arXiv:2409.07217v1 [math.NA] 11 Sep 2024

Anisotropic Error Analysis of Weak Galerkin finite element method for Singularly Perturbed Biharmonic Problems

Aayushman Raina^a, Srinivasan Natesan^{a,∗}, Şuayip Toprakseven^b

aDepartment of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Guwahati, Guwahati, 781 039 - India bDepartment of Mathematics, Faculty of Art and Science, Yozgat Bozok University, 66100 Yozgat, - Turkey

Abstract

We consider the Weak Galerkin finite element approximation of the Singularly Perturbed Biharmonic elliptic problem on a unit square domain with clamped boundary conditions. Shishkin mesh is used for domain discretization as the solution exhibits boundary layers near the domain boundary. Error estimates in the equivalent H^2− norm have been established and the uniform convergence of the proposed method has been proved. Numerical examples are presented corroborating our theoretical findings.

Keywords: Weak Galerkin finite element method, Biharmonic problem, Singular Perturbation problem, Shishkin mesh, Anisotropic estimates. 2020 MSC: 65N30, 65N15, 35J30.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned to solve the following biharmonic singularly perturbed problem

ε^2Δ^2u − Δu + au = g, in Ω, u = 0, ∂u ∂n = 0 on ∂Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω ⊂ R^2 is convex, bounded and polygonal domain. Here 0 < ε ≪ 1 is a singular perturbation parameter, and the function a satisfies 0 ≤ a_1 < a(x, y) < a_2 for some constants a_1 and a_2. We also assume that the functions g(x, y) and a(x, y) are sufficiently smooth on Ω. The problem (1.1) models different types

∗Corresponding author Email addresses: aayushman.raina@iitg.ac.in (Aayushman Raina),

natesan@iitg.ac.in (Srinivasan Natesan ), topraksp@artvin.edu.tr (Şuayip Toprakseven)

Preprint submitted to Mathematics and Computers in Simulation September 25, 2024

of physical models, for example, in the elasticity theory (1.1) models a plate bending problem (clamped plate), where the parameter ε measures the ratio of bending rigidity to tensile stiffness in the plate. In fluid dynamics it can be obtained from stream-vorticity formulation of Oseen equations, where ε is the reciprocal of the Reynolds number. In 3D, (1.1) can be seen as a simplified form of the stationary Cahn-Hiliard equations, with ε related to the length of the transition region of phase separation.

Owing to the significance of such fourth order problems, a lot of methods have been introduced to solve such problems. Some conforming finite element methods were studied in [5, 8] which requires C^1 function space of piecewise polynomials. To obtain C^1 elements, high-degree polynomials are employed, which leads to an increase in computational cost and time. To overcome these challenges by avoiding C^1 elements, non-conforming and mixed finite element methods were discussed in [13, 11]. Discontinuous Galerkin finite element methods have also been employed for solving the biharmonic problems, e.g., in [14] an hp- version of the interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin was used and in [9, 10] a continuous interior penalty method (C^0-IPM) was developed for the biharmonic problems.

Wang and Ye first proposed a new class of finite element methods, called the weak Galerkin finite element method (WG-FEM) in [19] for a second-order elliptic problem. By introducing a concept of weak functions and weak gradients, the WG-FEM provides a flexibility in constructing higher order elements, as one can use discontinuous basis functions on a general partition of the domain. Due to its flexibility on choosing mesh division and approximation spaces, the Weak Galerkin method has been studied and implemented on different kind of problems arising in physics and engineering. Some work on solving biharmonic problem using WG-FEM has been done in [16, 20].

Recently, many researchers have been working on implementing WG-FEM to solve singular perturbation problems (SPPs). Lin et al. in [12] considered a singularly perturbed second-order convection-diffusion-reaction problem in the convection dominated regime and solved it using WG-FEM. Zhu and Xie in [23] implemented a WG-FEM for one-dimensional convection-diffusion problems on a Shishkin mesh. A P 0 − P 0 WG-FEM for a diffusion-reaction SPP was discussed in [1]. Toprakseven in [18] proposed a WG-FEM for solving a nonlinear singular perturbation of reaction-diffusion type on a Bakhvalov-type mesh. Optimal-order uniform convergence of the method in the energy norm and a stronger balanced norm was established.

For solving singularly perturbed biharmonic problems using WG-FEM, not much work has been done. In [6] they have considered (1.1) without the reaction term and have constructed one Weak Galerkin finite element which converges uniformly with respect to the perturbation parameter ε ≪ 1. Under certain regularity assumptions , they showed optimal order of convergence in the discrete H^2−norm and in the L^2−norm, and their error estimates were based on uniform meshes. But the uniform convergence of the WG-FEM on layer-adapted mesh has not been discussed so far for fourth order problems. Our goal is to investigate the uniform-convergence of the WG-FEM on a Shishkin mesh for problem of type (1.1).

As SPPs show boundary layer character in its solution, standard numerical methods fail to catch the solution profile correctly, are inefficient, and produce non-physical oscillations on coarse mesh. That is why analysis and implementation of such numerical methods on layer-adapted meshes are important. In this work, for the first time, a WG-FEM has been implemented over a layer-adapted mesh for a fourth-order SPP. Anisotropic error estimates have also been derived in the equivalent norm of H^2 and the uniform convergence of the proposed method has also been proved.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present our model fourth-order singularly perturbed problem, its solution decomposition and discusses its WG-FEM formulation. Further, the piecewise uniform Shishkin mesh is constructed in Section 2. In Section 3 computation of local discretizations has been done. We have obtained the corresponding error equation and the anisotropic error estimates in the equivalent norm H^2 using an interpolation operator and the projections L^2 in Section 4. We have presented some numerical examples to validate our theoretical findings in Section 5. In Section 6, we close this paper with conclusions.

2. The model problem

2.1. Solution decomposition

Consider the model problem (1.1). In [10], authors made reasonable assumptions on the decomposition of solution and the presence of boundary layers over a unit square i.e., Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 1). The solution decomposition result has been stated in the following Lemma:

Lemma 2.1 ([10]) The solution u of the problem (1.1) in a unit square has the following decomposition:

u = S + ∑ i∈K E_i

where K := {1, 2, 3, 4, 21, 41, 23, 43}, S is the smooth term and E_i are the layer terms with S, E_i ∈ H^s(Ω), i ∈ K for any natural number s that satisfies 3 ≤ s ≤ k + 1. One can refer Figure 1 for better understanding. Furthermore, for each τ ∈ (0, 1/4), we have to follow the bounds:

|S|_{Hs (G)} ≤ meas (G)^{1/2}, G ⊆ Ω, (2.1)

‖E_i‖_{∞,Ω\Ω̃i} ≤ C ε exp ( − τ ε ) , (2.2)

|E_i|_{Hs (Ω̃i )} ≤ C ε^{32 −s}, (2.3)

Ω_{41} Ω_{21}

Ω_{23}

Ω_{43}

Ω_0

Ω_1

Ω_2 Ω_3

Ω_4 τ 1 − τ τ 1 − τ Figure 1: Discretization of unit square Ω̄

|E_i|_{Hl (Ω\Ω̃i )} ≤ C ε^{32 −l} exp ( − τ ε ) , l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, (2.4) where ~Ω_i := Ω_i, i ∈ {41, 21, 23, 43}.

2.2. The Shishkin triangular mesh

Our estimates (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) allow us to take the same mesh transition parameter τ := min{1/4, ελ ln N} for both x− axis and y− axis, where λ will be determined later. We consider our mesh to be the Shishkin mesh, which can be thought of as a tensor product of a one-dimensional Shishkin mesh with itself. Let τ and 1 − τ be our mesh transition parameters, and

h_1 := 4τ/N and h_2 := 2(1 − 2τ)/N, (2.5)

where N denotes the number of elements along the x and y axes and is assumed to be a multiple of 4. Then we can define our mesh points as

x_i = ih_1, i = 0, . . . ,^N_4 ,

τ + (i −^N_4 )h_2, i =^N_4 + 1, . . . ,^{3N}_4 ,

1 − τ + (i −^{3N}_4 )h_1, i =^{3N}_4 + 1, . . . , N.

(2.6) for x-coordinate axis. In the same fashion, on y-coordinate axis, we have

y_j = jh_1, j = 0, . . . ,^N_4 , τ + (j −^N_4 )h_2, j =^N_4 + 1, . . . ,^{3N}_4 , 1 − τ + (j −^{3N}_4 )h_1, j =^{3N}_4 + 1, . . . , N.

