —1, (12)
Gin = i =0, 18)
and § = (Jo, J1,---,9n)T is the solution of the problem
Gy = 0. (14)
3 Theoretical background
In this paper we use the maximum norm
full = e, ] (15
for any vector u = (ug, u1, ..., un)T € RV*1 and the corresponding matrix norm.
The next two theorems hold
Theorem 3.1. [12] The discrete problem (7) for v > f,, has the unique solution
U= (T, U1, U2s - s Un—1,TN) L5 With Yo = Y = 0. Moreover, the following stability inequality holds
1
lw = vlloe < —l1Fw = Foll (16)
for any vectors v = (vo, vy, - .. ,UN)T € RN+ w = (wo,wy, . . . ,wN)T € RVN+L,
Theorem 3.2. [5] The discrete problem (14) has a unique solution § for v > f,. Also, for every u,v € RN*1

we have the following stabilizing inequality

1
Ju = vl < = IGu = Goll,

In the following analysis we need the decomposition of the solution y of the problem (1) — (2) to the layer

component s and a regular component r, given in the following assertion.



Theorem 3.3. [19] The solution y to problem (1) — (2) can be represented in the following way:
Yy=r-+s,
where for 7 =0,1,....k+ 2 and x € [0, 1] we have that
@) < (17)

and

ijx)‘g(js*j(e*%¢ﬁ¥+e*12“¢ﬁ). (18)

4 Construction of the mesh

The solution of the problem (1)—(3) changes fast near the ends of our domain [0, 1]. Therefore, the mesh has
to be refined there. A Shishin mesh is used to resolve the layers. This mesh is piecewise equidistant and it’s
quite simple. It is constructed as follows (see [17]). For given a positive integer N, where N is divisible by 4,
we divide the interval [0, 1] into three subintervals

[0, \], [Al—M,[l—AH.

We use equidistant meshes on each of these subintervals, with 1 + & points in each of [0, A] and [1 — A, 1], and
1+ 5 points in [1 — A, 1]. We define the parameter A by

\ . 1 2¢InN
=min{ -, ——
4’ m |’
which depends on N and . The basic idea here is to use a fine mesh to resolve the part of the boundary layers.
More precisely, we have

0:$0<SC1<...<ZL'¢0<...<$N7i0<...<£L'N71<:L'N:1,
with ig = N/4, x;y = A\, any—;, =1 — A, and
4\

hi_lzﬁfOI‘Z—l io,N—io,...,N, (19)
2(1—=2X
hi_l:gfori:io—i—l,...,N—io. (20)
N

If A= % ie. % < %IT“N, then % is very small relative to €. This is unlike in practice, and in this case the

method can be analyzed using standard techniques. Hence, we assume that

2¢eIn N

A= Ein (21)

vm
From (19) and (20), we conclude that that the interval lengths satisfy
8In N

hict = == fori=1,...,i0, N —ig,..., N, (22)
and
1 2 .
Ngh- Nforzfzole ., N — . (23)

5 Uniform convergence

We will prove the theorem on uniform convergence of the difference schemes (4) and (8) on the part of the mesh
which corresponds to [0,1/2], while the proof on [1/2,1] can be analogously derived.

Namely, in the analysis of the value of the error the functions e~ V™ and e— VM appear. For these
[0,1/2] and e~ 5V™ < e [1/2,1]. In the
boundary layer in the neighbourhood of z = 0, we have that eIV S e V™ while in the boundary layer
in the neighbourhood of = 1 we have that e" V"™ << e~
the theorem on the part of the mesh which corresponds to [0,1 / 2] Wlth the exclusion of the function e~ "= V™,
or on [1/2,1] but with the exclusion of the function e~ V™. Note that we need to take care of the fact that in
the first case h;_1 < h;, and in the second case h;_1 > h;.

