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Abstract: The current article is devoted to constructing modified shifted Gegenbauer polynomials and employing them to treat
the second-order BVPs. The operational matrices of these polynomials are established. These operational matrices generalize some
introduced operational matrices in the literature. Furthermore, they are employed along with suitable spectral methods to handle the
linear and non-linear second-order BVPs. More precisely, the two spectral methods, namely, Petrov-Galerkin and collocation methods
are applied to treat respectively the linear and non-linear BVPs. The feasibility of the presented algorithms is checked through some
examples with individual kinds namely: singular, singularly perturbed, and Bratu-type equations.
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1 Introduction

Spectral methods are among the most methods used
in discretizing the numerical solution of differential
equations (see, [1-3]). Here to detect a smooth solution,
we use smooth Gegenbauer polynomials. The main
assumption of these methods aims to obtain approximate
solutions for various types of differential equations. The
three methods namely, collocation, Galerkin, and tau
methods are the different used spectral methods to obtain
the desired numerical solutions, see for example [4-6].
By ensuring that the approximate expansion gives a true
statement for the problem at some internal points (i.e., the
residual at specific nodes), the expansion coefficients will
be obtained, and the trustee solution will be obtained too.
The general Galerkin method can be efficiently employed
to handle the linear single and multidimensional domain
problems (see, [7, 8]). By applying the weighted inner
product for the residual which approaches zero, one can
get the expansion solution. General Galerkin method was
modified to a Petrov-Galerkin method which is
characterized by its flexibility in choosing the trial and
test functions (see, for example, [9-11]).

Differential equations models simulate many real-life
phenomena and cover many applied sciences such as
biology, medicine, engineering, and physics [12-16].
Solving linear and non-linear differential equations is a
spotlight for scientists as they cover applications in
various fields. Various numerical methods were proposed
to solve such equations. For example, in [17], an
operational matrix method is followed to solve the initial
value problems based on employing a certain harmonic
numbers operational matrix of derivatives. Some other
operational matrix methods are followed in [6, 18, 19].
Operational matrices of derivatives and integrals are
useful in handling various types of differential equations
along with the application of suitable spectral methods.

The employment of spectral methods for the
numerical treatments of ordinary differential equations
has occupied considerable interest by many authors. For
example, the authors in [20] developed some spectral
solutions to the one and two-dimensional second-order
BVPs based on utilizing certain modified shifted
Chebyshev polynomials of the third- and fourth-kinds.
The authors in [21] treated the higher-order differential
equations using the monic Chebyshev polynomials.
Recently, another approach to approximate some BVPs is
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followed in [22] based on the application of the
pseudo-Galerkin method. The authors in [23] have
developed two spectral Legendre’s derivative algorithms
for the Lane Emden and Bratu type equations. In [24], the
authors applied the Kansa-radial basis function (RBF’)
collocation method to the two-dimensional fourth-order
BVPs.

The objective problems are the one-dimensional
second-order linear and non-linear BVPs. The linear
equations are treated by the Petrov-Galerkin method,
while the non-linear equations are treated with the
collocation method.

Among the important second-order BVPs is the Bratu
type equation. This type of equation was handled by
many techniques. Among these used techniques are the
differential  transform  method [25], variational
method [26], compact exponentially fitted method [27],
the homotopy analysis method [28], Adomian
decomposition method [29], Petrov—Galerkin matrix
method (PGMM), collocation  matrix  method
(CMM) [30], the Lie-group shooting method
(LGSM) [31], B-spline method [32], the Laplace
transform decomposition numerical algorithm [33], and
the decomposition technique [34]. It is also worthy to
mention that the singularly perturbed problems are
specific important problems that have many applications.
These problems were investigated by Mohsen and
El-Gamel using shooting method [35], Sinc-collocation,
and Sinc—Galerkin methods [36].

In this article, the focus tunnels are:

—Establishing a new type of orthogonal polynomials,
namely, modified shifted Gegenbauer polynomials.

—Constructing the operational matrices of such
polynomials.

-Employing the operational matrices of derivatives
along with the application of the Petrov-Galerkin
method to solve the linear second-order BVPs.