(2.7)

Therefore, using these mesh points we can define our rectangular Shishkin mesh T_N as a tensor product of 1D Shishkin mesh in each direction. That is, T_N := {T_{i,j} := [x_{i−1}, x_i] × [y_{j−1}, y_j ] for i, j = 1, . . . , N}. (2.8) Given a mesh rectangle, drawing the off-diagonal in each sub-rectangle, we get a piecewise uniform triangulation T_N which is our desired Shishkin triangular mesh. The mesh sizes h_{x,i} = x_{i+1} − x_i and h_{y,j} = y_{j+1} − y_j have the following order: h_{x,i} = O(N^{−1}) = h_{y,j} , i, j ∈ {N/4, N/4 + 1 . . . , 3N/4 − 1}, h_{x,i} = O(εN^{−1} ln N) = h_{y,j} , i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N/4 − 1} ∪ {3N/4, . . . , N − 1}. Let h_T be the mesh size of a triangle T in our Shishkin triangulation T_N .

Figure 2: A Shishkin triangular mesh with N = 8

2.3. Weak formulation and well-posedness

Consider our model problem as follows

ε^2Δ^2u − Δu + au = g, in Ω, u = 0, ∂u ∂n = 0, on ∂Ω,

where Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 1), and u ∈ H^2(Ω) and g ∈ L^2(Ω).

The WG-FEM provides high flexibility in element construction, by using discontinuous piecewise polynomials on a general discretization of the domain. By choosing an appropriate local basis functions, the desired order of accuracy can be obtained. For fourth-order problems, WG-FEM requires the construction of the weak Laplacian operator denoted by Δ_w and if the convection term is also present then weak gradient operator ∇_w is also required.

2.3.1. A weak Laplacian and a weak gradient operator and its approximation Let T_N be a triangulation of the domain Ω as polygons in 2D, and T denotes an element of the triangulation T_N and ∂T its boundary.

We will define a weak Laplacian and a weak gradient operator on a space of weak functions. Defining the space of local weak functions as:

F (T ) = { u = {u_0, u_b, u_g } : u_0 ∈ L^2(T ), u_b ∈ H^{1/2}(∂T ), u_g · n ∈ H^{−1/2}(∂T ) } . First, we define the set of normal directions on E_N as follows:

D_h = {n_e : n_e is unit and normal to e, e ∈ E_N } (2.9)

where E_N denotes the set of all edges in T_N . Now given any non-negative integer k, we can define discrete weak function space on T as: F_N (T ) = {u = {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e} : u_0 ∈ P_k(T ), u_b ∈ P_k(e), u_g ∈ P_{k−1}(e), e ⊂ ∂T } , where u_g can be interpreted as an approximation of ∇u · n_e.

Defining the weak finite element space globally, i.e., on domain Ω as:

S_N = S_N (Ω) = {u = {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e} : {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e}|_T ∈ F_N (T ), ∀ T ∈ T_N }.

Let S^0_N (Ω) be the subspace of S_N such that:

S^0_N = S^0_N (Ω) = {u = {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e} ∈ S_N (Ω) : u_b = 0, u_g|_e = 0 on e ⊂ ∂T ∩∂Ω}.

Define G(T ) as G(T ) = {ϑ : ϑ ∈ H^1(T ), Δϑ ∈ L^2(T )}.

Here, we can now think of a linear functional from the dual of G(T ) that will actually be the weak local Laplacian that we denote as Δ_w.

For any non-negative integer m, the local weak Laplacian Δ_{w,m}u_N ∈ P_m(T ) of u_N = {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e} is defined as follows: (Δ_{w,m}u, ψ)_T = (u_0, Δψ)_T − ⟨u_b, ∇ψ · n⟩_{∂T} + ⟨u_gn_e · n, ψ⟩_{∂T} , ∀ψ ∈ P_m(T ), (2.10) where ⟨·, ·⟩_{∂T} is the L^2−inner product on ∂T and n represents the outward unit normal to ∂T . Similarly, for any integer l ≥ 0, the weak gradient operator ∇_wu_N ∈ [P_l(T )]^2 can be defined on T as:

(∇_wu_N , ψ)_T = −(u_0, ∇ · ψ)_T + ⟨u_b, ψ · n⟩_{∂T} ∀ψ ∈ [P_l(T )]^2. (2.11) The discrete weak Laplacian operator on the WG finite element space S_N is denoted by Δ_{w,k−2} and computed using (2.10) on each element T for k ≥ 2, that is, (Δ_{w,k−2}u_N )|_T = Δ_{w,k−2} ( u_N |_T ) , ∀u_N ∈ S_N . For the sake of simplicity, we do not write the subscript k − 2 in Δ_{w,k−2}.

For any u_N = (u_0, u_b, u_gn_e) ∈ S^0_N and v_N = (v_0, v_b, v_gn_e) ∈ S^0_N , we get our weak formulation as:

a(u_N , v_N ) = (g, v_0), (2.12) where

a(u_N , v_N ) = ∑ T ∈T_N (ε^2Δ_wu_N , Δ_wv_N )_T + ∑ T ∈T_N (∇_wu_N , ∇_wv_N )_T (2.13) + ∑ T ∈T_N (au_0, v_0)_T + s(u_N , v_N )

is the associated bilinear form, and s(u, v) = ∑ T ∈T_N [ ρ_T ⟨∇u_0 · n_e − u_g, ∇v_0 · n_e − v_g ⟩_{∂T} + σ_T ⟨u_0 − u_b, v_0 − v_b⟩_{∂T} ] (2.14) is the stabilizer term with ρ_T and σ_T are constants given by

ρ_T = { εN, if T ⊂ Ω_0, εN ln^{−1} N, if T ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0,

(2.15) and σ_T = { N, if T ⊂ Ω_0, ε^{−1}(N ln^{−1} N)^3, if T ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0.

(2.16)

Lemma 2.2 For any u_N ∈ S^0_N , let ‖|u_N |‖ be defined as ‖|u_N |‖^2 = a(u_N , u_N ).

Then, ‖| · |‖ defines a norm in S^0_N .

Proof. The proof can be found in [6, Lemma 2.1]. □ Lemma 2.3 The WG-FEM scheme (2.12) admits at most one solution. Proof. Let u^1_N and u^2_N be two solution of the WG-FEM approximation (2.12). Then, we have w_N := u^1_N − u^2_N ∈ S^0_N that satisfies a(w_N , v_N ) = 0, ∀v_N = {v_0, v_b, v_g n_e} ∈ S^0_N . (2.17) Taking v_N = w_N in (2.17) yields ‖|w_N |‖ = a(w_N , w_N ) = 0.

The Lemma 2.2 implies that w_N = 0 leading to u^1_N = u^2_N . Thus, the proof is completed. □ Lemma 2.4 (Trace-inverse estimate on triangle) Denote the edge of a mesh element T by e, the length of the edge by |e|, and the area of the element by |T |. For any ϕ ∈ P_k(T ), for all elements T ∈ T_N , the following trace inequality holds: ‖ϕ‖_e ≤ κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ‖ϕ‖_T , where κ only depends on the degree of the polynomials k.

Proof. We can refer to [7, Lemma 1.46] for the proof. □ Introducing a discrete H^2−semi-norm on the space S_N involving the usual derivatives as: ‖|u|‖_M = ( ∑ T ∈T_N ( ε^2‖Δu_0‖^2_T + ‖∇u_0‖^2_T + ‖au_0‖^2_T ) + s(u_N , u_N )

) 1_2 , (2.18)

where

s(u_N , u_N ) = ∑ ∂T ∈T_N ρ_T ‖∇v_0 − v_gn_e‖^2_{∂T} + σ_T ‖v_0 − v_b‖^2_{∂T} .

Lemma 2.5 Let ρ_T and σ_T be given by (2.15) and (2.16), respectively. In Shishkin triangular mesh T_N , there exist two positive constants κ_1 and κ_2 such that κ_1‖|u|‖_M ≤ ‖|u|‖ ≤ κ_2‖|u|‖_M , for all u = {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e} ∈ S_N .

Proof. Using the definition of weak Laplacian (2.10) for any {u_0, u_b, u_g n_e} ∈ S_N and integration by parts, we get for T ∈ T_N , (Δ_wu, ψ)_T = (u_0, Δψ)_T − ⟨u_b, ∇ψ · n⟩_{∂T} + ⟨u_g n_e · n, ψ⟩_{∂T} , ∀ψ ∈ P_m(T ), = −(∇u_0, ∇ψ)_T + ⟨u_0 − u_b, ∇ψ · n⟩_{∂T} + ⟨u_g n_e · n, ψ⟩_{∂T} = (Δu_0, ψ)_T + ⟨u_0 − u_b, ∇ψ · n⟩_{∂T} + ⟨(u_gn_e − ∇u_0) · n, ψ⟩_{∂T} .