Let us start with the following two lemmas that will be further used in the proof of the first uniform
convergence theorem on the part of the mesh from Section 3 which corresponds to [x N/4—1:1 / 2] and zn/4 = A.

functions we have that e~ =v™ > e




Lemma 5.1. Assume that € < % In the part of the Shiskin mesh from Section 3, when x;, Ti+1 € [Tn)4,1/2],
we have the following estimate

C
|Fyi| < N2

Proof. On this part of the mesh holds h;—1 = h;, so we have that

i=NJ4,... N/2—1. (24)

cosh(Bh;) — 1
Y

Fy; =

. ) {(1 + cosh(Bhi) (yi-1 — 2y + yiv1) — (fimi/2 + fis2)

2(cosh(h
Jiciy2 + fi/Q) B v
~y cosh(fh;) — 1

Because of Theorem 3.3, and the fact that e2y” = f(x,y), x € (0,1), we obtain

v
=< <yi1 =2y + Yiy1 — (Yim1 — 2i + Yit1) -

2

|Fyi| < Cy [|7’z'1 — 27 + riqa| + [sic1 — 280 + sipa| + €2yl |

1

—————— ([ri-1 = 2ri + 7 i-1— 28 + i -
+cosh(ﬂhi)—1(|r 1= 2ri + i + [sic1 — 286 + siqa)

Again, due to Theorem 3.3 and Taylor expansion, the following inequalities hold

"= 1" (et

[ri1 = 2r; +ria| = 5 5

C3
N2’

1 < 2 2¢? -
cosh(Bh;) —1 = (Bhi)2  ~vh?

[sim1 —28; + si41] <

Ti—1 -1
2yl || < Cse?le (e VM qge e V)4l 1‘ <G <—+€2),

where & € (zi—1,2;) and & € (24, 241). Finally, we have that

C

|Fyl| < N2

(25)

O

Lemma 5.2. Assume that ¢ < % In the part of the Shiskin mesh from Section 3, when z; = xn/4, we have
the following estimate

C
’F?JN/4’ < N (26)

Proof. Let us estimate HFyN/4HOO , consider F'y; in the following form

P — 0% 1 + cosh(Bhi—1) 1+ cosh(Bhi—1) | 1+cosh(Bhy)Y\ ~
Yi= cosh(Bh;—1) —1 cosh(Bh;) —1 | 2sinh(Bh;_1) e ( 2sinh(Bh;—1) 2sinh(Bh;) ) ’
sinh(Bh;—1) sinh(Sh;)
1+ cosh(Sh;) cosh(Bh;—1) — 1 cosh(Bh;) — 1 o
T S e S e =V e

Let us first estimate the expressions from (27) using the nonlinear terms. Due to Theorem 3.3, and the fact
that e2y” = f(x,y), x € (0,1), we have that

vy cosh(Bh;—1) —
cosh(Bh;_1) —1 cosh(Bh;) —1 | ~sinh(Bhi_1)
sinh(Bh;—1) sinh(8h;)

cosh(fh;) — 1
~sinh(Bh;)

1
Jici2 — fif2

<C352y”(xN/4) < (28)

4
N2

For the linear terms from (27), we have that



g
cosh(Bh;—1) —1  cosh(Bh;) —1 (29)
Sinh(ﬂh]ifl) Slnh(ﬂhz)
1+ cosh(Bh;—1) 1+ cosh(Bhi—1) = 14 cosh(Bh;) 1 + cosh(Bh;)
2 sinh(Bh;—1) Yimt < 2sinh(Bh;—1) 2sinh(Bh;) ) ‘ 2sinh(Bh;) yiJrl] (30)

_ 2l 1+ cosh(Bhi—1) N cosh(Sh;) -
- cosh(Bhi—y) =1 cosh(Bhi) — 1 [ 2sinh(Bhi-1) b1 —01) 2sinh(Bh;) (s ylH)} . (31)
sinh(fh;-1) sinh(Sh;)

According Theorem 3.3, for the layer component s, we have that

v 1+COSh(5hi—1)(S_ 75_)71+Lh(ﬁhi)(5-75- )
COSh(ﬁhi—l) —1 COSh(ﬁhi) -1 QSinh(ﬁhi_l) ot ! QSinh(ﬁhi) ' 1+1
sinh(Bhi_1) sinh(Sh;)
C
< Cs (|sim1 — sil + |si — siva]) < N—i (32)