—-Employing the operational matrices of derivatives
along with the application of the collocation method
to solve the non-linear second-order BVPs.
Specifically, the singular problems, the singularly
perturbed problems, Bratu’s problems will be
handled.

The construction of the paper is as follows. Section 2
presents an overview of Gegenbauer polynomials and
their shifted ones. In Section 3, we construct the shifted
modified Gegenbauer polynomials. In addition, the
operational matrices of derivatives of such polynomials
are established in this section. In Section 4, the
second-order BVPs are treated. Both linear and non-linear
second-order BVPs are solved by employing respectively
the Petrov-Galerkin and collocation spectral methods.
The introduced operational matrix serves in reducing the
equations governed by their underlying conditions to
linear or non-linear algebraic systems of equations that
can be treated with suitable numerical solvers. The

convergence of the methods is highlighted in Section 5.
Section 6 offers some numerical examples to demonstrate
that the proposed algorithms are effective and applicable.
Section 7 includes some remarks.

2 An overview on Gegenbauer polynomials

In this section, we give an overview on Gegenbauer

polynomials and their shifted polynomials. The set of

Gegenbauer polynomials {C,ip)(u)}]C , P > %1
>0

constitutes a linearly independent orthogonal set on
1

[—1, 1] with respect to the weight function (1 — u?)P~2
in the sense that:

/(1 —u?)P"3 CP(u) CP, (u) du

1
21720t I(m + 2p) W

=4 ml(m+p) (I'(p))*’
0, k#m

)

It is preferable to introduce the normalized Gegenbauer
polynomials U/ (u) defined by:

where C’,gp)(l) = %.
It is to be noted here that the three well-known families of
polynomials, namely, Legendre polynomials Py (u) and
Chebyshev polynomials of the first- and second-kinds
Ty (u) and Ug(u) are special ones of the polynomials
Uf (u). In fact, we have

Pe=U (), Ti(w) = U0 (w),
Ur(w) = (k+ 1) U ().

In addition, the normalized Gegenbauer polynomials may
be generated by means of the following recursive formula
(k+2p) Ul§+1(“) =2u(k+p) U (u)

— kUL ((u), k=>2, (2)
US(u) = 1, Uf (u) = u

Now, we define the shifted normalized Gegenbauer
polynomials U/ (u) on [c, d] defined as:

pace

d—c
(1)

Ul (u) = , k=0,1,....
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The shifted polynomials may be generated by the
following recurrence relation:

~ 2u—d—c\ k+p—1 -
Ot =2 (=) A o)
k-1
- > 3
Ry U,C S(u), k> 2 3)
2u—d—c
Uf(u) =1, Uf (u) = i

The polynomials U/ (u) are orthogonal on [c, d] with

1

respect to the weight function: (u — ¢)P~ 2 (d — u)P~ 2.
Explicitly, we have the following orthogonality relation:

d

[ eyt w0 g w du

¢ “)
he.,  k=m,

- 0, k #m,

d—c\* 2'=2 g 2
h%( c> 7w I'(m + 2p) )

2 m! (m + p) (I'(p))*

For other properties of Gegenbauer polynomials, one can
consult [37,38].

3 Construction of the shifted modified
Gegenbauer polynomials and their
operational matrices of derivatives

In this section, we construct a new type of orthogonal

polynomials, namely, shifted modified Gegenbauer
polynomials.
Now, consider the following space (see, [39])
L(2) e, d] =
{pk(u) € L2[Cv d] : pk(c) = pk(d) = 07 k= 05 17 25 } )
(6)
and consider the following polynomials:
HY (u) =(d = ) (u — ) U (u), -
i=0,1,2,...,u € [c,d].