Now, substituting ψ = Δ_wu into the above, we get ‖Δ_wu‖^2_T = (Δu_0, Δ_wu)_T + ⟨u_0 − u_b, ∇ (Δ_wu) · n⟩_{∂T} + ⟨(u_g n_e − ∇u_0) · n, Δ_wu⟩_{∂T} · (2.19) It follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.4 that ε‖Δ_wu‖^2_T ≤ ε‖Δu_0‖_T ‖Δ_wu‖_T + εσ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} × σ^{−1/2}_T ‖∇(Δ_wu)‖_{∂T} +ερ^{1/2}_T ‖(u_gn_e − ∇u_0) · n‖_{∂T} × ρ^{−1/2}_T ‖Δ_wu‖_{∂T} ≤ ε‖Δu_0‖_T ‖Δ_wu‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} × εσ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ‖∇(Δ_wu)‖_T +

ρ^{1/2}_T ‖(u_gn_e − ∇u_0) · n‖_{∂T} × ερ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ‖Δ_wu‖_T ≤ ε‖Δu_0‖_T ‖Δ_wu‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} × εσ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} h^{−1}_T ‖Δ_wu‖_T +

ρ^{1/2}_T ‖(u_gn_e − ∇u_0) · n‖_{∂T} × ερ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ‖Δ_wu‖_T , which reduces to ε‖Δ_wu‖_T ≤ C ( ε‖Δu_0‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} + ρ^{1/2}_T ‖(u_gn_e − ∇u_0) · n‖_{∂T} ) . (2.20) Here, we have the following inequalities: For T ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0, |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ≤ Cε^{−1/2}N^{1/2} ln^{−1/2} N, ρ^{−1/2}_T ≤ Cε^{−1/2}N^{−1/2} ln^{1/2} N, and for T ⊂ Ω_0, |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ≤ CN^{1/2}, ρ^{−1/2}_T ≤ Cε^{−1/2}N^{−1/2}. Thus, the coefficient ερ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} does not include a negative power of ε.

Furthermore, using the definition of σ_T and the above estimates, for any T ⊂ Ω_C with Ω_C := Ω_{41} ∪ Ω_{43} ∪ Ω_{21} ∪ Ω_{23}, we have εσ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} h^{−1}_T ≤ ε · ε^{1/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^{3/2}ε^{−1/2}N^{1/2} ln^{−1/2} Nε^{−1}(N^{−1} ln N)^{−1} ≤ C, and for T ⊂ Ω \ (Ω_0 ∪ Ω_C ), we have εσ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} h^{−1}_T ≤ ε · ε^{1/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^{3/2}ε^{−1/2}N^{1/2} ln^{−1/2} N · N ≤ C, where we have used that εN ≤ 1. Lastly, for T ⊂ Ω_0, we have εσ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} h^{−1}_T ≤ ε · N^{−1/2} · N^{1/2} · N ≤ C. Similarly, using the definition of weak gradient (2.11) and integration by parts, we get

(∇_wu, ψ)_T = −(u_0, ∇ · ψ)_T + ⟨u_b, ψ · n⟩_{∂T} ∀ψ ∈ [P_l(T )]^2 = (∇u_0, ψ)_T + ⟨u_b − u_0, ψ · n⟩_{∂T} . (2.21) Substituting ψ = ∇_wu in the above equation, we have ‖∇_wu‖^2_T = (∇u_0, ∇_wu)_T + ⟨u_b − u_0, ∇_wu · n⟩_{∂T} , which reduces to ‖∇_wu‖^2_T ≤ ‖∇u_0‖_T ‖∇_wu‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} σ^{−1/2}_T ‖∇_wu‖_{∂T} ≤ ‖∇u_0‖_T ‖∇_wu‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} × κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} σ^{−1/2}_T ‖∇_wu‖_T , by using Lemma 2.4.

We simplify the above inequality to obtain the following: ‖∇_wu‖_T ≤ C ( ‖∇u_0‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} ) · (2.22) Here, we have used the following observation: For any T ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0, one has σ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ≤ ε^{1/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^{3/2}ε^{−1/2}N^{1/2} ln^{−1/2} N ≤ 1, and any T ⊂ Ω_0, we have σ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ≤ N^{−1/2}N^{1/2} ≤ 1.

In order to obtain the lower bound, we choose ψ = ∇u_0 in (2.21) to get (∇_wu, ∇u_0)_T = (∇u_0, ∇u_0)_T + ⟨u_b − u_0, ∇u_0 · n⟩_{∂T} .

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.4 that (∇u_0, ∇u_0)_T ≤ ‖∇_wu‖_T ‖∇u_0‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} × σ^{−1/2}_T ‖∇u_0 · n‖_{∂T} ≤ ‖∇_wu‖_T ‖∇u_0‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} × σ^{−1/2}_T κ |e|^{1/2} |T |^{1/2} ‖∇u_0‖_T , which reduces to ‖∇u_0‖_T ≤ C_3 ( ‖∇_wu‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} ) . (2.23) Using the bounds obtained in (2.20) and (2.22), we obtain ‖|u|‖ ≤ C_1 ( ∑ T ∈T_N ε‖Δu_0‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} + ρ^{1/2}_T ‖(u_gn_e − ∇u_0) · n‖_{∂T} )

+ C_2 ( ∑ T ∈T_N ‖∇u_0‖_T + σ^{1/2}_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖_{∂T} ) + ∑ T ∈T_N a_2‖u_0‖^2_T ≤ κ_1‖|u|‖_M . From (2.23) and definition of ‖|u|‖, it is straightforward to have ∑ T ∈T_N ‖∇u_0‖^2_T ≤ C‖|u|‖^2, ∑ T ∈T_N σ_T ‖u_0 − u_b‖^2_{∂T} ≤ C‖|u|‖^2, ∑ T ∈T_N ρ_T ‖(∇u_0 − u_gn_e) · n‖^2_{∂T} ≤ C‖|u|‖^2.

Now using integration by parts in (2.19), we get ‖Δu_0‖^2_T = (Δu_0, Δ_wu)_T − ⟨u_0 − u_b, ∇ (Δ_wu) · n⟩_{∂T} − ⟨(u_g n_e − ∇u_0) · n, Δ_wu⟩_{∂T} · Using trace inequality, inverse inequality and above bounds, we reach ‖Δu_0‖^2_T ≤ C‖Δu_0‖_T ‖Δ_wu‖_T , ∑ T ∈T_N ‖Δu_0‖_T ≤ C‖Δ_wu‖_T .

which will give the lower bound for ‖|u|‖, i.e., κ_2‖|u|‖_M ≤ ‖|u|‖· This completes the proof. □

3. Local discretization of weak Galerkin FEM

3.1. Computation of local stiffness matrices

Let N_0, N_b and N_g represent the dimensions for the polynomial spaces of u_0, u_b, u_g, respectively, and let {ψ_{0,i}}^{N0}_{i=1} , {ψ_{b,i}}^{Nb}_{i=1} , {ψ_{g,i}}^{Ng}_{i=1} be their corresponding bases. Then u can be expressed by

u|_T = N_0∑

i=1 u_{0,i}ψ_{0,i}, N_b∑

i=1 u_{b,i}ψ_{b,i}, N_g∑

i=1 u_{g,i}ψ_{g,i} .

On each element T , the local stiffness matrix S_T for (2.12) can then be expressed as S_T = S_{0,0} S_{0,b} S_{0,g} S_{b,0} S_{b,b} S_{b,g} S_{g,0} S_{g,b} S_{g,g} (3.1)

These matrices are defined as:

S_{0,0} = [a(ψ_{0,i}, ψ_{0,j} )]_{i,j} , S_{0,b} = [a(ψ_{0,i}, ψ_{b,j} )]_{i,j} , S_{0,g} = [a(ψ_{0,i}, ψ_{g,j} )]_{i,j} S_{b,0} = [a(ψ_{b,i}, ψ_{0,j} )]_{i,j} , S_{b,b} = [a(ψ_{b,i}, ψ_{b,j} )]_{i,j} , S_{b,g} = [a(ψ_{b,i}, ψ_{g,j} )]_{i,j} S_{g,0} = [a(ψ_{g,i}, ψ_{0,j} )]_{i,j} , S_{g,b} = [a(ψ_{g,i}, ψ_{b,j} )]_{i,j} , S_{g,g} = [a(ψ_{g,i}, ψ_{g,j} )]_{i,j} where i, j correspond to the row and column numbers and a(·, ·) is defined as earlier in (2.13).

Before we can calculate S_T , we need to evaluate the discrete Laplacian operator Δ_w and discrete gradient operator ∇_w.

Let ψ_{w,i}, i = 1, . . . , N_w be a set of basis functions of P_r(T ) ⊂ G(T ). Then we can express Δ_wv as follows:

Δ_wv|_T = N_w∑

i=1 (Δ_wv)_iψ_{w,i}.

Then Δ_wv corresponding to the bases functions v_i={ψ_{0,i}}^{N0}_{i=1}, {ψ_{b,i}}^{Nb}_{i=1}, {ψ_{g,i}}^{Ng}_{i=1} can be expressed as Δ_wψ_{0,i} Δ_wψ_{b,i} Δ_wψ_{g,i} = C_0 C_b C_g [ψ_{w,i}] where C_0, C_b, C_g are matrices of coefficients whose values are to be evaluated. More details can be found in [4].