For the regular component 7, due to <shz=1 — tanh § and our assumption ¢ < 1/N, we get that

sinh z

~y 1+ cosh(Bhi—1) (ri1— i) — 1+ cosh(Bh;) (ri — rie1)
cosh(Bhi1) =1 " cosh(Fhi) —1 | 2sinh(5hi—) e 2sinh(Bhy) -t
sinh(Bh;—1) sinh(Sh;)
Bhi_1 Bhi
Y tanhT tanh 3
= Ti— 77}4’77’1'77"1' +27’Z‘, — T 727’1'77’1'
fanh BBt | g 2 5 (rie1—mi) 5 ( +1) +2(ricr — i) — 2( +1)
[ri1 — ri| +[ri —riga]
< i—1 = 75 i~ Tie
<01 (Irica =l = e+ PR
elnN 1 €N L c
<C — 4NN )= 33
s < N N T taun(sn) N (33)
Now, collecting (28), (32) and (33), the statement of the lemma is therefore proven. O

Theorem 5.1. The discrete problem (7) on the mesh from Section 3 is uniformly convergent with respect to e
and

In* N
I}V—Q, ief{0,1,... N/4—1}

1
—,  ie{N/4+1,....3N/4—1}

) (34)
—, i€ {N/4,3N/4}

max|y; — 7| < C

In?> N
N2

where y is the solution of the problem (1)—(3), § is the corresponding solution of (7) and C > 0 is a constant
independent of N and ¢.

i€{3N/4+1,...,N},

Proof. We are going to divide the proof of this theorem in four parts.

Suppose first that x;, ;41 € [0,A], ¢ = 1,..., N/4. The proof for this part of the mesh has already been
done in [12, Theorem 4.2]. It is hold that

In®> N

|Fyz|<c N2 )

i=0,1,...,N/4—1. (35)

Now, suppose that x;, x;+; € [xN/4+1, acN/Q,l]. Based on Lemma 5.1, we have that

c
[Fyil < 373 (36)

In the case i = N/4, now based on Lemma 5.2, we have that



C

[Pyl < 5 (37)

Finally, the proof in the case i = N/2 is trivial, because the mesh on this part is equidistant and the influence
of the layer component is negligible. Therefore

‘FyN/Q‘ < (38)

C
N2
Using inequalities (35), (36), (37) and (38), we complete the proof of the theorem. O
Let us show the e—uniform convergence of second difference scheme, i.e (8).

Lemma 5.3. Assume that ¢ < % In the part of the Shiskin mesh from Section 3, when x;, xi+1 € [Tn)4,1/2],
we have the following estimate

|Gyi|<%, i=N/4,...,N/2—1. (39)
Proof. Let us rewrite Gy; in the following form
_ ~y 2(cosh(Bh;) +1) = 2(cosh(Bh;) +1)
Gl = —coh(BR) =1 | smb(ghy Wit W) Smh(gh) Wi T Vi)
sinh(Sh;)
e Yi1 —¥i + iy 2(cosh(Bhi) — 1)
5 sinh(S8h;)
2

= ———————[(cosh(Bh;) — 1)(yi—1 — 2yi + vit1) — 2(¥i—1 — 2¥i + Yit1)

cosh(Bh;) — 1
h(Bh;) — 1
2l — 2+l %]

29(yi—1 — 2yi + Yit1)
cosh(Bh;) — 1

=Y(Yi-1 — 2yi + Yit1) — — 2~y oyl (40)

Using Theorem 3.3, Taylor expansion, assumption € < % and the properties of the mesh from Section 3, let us
estimate the expressions from (40). We get that

[Yie1 — 2y + Yir1| < Cr(|ric1 — 15 +riga| + [sic1 — 285 + Sig1])

(¢t (e -
<02<‘T e R ﬁ) < (a1)

2 N2’

1 2 2¢?
< = —5 < (s, 42
cosh(Bh;) —1 =~ (Bhi)?  ~h? s (42)

2 1" 1 1" 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1
€ |yi71 — Y TYiy1| S € ‘7"141 -1 + Ti+1‘ +e€ |Sz’71 —8; t 8

7“’1’*1\/5 C
(& €
< 0452 <1+ 72> < N—Z,

3

where & € (zi—1,2;), & € (i, 3i41).

K2

Now using (40), (41),(42) and (43), we obtain (39).