It is clear that H/(u) € LZ[c,d]. Furthermore, they
constitute a linearly independent set of orthogonal
polynomials. They are orthogonal with respect to the

weight function: B(u) = (u — ¢)P~ 3 (d — u)P~ 2.
Explicitly, we have the following orthogonality relation:

[t ) Hy )
0, 1 #m,

= (dc)zp 217200 '(m + 2p)
2 ) wi(mp) (T

For a given function ((u) € L3[c,d], it is possible to

express it as
u) =Y b HY (u), (8)
i=0

and h! is as given in (5).
Approximating the expansion in (8) by the first (K + 1)
terms in the series, we can write

Cu) = Cre(u) = S by HY ()
=0

where

=BT H"(u), (9

B =[by,b1,...,bx], (10)
H'(u) =[H{ (u), Hf (u), ..., H ()], (11)
Now, we implement in detail the formula that expresses the

first derivative of the polynomials H/ () in terms of their
original ones. The following theorem exhibits this result.

Theorem 1.Given H! (u) as in (7). The following formula
holds:

DHf(u) =

i—1 .
2 4(j +p)
T 2 i ( 20— 1

S
23! (j+p)(203)F(j+2p)> H (u) + 6i(u)

t2p—=1)I'(2p +1)

(12)
where 0;(u) and w;; are given by
c+d—2u i even
0;(u) = ’ ’ 1
(u) {c —d, i odd, (13)
wy =40 i )even (14)
1, (i 4 j) odd.

Proof.-Without loss of generality, the proof can be
facilitated by taking the special case of (12)
corresponding to the values ¢ = 0 and d = 1, So, it is
enough to prove for the polynomials:

AP (u) = u(l —u) Uf (u), (15)

the following identity is valid:

D A?(u —QZwUY”A’” )+ 6i(u), (16)
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where }71’; and &;(u) are given by

go A +p) | 21 +p)(2p = 3)I'(j +2p)
02y —1 20— 2p+i)
and
- 1—2u 7 even
0; = ’ ’ 17
(u) {—1, i odd. an

By induction on 7, we continue the proof. It is evident that
the left-hand side of (16) is equal to its right-hand side, for
i = 1, which is equal to: —6u? + 6u — 1. Assuming that
relation (16) is valid for (¢ — 2) and (i — 1), to prove the
validity of (16) itself. To complete the proof, begin with
multiplying both sides of (3) (forc =0, d = 1) by u(u —
1) and make use of relation (15), to get

-1
AZw) =2 (u—1) L g )
2 _"_ 2p K3
i—1 (18)
- A7 1 =2,3,...
Z+2p71 1_2(’114)77, 537 ’
which immediately gives
2 (1 -1
paz() =2 o - 1Az (w)
1+2p—1
i—1 (19)
+2 Af_l(u)} T 2= 1DAf_2(u).
Now, the induction step is applied to DA’ | (u) and

DA? ,(u) in (19) along with making use of relation (3)
(ford =1, ¢ = 0) yields

DA?(u) =
1—2
2(p+i—1) 2p+j>
Wi A
2p+l_1 ‘7Z<p+j i— +j—1 ]+1()
200 — 1) A
mzy 2,j Wirj—2 Aj (1)

2p+i—1) <=2, j .-
i Z DS~ T 3y w1 AT ()

2p+1—1 = p+y
dp+i—1)
PP ) pp ;
2p+l_1 Z—l(u)+n(u)7
(20)
where
1 —2u, i even,
mw={ i1-2pti-DEu-1?
2p+1—1
If we make use of the following recurrence relation:
2p+1
2(2u—1)A7 A
( u ) z( ) p+’L Z+1(U)+p+l 71(’111)7
(2D

then, we can write

{u) = i) + g Y

(u)

p-l—z—l - 2p+7
i o
20+i—1 Jz;wﬂ N p+j s (WF
p+zfl 2
i Y ——H!
2p+1—1 ij ! ’Jp-i-j 3_1(U)
. 1—3
2(i—1)
_— i Y Hp
2p+l_1zw32 2,5 (u).
(22)
For a more simplified form, expand some terms and
use
~_ )0, ¢ even,
Wi=1N1, iodd.

to obtain the following relation

DA (u) = mi(u)
i—1

+i—1 (2p4+7—-1)\ -
+2 |:p ( P J ) Y;pflyjfl Wy, j—2

= 2p+1—1\ p+5—1
i—1
——— Y, w;i_
2pti_ 1 i him2
p+i—1 j+1 .
\ i HP .
+2P+i1(p+j+1) 11J+1w’3} 7 (W)
(23)
It is not difficult to note that
— 1 2p+1—1_

) i —1) | F—m=Y" .
ij 2p+21((P+2 )[erjl i—1,7—1
I+l o : P
eryi—l,j-i-l} —(+ DY, ).