Now, using the definition of the discrete weak gradient, for u|_T we can find the vector form of ∇_wv on T by

D|_T (∇_wv) = −E_T ψ_0 + F_T ψ_b, (3.2) where D_T is N_g × N_g matrix, E_T is N_g × N_0 matrix and F_T is N_g × N_b matrix. Exact representation of these matrices can be found in [15]. Once these matrices are evaluated, by using (3.2) we can compute the weak gradient of bases functions ψ_{0,i} and ψ_{b,i} on T as follows:

(∇_wψ_{0,i}) = −D^{−1}_T E_T e^{N0}_i , (∇_wψ_{b,i}) = D^{−1}_T F_T e^{Nb}_i ,

where e^{N0}_i and e^{Nb}_i are vectors of order N_0 × 1 and N_b × 1 respectively, with the property that their ith entry is unity and others zero.

Define matrices A_T = [ (ε^2ψ_{w,i}, ψ_{w,j} )_T ] i,j , B_T = [ (ψ_{g,i}, ψ_{g,j} )_T ] i,j , C_T = [ (aψ_{0,i}, ψ_{0,j} )_T ] i,j , where (·, ·)_T denote the standard L^2(T ) or [L^2(T )]^d inner product, whichever is appropriate.

Now, we are in a position, where we can find the local stiffness matrix S_T and the same is specified in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1 We can compute S_T (the local stiffness matrix) as defined in (3.1) by using the following formula:

S_{0,0} = C_0A_T C^t_0 + E^t_T D^{−t}_T B_T D^{−1}_T E_T + C_T , S_{0,b} = C_0A_T C^t_b − E^t_T D^{−t}_T B_T D^{−1}_T F_T , S_{0,g} = C_0A_T C^t_g , S_{b,0} = C_bA_T C^t_0 − F^t_T D^{−t}_T B_T D^{−1}_T E_T , S_{b,b} = C_bA_T C^t_b + F^t_T D^{−t}_T B_T D^{−1}_T F_T , S_{b,g} = C_bA_T C^t_g , S_{g,0} = C_g A_T C^t_0, S_{g,b} = C_g A_T C^t_b, S_{g,g} = C_g A_T C^t_g , where t represents the standard matrix transpose.

3.2. Local discrete stabilizer term

The local stabilizer term which we have taken is s(u, v) := ∑ T ∈T_N [ ρ_T ⟨∇u_0 − u_gn_e, ∇v_0 − v_g n_e⟩_{∂T} + σ_T ⟨u_0 − u_b, v_0 − v_b⟩_{∂T} ] . Now let s_1 = ρ_T ⟨∇u_0 − u_gn_e, ∇v_0 − v_gn_e⟩_{∂T} ,

s_2 = σ_T ⟨u_0 − u_b, v_0 − v_b⟩_{∂T} , then, we can rewrite s(u, v) as s(u, v) = ∑ T ∈T_N (s_1 + s_2).

Now, by using the form of u|_T as defined in the beginning of this section and substituting it in s_1 and s_2, we get the matrix corresponding to the discrete stabilizer term on element T .

4. Error Analysis

In this section, we will present error estimates for the Weak Galerkin finite element solution u_N of (2.12).

4.1. Interpolation operator

In this subsection, four interpolation operators I_0, I_b, I_g and I_h are introduced for the interpolation error analysis. For each T ∈ T_N , I_0 : H^2(T ) → P_k(T ) is the Lagrange interpolation, I_b : L^2(e) → P_k(e) is the L^2-projection onto P_k(e), and I_g is the L^2-projection onto P_{k−1}(e). Finally, for any u ∈ H^2(Ω), we define the projection I_h into the finite element space S_N such that I_hu = {I_0u, I_bu, I_g (∇u · n_e)n_e} on the element T .

Remark 4.1 Since the Shishkin mesh is highly anisotropic, we need sharp anisotropic interpolation error estimates inside of the element. For this reason, we introduce the Lagrange interpolation I_0 instead of the L^2-projection. The L^2-projections I_b and I_g are the commonly used projections in the error analysis of WG-FEM for the biharmonic problems, see [6], [22].

We need the following local anisotropic interpolation error estimate for our analysis. But before that let us state the maximal angle condition [2].

Maximal angle condition: There is a constant γ_∗ ≤ π (independent of h_T and T ∈ T_N ) such that the maximal interior angle γ_T of any element T is bounded by γ_∗.

Theorem 4.2 ([2]) Assume that the element T fulfills the maximal angle condition. Taking γ = (γ_1, γ_2) as a multiindex where m := γ_1 + γ_2 and u ∈ C(T̄ ) are functions for which D^γ u ∈ H^{ℓ̄−m}(T ) where ℓ̄, m ∈ N such that 0 ≤ m < ℓ̄ and 2 ≤ ℓ̄ ≤ k + 1 hold. Then the following estimate:

‖D^γ (u − I_0u)‖_L2_{(T )} ≤ C ∑ |β|=1 h^{(ℓ̄−m)β} ‖ ‖ ‖D^{γ+(ℓ̄−m)β} u ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(T )}

holds with h^β := h^{β1}_{x,T} h^{β2}_{y,T} .

Proof. For the detailed proof, we refer the reader to [2, Theorem 2.1]. □ In our analysis, the following interpolation error estimates on the edge e ⊂ ∂T for each T ∈ T_N will be helpful.

Lemma 4.3 For any edge e ⊂ ∂T , the interpolation I_0 and the L^2-projections I_b and I_g satisfy ‖I_0u − u‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ { CN^{−s} + CεN^{−λ}, if e ⊂ Ω_0, Cε^{3/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^s, if e ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0, ‖∇ (I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ { CN^{−(s−1)} + CN^{−λ}, if e ⊂ Ω_0, Cε^{1/2}N^{−(s−1)} ln^{s−1} N, if e ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0,

ε ‖Δ (I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ { C min{ε^{1/2}N^2, N^{1/2}}N^{−λ}, if e ⊂ Ω_0, Cε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−2} N, if e ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0,

ε^2 ‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ { C min{ε^{1/2}N^3, N}N^{−λ}, if e ⊂ Ω_0, Cε^{1/2}N^{−(s−3)} ln^{s−3} N, if e ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0, ‖I_bu − u‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ { CN^{−s} + CεN^{−λ}, if e ⊂ Ω_0, Cε^{3/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^s, if e ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0, ‖(I_g (∇u · n_e)n_e − ∇u‖_{L∞(e)} ≤ { CN^{−(s−1)} + CN^{−λ}, if e ⊂ Ω_0, Cε^{1/2}N^{−(s−1)} ln^{s−1} N, if e ⊂ Ω \ Ω_0, where u ∈ H^s(Ω) for 3 = s = k + 1 or 4 ≤ s ≤ k + 1.

Proof. For any e ⊂ ∂T , T ∈ T_N , it follows from the fact u, I_0u ∈ C^3(T ) that ‖I_0u − u‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ ‖I_0u − u‖_L∞_{(T )} , ‖∇(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ ‖∇(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(T )} , ‖Δ(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ ‖Δ(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(T )} .

Now, from Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 2.1, we have the error estimates for ‖I_0u − u‖_L∞_{(T )}, ‖∇(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(T )} and ‖Δ(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(T )} which give the desired estimates for ‖I_0u − u‖_L∞_{(e)}, ‖∇(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(e)} and ‖Δ(I_0u − u)‖_L∞_{(e)}. A similar argument was given in [21].

Now we follow the ideas used in [10] to derive the bound for ε^2 ‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖_L∞_{(T )} for any T ∈ T_N . The desired estimate follows from the following fact: ε^2 ‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ ε^2 ‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖_L∞_{(T )} .

Using the decomposition of solution and the linearity of the interpolation operator I_0, we split the interpolation error into

u − I_0u = S − I_0S + ∑ i∈K (E_i − I_0E_i).

Let η := S−I_0S. Since the bounds on S are independent of ε, we invoke Theorem

4.2 for m = 3 and m < s for all elements T ∈ T_N with h_{x,T} , h_{y,T} ≤ h_2 and

obtain ‖η^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ C ∑ |β|=m ( h^{s−m}_x ‖ ‖ ‖D^β ∂^{s−m}S ∂x^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖ L^∞(T ) + h^{s−m}_y ‖ ‖ ‖D^β ∂^{s−m}S ∂y^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖ L^∞(T )

)_2

≤ Ch^{2(s−m)} 2 ‖S^{(s)}‖^2_{L∞(T )}, (4.1)

and thus, we have ∑ T ∈T_N ‖η^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ CN^{2(m−s)}. When s = m = 3, the polynomial degree k = 2 implies |η|_{H3 (T )} = |S|_{H3 (T )}

and we have the above estimates as well.