Lemma 5.4. Assume that ¢ < % In the part of the Shiskin mesh from Section 3, when x; = xn/4, we have
the following estimate

C
‘GZJN/4| < N (44)

Proof. Using (12), let us write Gy; in the following form

Gy; = m [(4da; + Adi + Adi1) (Yi—1 — ¥i) — (daip1 + Adi + Adiy1)(Yi — Yit1)]
—(fisr +2fi + fit1)
4
- m [ai(yi-1 — ¥i) — @it (Y — Yir1)] + V(Yim1 = 2y + Yir1) — (ficr +2fi + fisa) . (45)



In a similar way, as in the previously lemmas, we can get

1 1
[Yi—1 — 2y + Yit1] < [Sim1 — 285 + Siq1| + |1im1 — 2ri + 1| < Ch (ﬁ + N) ; (46)
Cs
|fic1+2fi + figa] < ek (47)

Using the identity <eshz=1 — tanh £ and Theorem 3.3, we have that

sinh

dry
m [ai(yifl - yz) - ai+1(yi - yi+1)]

4 1
= - Si—1 = Si| = 37 ISt T Si
tanh % + tanh % sinh(Bh;—1) Isi1 | sinh(Bh;) | i
1 1
+ = |ric1 = 7| = | — Tiga] (48)
sinh(Bh;—1) sinh(8h;)
Due to Theorem 3.3 and assumption € < %, hold the next inequalities
gl 4y
< <a, 49
tanh % + tanh ﬁTh tanh ﬁTh ! (49)
1 1 1 1 Cy
o ISi—1 — Si| < 57— [Si—1 — Si| < : T T N
sinh(Bhi_1) [si-1 = sil Bhi, [si-1 = sl < G N N2~ NN (50)
1 1 Cs
(S — Sit+1| £ 5|8 — Sit1| S 5 1
Slnh(ﬂhz)|s7f Sl"l‘ll ﬂhz|s s +1| N2 (5 )
1 1 1 eln N
————|Ti-1 — | < 57— |Ti—1 — T < -C. = Cye, 52
Smh(ah) TS g Tl S G =G 52
1 1 Cs
I PR < — |y — s < =2
smh(ﬁhl) |Tz rz+1| X ﬁhz |Tz rz+1| S N (53)
Now, using (45), (46), (47), (48), (49), (50), (51), (52) and (53), we obtain (44). O

Theorem 5.2. The discrete problem (9) on the mesh from Section 3 is uniformly convergent with respect to €
and

In®> N
I}V—Q, ief{0,1,...,N/4—1}
1
m, ZE{N/4+1,,3N/4—1}
m;‘;mx|yi -y <C ) (54)

& i€ {N/43N/4

In®> N

r}VQ . ie{3N/4+1,...,N},

where y is the solution of the problem (1)—(3), § is the corresponding solution of (14) and C > 0 is a constant
independent of N and €.

Proof. Again, let us divide the proof on four parts.
Suppose first that z;, x;41 € [0,]\], ¢ = 1,..., N/4. The proof for this part of the mesh has already been done
in [5, Theorem 4.4]. Tt is proved that

In®> N

|Gyz|<c N2 )

i=0,1,...,N/4—1. (55)

Secondly, suppose that x;, ;41 € [J:N/4+1, TNj2 — 1]. Due to Lemma 5.3, we have that

C

|Gyi| < T (56)
In the case i = N/4, based on Lemma 5.4, we have the following estimate
c
G < —. 57
‘ ?JN/4’ N ( )



At the end, in the case i = N/2, the proof is trivial, because of the properties of the mesh and the layer
component. Hence, it is true that

C
Gyl < 13- (58)
Using (55), (56), (57) and (58), we complete the statement of the theorem. O

6 Numerical experiments

In this section we present numerical results to confirm the uniform accuracy of the discrete problems (7) and
(14). Both discrete problems will be checked on two different examples. First one is the linear boundary value
problem, whose exact solution is known. Second example is the nonlinear boundary value problem whose exact
solution is unknown.