Next, define ζ := E_1 −I_0E_1. Knowing that on the region Ω^∗_1 = Ω_{41} ∪Ω_4 ∪Ω_{43}

the boundary layer E_1 is resolved, the rest of the proof will consist of two cases.

The interpolation errors of the other layers can be proved in a similar way.

Let T ⊆ Ω^∗_1. We shall estimate ‖ζ^{(3)}‖_{L∞(T )}. Using Theorem 4.2 with m =

s = 3 = k + 1, we have

‖ζ^{(3)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ C ∑ |β|=m ( h^{2(s−m)} x,T ‖ ‖ ‖D^β ∂^{s−m}E_1 ∂x^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^∞(T ) + h^{2(s−m)} y,T ‖ ‖ ‖D^β ∂^{s−m}E^1 ∂y^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖^2 L^∞(T ) )

= C h^{2(s−m)} x,T ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂^{s−m}E^{(m)}_1 ∂x^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

L^∞(T ) + h^{2(s−m)} y,T ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂^{s−m}E^{(m)}_1 ∂y^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

L^∞(T ) .

Noting that h_{x,T} = h_1 on Ω^∗_1\Ω_4 and summing up the estimate above gives ∑ T ∈T_N (Ω^∗_1 )

‖ζ^{(3)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ C h^{2(s−m)} 1 ‖ ‖E^{(m)}_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L∞} (Ω^∗_1 ) + h^{2(s−m)} 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂^{s−m}E^{(m)}_1 ∂y^{s−m} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

L^∞(Ω_1 ) .

From (2.3) and (2.4) and using the fact εh^{−1}_1 ≤ Ch^{−1}_2 with the choice of λ, we

have for m = 3: ∑ T ⊂Ω^∗_1

‖ζ^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} = ∑ T ⊂Ω^∗_1 ‖ζ^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ Cε^{3−2m} ( h^{2(s−m)} 1 ε^{2m−2s} + h^{2(s−m)}_2 )

≤ Cε^{3−2m} ( h_1ε^{−1} )_{2(s−m)} = Cε^{3−2m} ( N^{−1} ln N )_{2(s−m)} . (4.2)

On Ω^c_1 := Ω\Ω^∗_1, the layer E_1 is not resolved. Imitating the techniques used in [10], we can prove the following estimates: ∑ T ⊂Ω^c_1 ‖ζ^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ Cε^{3−2m} ( h^{−m}_2 exp ( − λ ε ))_2 , (4.3) ∑ T ⊂Ω^c_1 ‖ζ^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ Cε^{1−2m} ( h_2 exp ( − λ ε ))_2 , (4.4) ∑ T ⊂Ω^c_1 ‖ζ^{(m)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ Cε^{2−2m}h^{1−m}_2 ( exp ( − λ ε ))_2 . (4.5)

Using the estimates (4.3)–(4.5), we conclude that ∑ T ⊂Ω^c_1

‖ζ^{(3)}‖^2_{L∞(T )} ≤ C min{ε^{−3}h^{−6}_2 , ε^{−4}h^{−2}_2 , ε^{−5}h^2} ( exp ( − λ ε ))_2 . (4.6)

Consequently, choosing one of these minima yields the following desired estimate: ∑ T ∈T_N ε^4‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖^2_{L∞(T )} = ε^4‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖^2_{L∞(Ω∗1 )}

+ ε^4‖∇(Δ (I_0u − u))‖^2_{L∞(Ω\Ω∗1 )} ≤ C ( ε^{1/2} ( N^{−1} ln N )_{(s−3)}

+ min{ε^{1/2}N^3,N}N^{−λ} )_2 . The L^∞−stability of the L^2−projections on the Shishkin mesh [17] give that ‖I_bu − u‖_L∞_{(e)} ≤ C (‖ ‖u^I − u ‖ ‖_{L∞(e)} + ‖ ‖I_b(u^I − u) ‖ ‖_{L∞(e)} ) ≤ C ‖ ‖u^I − u ‖ ‖_{L∞(e)} and ‖(I_g (∇u · n_e)n_e − ∇u‖_{L∞(e)} ≤ C ( ‖ ‖∇(u^I − u) ‖ ‖_{L∞(e)} + ‖ (I_g (∇(u^I − u)) · n_e)n_e ‖ L^∞(e) ) , ≤ C ‖ ‖∇(u^I − u) ‖ ‖_{L∞(e)} , where u^I is the Lagrange interpolation of u on the edge e ⊂ ∂T for a given T ∈ T_N . Since u, I_0u ∈ C^1(T ), we have u^I |_e = I_0u|_e and ∇u^I |_e = ∇(I_0u)|_e for any e ⊂ ∂T . Thus, the last two error estimates follow from the first two bounds, which are the required results. □ The following lemma from [10, Lemma 3.5] will be used in the error analysis:

Lemma 4.4 [10] Let the solution of the problem (1.1) u belongs to H^s(Ω) for s = 3 = k + 1 or 4 ≤ s ≤ k + 1 and satisfies Lemma 2.1. Then on a family of Shishkin meshes as defined by (2.5)-(2.8), the following estimates hold:

ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N |u − I_0u|^2_{H2 (T )} ≤ C ( ε^{12} ( N^{−1} ln N )_{s−2} + min { ε^{12} N^2, N^{12} } N^{−λ} )_2 , |u − I_0u|^2_{H1 (Ω)} ≤ C ( ε^{12} ( N^{−1} ln N )_{s−1} + N^{−(s−1)} + N^{−λ}

)_2 , ‖u − I_0u‖^2_{L2(Ω)} ≤ C ( ε^{32} ( N^{−1} ln N )_s + N^{−s} + εN^{−λ} )_2 . The constants C are independent of ε and mesh properties.

4.2. Error equations

The proposed WG-FEM has a consistency error since the exact solution does not satisfy the numerical scheme. This consistency error deteriorates the classical orthogonal property of the classical FEM and some discontinuous Galerkin methods. In order to estimate this consistency error, we will derive some error equations.

Lemma 4.5 Let I_hu be the interpolation of the solution u of (1.1). Then we have the following identities:

ε^2(Δ^2u, v_0) = ε^2(Δ_w(I_hu), Δ_wv_N ) − Z_1(u, v_N ), ∀v_N ∈ S^0_N , (4.7)

− (Δu, v_0) = (∇_w (I_hu) , ∇_wv_N ) − Z_2 (u, v_N ) , (4.8)

(au, v_0) = (aI_hu, v_0) − Z_3(u, v_N ), (4.9)

where

Z_1(u, v_N ) = ε^2 ( Δ(−u + I_0u), Δv_0 ) + ε^2 ⟨ Δu − ΔI_0u, (∇v_0 − v_g n_e) · n ⟩ − ε^2 ⟨ ∇(Δu − ΔI_0u) · n, v_0 − v_b ⟩ + ε^2⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wv_N ⟩

− ε^2⟨I_bu − I_0u, ∇(Δ_wv_N ) · n⟩, (4.10)

Z_2(u, v_N ) = (∇ (u − I_0u) , ∇v_0) + ⟨(∇u − ∇I_0u) · n, v_b − v_0⟩ + ⟨ I_0u − I_bu, ∇_wv_N · n ⟩ , (4.11)

Z_3(u, v_N ) = (a(I_0u − u), v_0). (4.12)

Proof. For v_N = {v_0, v_b, v_gn_e} ∈ S^0_N , integration by parts gives ( Δ(I_0u), Δv_0 ) = ( Δ(I_0u − u), Δv_0 ) + ( Δu, Δv_0 ) , = ( Δ(I_0u − u), Δv_0 ) + ( Δ^2u, v_0 ) + ⟨ Δu, ∇v_0 · n ⟩ − ⟨ ∇(Δu) · n, v_0 ⟩ , = ( Δ(I_0u − u), Δv_0 ) + ( Δ^2u, v_0 ) + ⟨ Δu, (∇v_0 − v_g n_e) · n ⟩ − ⟨ ∇(Δu) · n, v_0 − v_b ⟩ , (4.13)

where we have used the fact that v_g and v_b vanish on the boundary of the domain.

It follows from the definition of the weak Laplacian operator (2.10), integration by parts and (4.13) that for any v_N ∈ S^0_N ,

(Δ_wI_hu, Δ_wv_N ) = (I_0u, Δ(Δ_wv_N )) + ⟨I_g (∇u)n_e · n, Δ_wv_N ⟩ − ⟨I_bu, ∇(Δ_wv_N ) · n⟩ = (ΔI_0u, Δ_wv_N ) + ⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wv_N ⟩ − ⟨I_bu − I_0u, ∇(Δ_wv_N ) · n⟩ = (v_0, Δ(ΔI_0u)) − ⟨v_b, ∇(ΔI_0u) · n⟩ + ⟨(v_g n_e) · n, ΔI_0u⟩

+ ⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wv_N ⟩ − ⟨I_bu − I_0u, ∇(Δ_wv_N ) · n⟩ = (Δv_0, ΔI_0u) − ⟨v_b − v_0, ∇(ΔI_0u) · n⟩

+ ⟨(v_g n_e − ∇v_0) · n, ΔI_0u⟩

+ ⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wv_N ⟩ − ⟨I_bu − I_0u, ∇(Δ_wv_N ) · n⟩ = ( Δ^2u, v_0 ) + ( Δ(I_0u − u), Δv_0 ) + ⟨ Δu − ΔI_0u, (∇v_0 − v_g n_e) · n ⟩ − ⟨ ∇(Δu − ΔI_0u) · n, v_0 − v_b ⟩ + ⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wv_N ⟩ − ⟨I_bu − I_0u, ∇(Δ_wv_N ) · n⟩. (4.14) Thus, we complete the proof of (4.7).

For any v_N ∈ S^0_N , integration by parts yields

(∇(I_0u), ∇v_0) = (∇ (I_0u − u) , ∇v_0) + (∇u, ∇v_0)

= (∇ (I_0u − u) , ∇v_0) − (Δu, v_0) + ⟨∇u · n, v_0⟩

= (∇ (I_0u − u) , ∇v_0) − (Δu, v_0) + ∑ T ∈T_N ⟨∇u · n, v_0 − v_b⟩_{∂T} , (4.15)

where we have used ∑ T ∈T_N ⟨∇u · n, vb⟩∂T = 0 due to the boundary condition

v_b|_{∂Ω} = 0. Using (2.11), integration by parts, and (4.15) we have ( ∇_w(I_hu), ∇_wv_N ) = −(I_0u, ∇ · ∇_wv_N ) + ⟨ I_bu, ∇_wv_N · n ⟩ = ( ∇(I_0u), ∇_wv_N ) + ⟨ I_bu − I_0u, ∇_wv_N · n ⟩ = − ( ∇ · (∇I_0u), v_0 ) + ⟨∇I_0u · n, v_b⟩ + ⟨ I_bu − I_0u, ∇_wv_N · n ⟩ = (∇ (I_0u) , ∇v_0) + ⟨∇I_0u · n, v_b − v_0⟩ + ⟨ I_bu − I_0u, ∇_wv_N · n ⟩ = − (Δu, v_0) + (∇ (I_0u − u) , ∇v_0) + ⟨(∇I_0u − ∇u) · n, v_b − v_0⟩ + ⟨ I_bu − I_0u, ∇_wv_N · n ⟩ . This completes the proof of (4.8). Finally, the equation (4.9) holds trivially. □ From (2.12) and Lemma 4.5, the error equation for the WG-FEM can be obtained in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.6 Assume that I_hu is the interpolation of the solution u of (1.1) and u_N is the numerical solution computed by (2.12). Then, for any v_N = {v_0, v_b, v_g n_e} ∈ S^0_N , there holds:

a(I_hu − u_N , v_N ) = Z(u, v_N ) + s(I_hu, v_N ), (4.16)

where Z(u, , v_N ) = Z_1(u, v_N )+Z_2(u, v_N )+Z_3(u, v_N ) and are defined as in (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9) respectively.

4.3. Error estimates in H^2−equivalent norm Theorem 4.7 Let I_hu be the interpolation of the solution u of the problem (1.1) and u_N ∈ S^0_N be the Weak Galerkin finite element solution computed by the scheme (2.12). Let σ_T and ρ_T be defined by (2.15) and (2.16). Then there exists a constant C such that: ‖|I_hu − u_N |‖_M ≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−3/2} N + N^{−(s−1)} + N^{−λ} ) . (4.17)

Proof. Let ν := I_hu − u_N . Recalling the definition of the norm ‖| · |‖_M and substituting v_N = ν in the equation (4.16), we obtain C‖|ν|‖^2_M ≤ a(ν, ν) = Z(u, ν) + s(I_hu, ν). (4.18)

Next, we will estimate each term in Z(u, ν) separately and s(I_hu, ν) as follows: Recall that

Z_1(u, ν) = ε^2 ( Δ(I_0u − u), Δν_0 ) + ε^2 ⟨ Δu − ΔI_0u, (∇ν_0 − v_g n_e) · n ⟩ −ε^2 ⟨ ∇(Δu − ΔI_0u) · n, ν_0 − ν_b ⟩ + ε^2⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wν⟩ −ε^2⟨I_bu − I_0u, ∇(Δ_wν) · n⟩ =: 5∑ j=1 Z^j_1 (u, ν) .

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.4, one has |Z^1_1 (u, ν)| ≤ Cε‖Δ(u − I_0u)‖ε‖Δν_0‖ ≤ C ( ε^{12} ( N^{−1} ln N )_{s−2} + min { ε^{12} N^2, N^{12} } N^{−λ} ) ‖|ν‖|_M . (4.19)

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz, the Hölder inequalities, and Lemma 4.3 that

|Z^2_1 (u, ν)| ≤ ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N ‖Δ(u − I_0u)‖_L∞_{(∂T )}‖∇ν_0 · n_e − v_g ‖_L1_{(∂T )} ≤ ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N ‖Δ(u − I_0u)‖_L∞_{(∂T )}|∂T |^{1/2}‖∇ν_0 · n_e − v_g‖_L2_{(∂T )}

≤ ε ( ∑ T ⊂Ω_0

(min{ε^{1/2}N^2, N^{1/2}}N^{−λ})^2|∂T |ρ^{−1}_T )_{1/2} × ( ∑ T ⊂Ω_0

ρ_T ‖∇ν_0 · n_e − v_g ‖^2_L2_{(∂T )} )_{1/2} +

ε ( ∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 (ε^{1/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^{s−2})^2|∂T |ρ^{−1}_T )_{1/2} × ( ∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 ρ_T ‖∇ν_0 · n_e − v_g ‖^2_L2_{(∂T )} )_{1/2}

≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−3/2} N + min{ε^{1/2}N^2, N^{1/2}}N^{−λ} ) ‖|ν‖|_M . (4.20)

Similarly, we observe that | |Z^3_1 (u, ν) | | ≤ ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N ‖∇(Δu − ΔI_0u)‖_L∞_{(∂T )}‖ν_0 − ν_b‖_L1_{(∂T )} ≤ ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N ‖∇(Δu − ΔI_0u)‖_L∞_{(∂T )}|∂T |^{1/2}‖ν_0 − ν_b‖_L2_{(∂T )}

≤ ( ∑ T ⊂Ω_0 (min{ε^{1/2}N^3, N}N^{−λ})^2|∂T |σ^{−1}_T )_{1/2} × ( ∑ T ⊂Ω_0

σ_T ‖ν_0 − ν_b‖^2_L2_{(∂T )} )_{1/2} + ( ∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 (ε^{1/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^{s−3})^2|∂T |σ^{−1}_T )_{1/2} × ( ∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 σ_T ‖ν_0 − ν_b‖^2_L2_{(∂T )} )_{1/2}

≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−3/2} N + min{ε^{1/2}N^3, N}N^{−λ} ) ‖|ν‖|_M . (4.21)

Now, we shall estimate Z^4_1 (u, ν). It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 4.3 that | |Z^4_1 | | = ε^2 | | | | ∑ T ∈T_N ∑ e⊂T ⟨(I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)) · n, Δ_wν⟩_e | | | | ≤ ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N ∑ e⊂∂T ‖I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇(I_0u)u‖_{L∞(e)} ‖Δ_wν‖_L1_{(e)} ≤ Cε ∑ T ∈T_N ( ‖I_g (∇u)n_e − ∇u‖_{L∞(∂T )} + ‖∇u − ∇(I_0u)‖_L∞_{(∂T )} ) × |e| |T |^{1/2} · ε ‖Δ_wν‖_L2_{(T )} ≤ C ( N^{−(s−1)} + CN^{−λ} + ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−1)} ln^{s−1} N ) ‖|ν|‖_M · (4.22) Finally, we estimate the last term Z^5_1 (u, ν).

From the Hölder inequalities, and Lemma 2.4, we have for T ∈ T_N

‖∇(Δ_wν)‖_L1_{(e)} ≤ C|e|^{1/2} ‖∇(Δ_w ν)‖_L2_{(e)} ≤ Cκ |e| |T |^{1/2} ‖∇(Δ_wν)‖_L2_{(T )} .