For the problems from our examples whose exact solution is known, we calculate En as

_ NN _ N AN
EN—Orgn%vly(wz) g (2)| or EN—Ogliégv\y(wz) g™ ()] (59)

for the problems, whose exact solution is unknown, we calculate Ey, as

_ —2N —N _ ~2N ~N
Eyn = Oggv!ys (z:) — Y™ (2;)| or En —Oglifg\ys () — g™ (3)] (60)

the rate of convergence Ord we calculate in the usual way

hlEN — 1nE2N

Ord = ——5 (61)
B+l
where N = 2% k=6,7,...,11, 5" (;), 7"V (x;) are the values of the numerical solutions on a mesh with N + 1

mesh points, and 73" (x;), 72~ (x;) are the values of the numerical solutions on a mesh with 2N + 1 mesh points

and the transition points altered slightly to A\g = min {%, % In %} .
Remark 6.1. In a case when the exact solution is unknown we use the double mesh method, see [2,17,18] for
details.

Example 6.1. Consider the following problem

ey =y+1-22+a(x—1) forxec(0,1), y(0)=y(1)=0.

_z _ 1=z
The exact solution of this problem is given by y(z) = eleJrielé — x(z — 1) — 1. The nonlinear system was
+e e

solved using the initial condition yy = —0.5 and the value of the constant v = 1.

Example 6.2. Consider the following problem
ety =y’ +y—2for (0,1), y(0)=y(1)=0, (62)

whose exact solution is unknown. The nonlinear system was solved using the initial condition yg = 1, that
represents the reduced solution. The value of the constant v = 4 has been chosen so that the condition
v = fy(z,y), V(z,y) € [0,1] X [yr, yu] C [0,1] x R is fulfilled, where yz, and yy are lower and upper solutions,
respectively, of the problem (62). Because of the fact that the exact solution is unknown, we are going to
calculate E,, using (60).

Example 6.3. Consider the following problem

ey =y+1-22+x(x—1) forxe(0,1), y(0)=y(1)=0.

_z _l-z
The exact solution of this problem is given by y(x) = 61+7€1 — x(x — 1) — 1. The nonlinear system was
J-e <
solved using the initial condition yy = —0.5 and the value of the constant v = 1.



N E, Ord En Ord E, Ord
26 | 8.1585¢ — 04 2.00 | 2.8932e — 03 2.02 | 2.5827¢ — 02 2.05
27 | 27762 — 04  2.00 | 9.7397¢e — 04 2.01 | 8.5547¢ — 03  1.96
28 | 9.0650e — 05 2.00 | 3.1625e —04 2.00 | 2.8566e — 03 1.99
29 | 3.5410e — 05 2.00 | 1.2353¢ —04 2.00 | 1.2111le — 03 2.00
210 | 1.5738¢ — 05 2.00 | 5.4904e — 05 2.00 | 4.9827¢ — 04 2.00
21 | 771166 — 06 — | 2.6903¢ — 05 — | 2.4415¢ —04  —
€ 273 27° o~ 10
N E, Ord E, Ord E, Ord
26 13.990le — 02 2.04 | 3.990le — 02 2.04 | 3.990le — 02 2.04
27 | 1.3288¢ — 02 1.93 | 1.3288¢ — 02 1.93 | 1.3288¢ — 02 1.93
28 | 45122¢ — 03 1.99 | 4.5122¢ — 03 1.99 | 4.5122¢ — 03  1.99
29 | 1.7709¢ — 03 1.98 | 1.7709¢ — 03 1.98 | 1.7709¢ — 03  1.98
210 | 7.9347¢ — 04 1.98 | 7.9347e —04 1.98 | 7.9347¢ — 04 1.98
211 | 3.9158¢ —04 — | 39158¢ —04 — | 3.9158¢ —04 —
c 2715 2725 27\5()
N E, Ord En Ord E, Ord
25 13.9901e — 02 2.04 | 4.0243¢ — 02 2.02 | 4.0248¢ — 02  2.02
27 | 1.3288¢ — 02 1.93 | 1.3581e — 02 1.92 | 1.3582¢ — 02 1.92
28 | 4.5122¢ — 03  1.99 | 4.6375¢ — 03 1.97 | 4.6381e — 03 1.97
2° | 1.7709¢ — 03 1.98 | 1.8372¢ —03 1.98 | 1.8375¢ — 03 1.98
219 1 1.7709e — 03 1.98 | 8.2321e — 04 1.98 | 8.2331e — 04 1.98
211 | 3.9158¢ — 04  — | 4.0626e —04  — | 4.063le —04  —
c 2—35 2—40 2—45

Table 1: Errors Ex and convergence rates Ord for approximate solutions from Example 6.1.