Again, the Hölder inequalities, an anisotropic inverse inequality [10, Corollary

A2] and Lemma 4.3 give | |Z^5_1 | | = ε^2 | | | | ∑ T ∈T_N ∑ e⊂T ⟨(I_bu − I_0u) · n, ∇(Δ_wν)⟩_e | | | | ≤ ε^2 ∑ T ∈T_N ∑ e⊂∂T ‖I_bu − I_0u‖_L∞_{(e)} ‖∇(Δ_w ν)‖_L1_{(e)} ≤ Cε ∑ T ∈T_N ( ‖I_bu − u‖_L∞_{(∂T )} + ‖u − I_0u‖_L∞_{(∂T )} ) ×

κ |e| |T |^{1/2} h^{−1}_T · ε ‖Δ_wν‖_L2_{(T )} ≤ ε ∑ T ⊂Ω_0

(N^{−s} + εN^{−λ})Nε ‖Δ_wν‖_L2_{(T )} + ε ∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 ε^{3/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^s(εN^{−1} ln N)^{−1}ε ‖Δ_wν‖_L2_{(T )}

≤ C ( N^{−s} + εN^{−λ} + ε^{1/2}(N^{−1} ln N)^{s−1} ) ‖|ν‖|_M . (4.23) Now we will bound Z_2(u, ν) and Z_3(u, ν) as follows. First

Z_2(u, ν) = (∇ (u − I_0u) , ∇ν_0) + ⟨(∇u − ∇I_0u) · n, ν_b − ν_0⟩ + ⟨ I_0u − I_bu, ∇_wν_N · n ⟩

=: 3∑ j=1 Z^j_2 (u, ν).

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Lemma 4.4, we have |Z^1_2 (u, ν)| ≤ ‖∇ (u − I_0u) ‖‖∇ν_0‖ ≤ C ( ε^{1/2} ( N^{−1} ln N )_{s−1} + N^{−(s−1)} + N^{−λ}

)_2 ‖|ν|‖_M . (4.24)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Hölder inequalities and Lemma 4.3 we can bound |Z^2_2 (u, ν)| ≤ ∑ T ∈T_N ‖∇ (u − I_0u) ‖_L∞_{(∂T )}‖ν_b − ν_0‖_L1_{(∂T )}

≤ ∑ T ∈T_N ‖∇ (u − I_0u) ‖_L∞_{(∂T )} |∂T |^{1/2}‖ν_b − ν_0‖_L2_{(∂T )}

≤ ( ∑ T ⊂Ω_0 C(N^{−(s−1)} + N^{−λ})^2|∂T |σ^{−1}_T )_{1/2} × ( ∑ T ⊂Ω_0

σ_T ‖ν_b − ν_0‖^2_L2_{(∂T )} )_{1/2} +

∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 C(ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−1)} ln^{s−1} N)^2|∂T |σ^{−1}_T 1/2 ×

∑ T ⊂Ω\Ω_0 σ_T ‖ν_b − ν_0‖^2_L2_{(∂T )} 1/2

≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−s} ln^{s+1/2} N + N^{−(s−1)} + N^{−λ} ) ‖|ν|‖_M . (4.25) Now using triangle inequality, Hölder inequalities and Lemma 2.4 |Z^3_2 (u, ν)| ≤ | | | | | ∑ T ∈T_N ∑ e⊂∂T ⟨ I_0u − I_bu, ∇_wν_N · n ⟩ e | | | | | ≤ ∑ T ∈T_N ∑ e⊂∂T ‖I_0u − I_bu‖_L∞_{(e)}‖∇_wν_N ‖_L1_{(e)}

≤ C ∑ T ∈T_N ( ‖I_0u − u‖_L∞_{(∂T )} + ‖u − I_bu‖_L∞_{(∂T )} ) |e| |T |^{1/2} ‖∇_wν_N ‖_L2_{(T )} ≤ C ( (N^{−s} + εN^{−λ})N^{1/2} + ε^{1/2}N^{−s} ln^{s−1/2} N ) ‖|ν|‖_M · (4.26) with this we have done the evaluation for finding the bound for Z_2(u, ν) and now we need to bound Z_3(u, ν). We know that

|Z_3(u, ν)| ≤ C‖u − I_0u‖_L2_{(Ω)}‖aν_0‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ε^{32} ( N^{−1} ln N )_s + N^{−s} + εN^{−λ} )_2

‖aν_0‖_{L2(Ω)} ≤ C ( ε^{32} ( N^{−1} ln N )_s + N^{−s} + εN^{−λ} )_2 ‖|ν|‖_M . (4.27) using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.4. Now recall that our stabilizer term is given by s(I_hu, ν) = ∑ T ∈T_N [ ρ_T ⟨∇I_0u − I_g (∇u · n_e) n_e, ∇ν_0 − ν_g n_e⟩_{∂T} + σ_T ⟨I_0u − I_bu, ν_0 − ν_b⟩_{∂T} ] . Then, |s(I_hu, ν)| ≤ ∑ T ∈T_N ( |ρ_T ⟨∇I_0u · n_e − I_g (∇u · n_e), ∇ν_0 · n_e − ν_g ⟩_{∂T} | +|σ_T ⟨I_0u − I_bu, ν_0 − ν_b⟩_{∂T} | )

≤ ∑ T ∈T_N ρ_T ‖∇I_0u · n_e − I_g (∇u · n_e)‖_{L∞(∂T )}‖∇ν_0 · n_e − ν_g ‖_{L1(∂T )}

+ ∑ T ∈T_N σ_T ‖I_0u − I_bu‖_{L∞(∂T )}‖ν_0 − ν_b‖_{L1(∂T )}

≤ ∑ T ∈T_N σ^{1/2}_T ( ‖I_0u − u‖_{L∞(∂T )} + ‖u − I_bu‖_{L∞(∂T )} ) |∂T |^{1/2} × σ^{1/2}_T ‖ν_0 − ν_b‖_{L2(∂T )} + ∑ T ∈T_N ρ^{1/2}_T ( ‖∇I_0u − ∇u‖_{L∞(∂T )} + ‖∇u − I_g (∇u · n_e)n_e‖_{L∞(∂T )} ) × |∂T |^{1/2} · ρ^{1/2}_T ‖∇ν_0 − ν_g n_e‖_{L2(∂T )} ≤ C ( N^{−s} + εN^{−λ} + ε^{3/2}N^{−(s−3/2)} ln^{s−3/2} N ) ‖|ν|‖_M +C ( N^{−(s−1)} + N^{−λ} + ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−3/2)} ln^{s−3/2} N ) ‖|ν|‖_M · (4.28) Now using the above estimates (4.19)-(4.28) and (4.18) we have the desired error bound. Hence, we complete the proof. □

Remark 4.8 Although the anisotropic inverse inequality given in [10, Corollary A2] is for rectangular elements, the same inequality holds true for triangular elements if the coordinate-system condition is satisfied. For more details one can refer to [3, Lemma 3.1].

Finally, we are ready to state and prove the main result of the paper in the following theorem:

Theorem 4.9 Let u be the solution of the problem (1.1) and u_N ∈ S^0_N be the Weak Galerkin finite element solution computed by the scheme (2.12). Let ρ_T and σ_T be defined by (2.15) and (2.16). Assume that λ ≥ s, then there exists a constant C such that ‖|u − u_N |‖_M ≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−3/2} N + N^{−(s−1)} ) . (4.29)

Proof. We will use the triangle inequality to obtain |||u − u_N |||_M ≤ |||u − I_hu|||_M + |||I_hu − u_N |||_M , where by Theorem 4.7 we know that |||I_hu − u_N |||_M satisfies (4.29). Now we need to bound |||u − I_hu|||_M and so by using equation (2.18) and anisotropic interpolation estimates in Lemma 4.4 one can get the following result: ∑ T ∈T_N ( ε^2‖Δ(u − I_0u)‖^2_T + ‖∇(u − I_0u)‖^2_T + |a|‖(u − I_0u)‖^2_T )

≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−3/2} N + N^{−(s−1)} ) . Further, using Lemma 4.3, we get ∑ ∂T ∈T_N s(u − I_hu, u − I_hu) ≤ C ( ε^{1/2}N^{−(s−2)} ln^{s−3/2} N + N^{−(s−1)} ) ,

which completes the proof. □

5. Numerical Results

In this section, we will test the proposed WG-FEM for some chosen examples and will show the obtained results. We will be using the following discrete finite element space in this section:

S̃_N (Ω) = {u = {u_0, u_b, u_gn_e} : u_0 ∈ P_k(T ), u_b ∈ P_k(e), u_g ∈ P_{k−1}(e), where T ∈ T_N , e ∈ ∂T and k = 2, 3}. Example 5.1 Consider the problem (1.1) with a = 0 in a unit square Ω = (0, 1)^2. We choose g in a way that the exact solution is u(x, y) = [ sin(πx) + πε (1 − e^{−1/ε}) (e^{−x/ε} + e^{(x−1)/ε} − 1 − e^{−1/ε}) ] × [ 2y(1 − y^2) + ε ( δ_1δ_2(1 − 2y) −

3δ_2 δ_1 + ( 3 δ_1 − δ_2)e^{−y/ε} +( 3 δ_1

+ δ_2)e^{(y−1)/ε} )]

where δ_1 = 1 − e^{−1/ε}, δ_2 = 1 + e^{−1/ε} and δ_3 = 1 δ_2 − 2εδ_1

. The error in ‖| · |‖ norm and order of convergence is given in Table 1. Comparsion of WG solution and Exact solution is given in Figure 3.

Table 1: Error in the energy norm and Convergence rates for Example 5.1.

N ε^2 = 10^{−6} order ε^2 = 10^{−10} order ‖|ν|‖ ‖|ν|‖ 4 2.32507e+00 - 4.1265e+00 - 8 6.57597e-01 1.822 1.23918e+00 1.735 k = 2 16 1.73051e-01 1.925 3.45618e-01 1.842 32 4.4421e-02 1.969 8.91642e-02 1.954 64 1.21005e-02 1.876 2.23968e-02 1.993 128 3.78377e-03 1.677 5.60062e-03 1.999

4 3.92034e+00 - 1.1445e+00 - 8 5.44567e-01 2.847 1.56523e-01 2.870 k = 3 16 7.53413e-02 2.853 2.10155e-02 2.896 32 9.98824e-03 2.915 2.73532e-03 2.941 64 1.78349e-04 2.846 3.42472e-04 2.997 128 2.67346e-05 2.737 4.27983e-05 3.000

(a) WG Solution. (b) Exact Solution.

Figure 3: Comparison of solution for Example 5.1 for ε^2 = 10^{−6} and N = 32.

Example 5.2 In this example, we consider the problem (1.1) with a = x and choose source function in such a way that

u(x, y) = 250 [ ε(e^{−x/ε} + e^{−y/ε}) − x^2y ] × [ ε(e^{−(1−x)/ε} + e^{−(1−y)/ε}) − x^2y ] × xy(1 − x)(1 − y) is the exact solution. The error in ‖| · |‖ norm and order of convergence is given in Table 2. Surface plots of WG solution and Exact solution are presented in Figure 4.

Remark 5.3 From the two examples considered, we can see that for the smaller perturbation parameter values like ε = 10^{−5}, the energy norm error is dominated by N^{−(s−1)} which supports our theoretical result stated in Theorem 4.9.

Table 2: Error in the energy norm and Convergence rates for Example 5.2.

N ε^2 = 10^{−6} order ε^2 = 10^{−10} order ‖|ν|‖ ‖|ν|‖ 4 6.68665e+00 - 2.19564e+00 - 8 1.32888e+00 2.331 5.50095e-01 1.996 k = 2 16 3.32249e-01 1.999 1.35582e-01 2.020 32 8.35620e-02 1.991 3.43142e-02 1.982 64 2.09243e-02 1.997 8.64901e-03 1.988 128 6.15928e-03 1.764 2.16952e-03 1.995

4 1.43416e+00 - 8.51156e-01 - 8 1.71222e-01 3.006 1.09358e-01 2.960 k = 3 16 2.28266e-02 2.907 1.36778e-02 2.999 32 3.21095e-03 2.829 1.72992e-03 2.983 64 4.79175e-04 2.744 2.19005e-04 2.981 128 7.71742e-05 2.634 2.75634e-05 2.990

(a) WG Solution. (b) Exact Solution.

Figure 4: Comparison of solution for Example 5.2 for ε^2 = 10^{−6} and N = 32.

6. Conclusions

In this article, we presented a WG finite element method for solving the singularly perturbed biharmonic elliptic problem with homogeneous clamped boundary conditions. By choosing a suitable weak function, weak gradient and weak Laplacian space, we constructed our scheme and anisotropic error estimates in H^2−equivalent norm were also derived. Numerical examples are presented showing uniform convergence of the method.

Data Availability

Data sharing is not applicable to this paper because no datasets were created or examined during the current study.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

The first author would like to express the thanks to Indian Institute of Technology Guwahati, India for funding of this project.

The authors wish to acknowledge the anonymous referees for carefully reading the manuscript and providing their valuable comments and suggestions, which really helped to improve the presentation.

References

[1] A. Al-Taweel, S. Hussain, X. Wang, and B. Jones, A P0–P0 weak Galerkin finite element method for solving singularly perturbed reaction– diffusion problems, Numerical Methods for Partial Differential Equations, 36 (2020), pp. 213–227.

[2] T. Apel , Anisotropic finite elements: local estimates and applications, B.

G. Teubner, Stuttgart, 1999.

[3] T. Apel and G. Lube, Local inequalities for anisotropic finite elements and their application to convection-diffusion problems, Technical report, Preprint SPC94 26, TU Chemnitz-Zwickau, 1995.

[4] J. Burkardt, M. Gunzburger, and W. Zhao, High-precision computation of the Weak Galerkin methods for the fourth-order problem, Numerical Algorithms, 84 (2020), pp. 181–205.

[5] R. W. Clough, Finite element stiffness matricess for analysis of plate bending, in Proc. of the First Conf. on Matrix Methods in Struct. Mech., 1965, pp. 515–546.

[6] M. Cui and S. Zhang, On the uniform convergence of the Weak Galerkin finite element method for a singularly perturbed biharmonic equation, Journal of Scientific Computing, 82 (2020), pp. 1–15.

[7] D. A. Di Pietro and A. Ern, Mathematical aspects of discontinuous Galerkin methods, vol. 69, Springer Science & Business Media, 2011.

[8] T. Dupont, P. Percell, R. Scott, et al., A family of finite elements with optimal approximation properties for various Galerkin methods for 2nd and 4th order problems, RAIRO. Analyse Numérique, 13 (1979), pp. 227– 255.

[9] G. Engel, K. Garikipati, T. Hughes, M. Larson, L. Mazzei, and R. L. Taylor, Continuous/discontinuous finite element approximations of fourth-order elliptic problems in structural and continuum mechanics with applications to thin beams and plates, and strain gradient elasticity, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 191 (2002), pp. 3669–3750.

[10] S. Franz, H.-G. Roos, and A. Wachtel, A C^0 interior penalty method for a singularly perturbed fourth-order elliptic problem on a layer-adapted mesh, Numerical Methods for Partial Differential Equations, 30 (2014), pp. 838–861.

[11] P. Lascaux and P. Lesaint, Some nonconforming finite elements for the plate bending problem, Revue française d’automatique, informatique, recherche opérationnelle. Analyse numérique, 9 (1975), pp. 9–53.

[12] R. Lin, X. Ye, S. Zhang, and P. Zhu, A Weak Galerkin finite element method for singularly perturbed convection-diffusion–reaction problems, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 56 (2018), pp. 1482–1497.

[13] P. Monk, A mixed finite element method for the biharmonic equation, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 24 (1987), pp. 737–749.

[14] I. Mozolevski, E. Süli, and P. R. Bösing, hp-version a priori error analysis of interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin finite element approximations to the biharmonic equation, Journal of Scientific Computing, 30 (2007), pp. 465–491.

[15] L. Mu, J. Wang, Y. Wang, and X. Ye, A computational study of the Weak Galerkin method for second-order elliptic equations, Numerical Algorithms, 63 (2013), pp. 753–777.

[16] L. Mu, J. Wang, and X. Ye, Weak Galerkin finite element methods for the biharmonic equation on polytopal meshes, Numerical Methods for Partial Differential Equations, 30 (2014), pp. 1003–1029.

[17] P. Oswald, L^∞-bounds for the L^2-projection onto linear spline spaces, in Recent Advances in Harmonic Analysis and Applications: In Honor of Konstantin Oskolkov, Springer, 2012, pp. 303–316.

[18] Ş. Toprakseven, Optimal order uniform convergence in energy and balanced norms of Weak Galerkin finite element method on Bakhvalov-type meshes for nonlinear singularly perturbed problems, Computational and Applied Mathematics, 41 (2022), p. 377.

[19] J. Wang and X. Ye, A Weak Galerkin finite element method for secondorder elliptic problems, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 241 (2013), pp. 103–115.

[20] X. Ye, S. Zhang, and Z. Zhang, A new P1 Weak Galerkin method for the biharmonic equation, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 364 (2020), p. 112337.

[21] J. Zhang and X. Liu, Uniform convergence of a Weak Galerkin finite element method on Shishkin mesh for singularly perturbed convectiondiffusion problems in 2D, Applied Mathematics and Computation, 432 (2022), p. 127346.

[22] R. Zhang and Q. Zhai, A Weak Galerkin finite element scheme for the biharmonic equations by using polynomials of reduced order, Journal of Scientific Computing, 64 (2015), pp. 559–585.

[23] P. Zhu and S. Xie, A uniformly convergent Weak Galerkin finite element method on Shishkin mesh for 1D convection–diffusion problem, Journal of Scientific Computing, 85 (2020), p. 34.