N E, Ord E, Ord E, Ord
26 | 7.1345¢ — 04 2.02 | 3.7134e — 03 2.01 | 1.5182¢ — 02 2.09
27 | 2.4017e — 04 2.01 | 1.2564e — 04 2.01 | 4.9236e — 03 1.96
28 | 7.7985¢ — 05 2.00 | 3.1655¢ — 04 2.00 | 1.6403e — 03  2.09
29 | 3.0463¢ — 05 2.00 | 1.2959¢ — 04 2.00 | 5.1903¢ — 04 2.00
210 1 1.3539¢ — 05 2.00 | 3.9986e — 05 2.00 | 1.600le — 04 2.00
2'' ] 6.6341e—06  — | 1.2096e —05  — | 4.8389e —05  —
c 2—5 2—5 2—1()
N E. Ord E, Ord E, Ord
25 ] 1.5181e — 02 2.09 | 1.5181e — 02 2.09 | 1.5181e — 02 2.09
27 | 4.9236e — 03  1.96 | 4.9236e —03 1.96 | 4.9236e — 03  1.96
28 | 1.6403¢ — 03  2.00 | 1.6403e —03 2.00 | 1.6403e — 03  2.00
2° | 5.1903¢ — 04 2.00 | 5.1903¢ —04 2.00 | 5.1903¢ — 04 2.00
219 1 1.6001e — 04 2.00 | 1.6001le — 04 2.00 | 1.6001le — 04 2.00
211 | 48380 — 05 — | 4.8389¢ —05 — | 4.8389¢ —05  —
c 2—15 2—25 2—30
N E, Ord E. Ord E. Ord
26 1 1.5181e — 02 2.09 | 1.5184e — 02 2.09 | 1.5795¢ — 02  2.09
27 | 4.9236e — 03  1.96 | 4.9221e —03 1.96 | 5.1202¢ — 03 1.96
28 | 1.6403¢ — 03 2.00 | 1.6436e —03 1.99 | 1.7097e — 03  1.99
29 | 5.1903¢ — 04 2.00 | 6.4509¢ —04 2.00 | 6.7102¢ — 04 2.00
2191 1.6002¢ — 04 2.00 | 2.8669¢ — 04 2.00 | 2.9823¢ — 04 2.00
211 | 4.8390e —05 — | 1.4048¢ —04 — | 1.4613e —04  —
c 2—35 2—40 2—45

Table 2: Errors Ey and convergence rates Ord for approximate solutions from Example 6.2.

Example 6.4. Consider the following problem

g2y =y> +y —2 for (0,1), (63)
whose exact solution is unknown. The nonlinear system was solved using the initial condition yg = 1, that
represents the reduced solution. The value of the constant v = 4 has been chosen so that the condition
v = fylz,y), V(z,y) € [0,1] X [yr, yu] C [0,1] x R is fulfilled, where yz, and yy are lower and upper solutions,
respectively, of the problem (62). Because of the fact that the exact solution is unknown, we are going to
calculate E,, using (60).



N E, Ord En Ord E, Ord
26 1 90.0262¢ —04 2.05 | 4.4799¢ — 03 2.03 | 3.9479¢ — 02 2.01
27 | 2.8729¢ — 04 1.91 | 1.4999¢ — 03 1.92 | 1.3362¢ — 03 1.93
28 | 9.8102¢ — 05 1.95 | 5.1221e — 04 1.95 | 4.5373¢ — 03  1.96
29 | 3.9049¢ — 05 1.99 | 2.0484e —04 1.99 | 1.8060e — 03 1.97
210 1 1.7496e — 05 1.99 | 9.1409¢ — 05 1.99 | 8.1249¢ — 04 1.97
2t | 8.6345¢ — 06  — | 4.4951le —05 — | 4.024le—04 —
€ 273 27° 2~ 10
N E, Ord E, Ord E, Ord
26 13.9479¢ — 02 2.01 | 3.9479¢ — 02 2.01 | 3.9479¢ — 02 2.01
27 | 1.3362¢ — 03 1.93 | 1.3362¢e —03 1.93 | 1.3362¢ — 03 1.93
28 | 4.5373¢ — 03 1.96 | 4.5373¢ —03 1.96 | 4.5373¢ — 03 1.96
29 | 1.8060e — 03 1.97 | 1.8060e — 03 1.97 | 1.8060e — 03 1.97
210 | 8.1249¢ — 04 1.97 | 8.1249¢ — 04 1.97 | 8.1249¢ — 04 1.97
211 | 4.0241e — 04  — | 4.0241e —04 — | 4.024le — 04 —
c 2715 2725 27\5()
N E, Ord En Ord E, Ord
25 13.9479¢ — 02 2.01 | 3.9483¢ — 02 2.01 | 3.9485¢ — 02 2.01
27 | 1.3362¢ — 03 1.93 | 1.3363¢ — 03 1.93 | 1.3364e — 03 1.93
28 | 4.5373¢ — 03 1.96 | 4.5377e — 03 1.95 | 4.5378 — 03 1.95
2% | 1.8060e — 03 1.97 | 1.8147¢ — 03 1.97 | 1.8180e — 03 1.97
210 1 8.1249¢ — 04 1.97 | 8.1641le — 04 1.97 | 8.1645¢ — 04 1.97
211 | 4.0241e — 04  — | 4.0434e —04  — | 4.0436e — 04  —
c 2—35 2—40 2—45

Table 3: Errors Ey and convergence rates Ord for approximate solutions from Example 6.3.

N E, Ord En Ord E, Ord
26 1 8.8623¢ — 04 2.09 | 3.4567¢ — 03 2.11 | 1.1656e — 02 2.10
27 | 2.8728¢ — 05 1.92 | 1.1085¢ — 03 1.93 | 3.7537¢ — 03 1.91
28 | 9.8102¢ — 05 1.96 | 3.7643¢ — 04 1.95 | 1.2923¢ — 03  1.98
29 | 3.9049¢ — 05 1.98 | 1.5054e — 04 1.98 | 4.1404e — 04 1.99
219 1 1.7496e — 05 1.98 | 6.7451e — 05 1.99 | 1.2855e¢ — 04  2.00
2t | 8.6345¢ — 06  — | 3.3169¢ —05 — | 3.891de —05 —
€ 273 27° o~ 10
N E, Ord E, Ord E, Ord
25 1 1.1656e — 02 2.10 | 1.1656e — 02 2.10 | 1.1656e — 02  2.10
27 | 3.7537¢ — 03 1.91 | 3.7537¢ — 03 1.91 | 3.7537¢ — 03 1.91
28 | 1.2923¢ — 03 1.98 | 1.2923¢ — 03 1.98 | 1.2923¢ — 03  1.98
29 | 4.1404e — 04  1.99 | 4.1404e — 04 1.99 | 4.1404e — 04 1.99
210 | 1.2855¢ — 04 2.00 | 1.2855¢ — 04 2.00 | 1.2855¢ — 04  2.00
211 | 3.8914e — 05 — | 3.8914e —05 — | 3.8914e —05  —
c 2715 2725 27\50
N E, Ord En Ord E, Ord
25 1 1.1656e — 02 2.10 | 1.1656e — 02 2.10 | 1.1656e — 02 2.10
27 | 3.7537¢ — 03 1.91 | 3.7537¢e — 03 1.91 | 3.7537¢ — 03 1.91
28 | 1.2023¢ — 03  1.98 | 1.2923¢ — 03 1.98 | 1.2923¢ — 03  1.98
29 | 4.1404e — 04  1.99 | 4.1404e — 04 1.99 | 4.1404e — 04 1.99
210 1 1.2855¢ — 04 2.00 | 1.2855¢ — 04 2.00 | 1.2855e¢ — 04  2.00
211 | 3.8914e — 05 — | 3.8914e —05 — | 3.8914e — 05 —
c 2—35 2—40 2—45

Table 4: Errors Ey and convergence rates Ord for approximate solutions from Example 6.4.
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Figure 1: Graphics of the numerical and exact solutions for N = 32 and ¢ = 273, 27°, 277, 279 for Example
6.1 and Example 6.3
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Figure 2: Graphics of the numerical and solutions for N = 32, 64 and e = 273, 275, 277, 279 for Example 6.2
and Example 6.4
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