Consequently, after doing
following relation is obtained:

some computations, the

D A?(u —zzwwwm ) + 8 (u),

and therefore, Theorem 1 is now proved.

For the first derivative of the vector H”(u), defined in
(11), a matrix form is written with the use of Theorem 1
as

dH?(u)
du
where the vector  is given by

o= (50(u),61(u), ceey

=Y H"(u) + 6, (24)

Src(w))”
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with the following components:

_Je+d—2u,
6i_{c—d,

i even,
7 odd,

In addition, the matrix Y is given by

2 _
Y = —d — e (’win;?)Ogi’ng.
Y is the operational matrix of derivatives of dimension
(K + 1) x (K + 1). Its nonzero elements can be given
explicitly from relation (12) as:

2

Ylg: d—c><
AG+p) | 20 +p)(2p—3)ilT(j+2p)
2p—1 2p—1)jT2p+i)

i>7, (i+7) odd,
0, otherwise.

For example, forw K = 3, we get

0 0 0 0
v 9 3 0 0 0
- g 8(14
d—c 0 5o 0 0
(9+4p(2+p)) 0 5(2+p) 0
(1+p)(142p) (1+p)

Remark.The second derivative of the vector H”(u) is
given by

d*H?(u)

T Y2H (u)+Yd+4&, (25)

where the vector 8’ is given by
6’ = (5675£555}()T5

with the following components

-2
’ )
0; = {0,

4 Treatment of the second-order BVPs

1 even,
7 odd.

In this section, the linear and non-linear second-order
BVPs will be solved using the Petrov-Galerkin and
collocation methods, respectively.

4.1 Modified Gegenbauer Petrov-Galerkin
treatment of general second-order linear BVPs

Consider the following linear one-dimensional

second-order BVPs

eS"(u) + Ji(u) S"(u) + J2(u) S(u) = gi(u), (26)

subject to the non-homogeneous boundary conditions:
u€ (¢,d), S(c)=a, S(d)=2p. (27)
The following transformation (see, [30])
a(ld—u)+B(u-—c)
d—c ’

can be used to transform (26) into the following modified
equation

S(u) = C(u) +

€ (" (u) + Ji(u) ¢'(u) + Ja(u) ((u) = g(u), u € (¢, d),
(28)

governed by the homogeneous boundary conditions:

C(C) = C(d) =0, (29)

where

g(0) =g1(0) ~ == a(w)

a(d—u)+Bu—c)
— d—C JQ('LL)

Approximating ¢(u), ¢'(u) and ¢”'(u), using (9), (24)
and (25), respectively, we can write

((u) ~ BT H’(u), (30)
¢'(u) ~ BTY H?(u) + BT 8, (31
"(u)~BTY?H’(u)+ B'YS§+BTs8'. (32

By using (30),(31) and (32), the residual R(u) of (28) can
be written as:

R(u) =¢ BT Y?H’(u)+¢ B'Y §
+eB" 8 + Ji(u) (B"Y HP(u) + B" §)
+ Jo(u) (BT H?(u)) — g(u).

(33)

By the application of the Petrov-Galerkin method
(see, [11]) , the following (K + 1) linear equations in the
unknown expansion coefficients, b;, can be obtained

d
/R(u)Uf(u)duzo, i=01,.. K. (4

Consequently, the system resulting from Eq. (34) can
be solved by using any suitable solver for the unknown
vector B components, and thus the approximate spectral
solution (g (1) that is given by (9) can be obtained.

4.2 Modified Gegenbauer collocation treatment
of general second-order non-linear BVPs

Consider the following non-linear one-dimensional
second-order BVP:

¢"(u) = f (u,¢(u).¢"(w), we(c,d),  (35)
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subject to the following non-homogeneous boundary
conditions:

¢(e) =7,¢(d) = e. (36)

If we follow the same procedures of Section 4.1, taking
into consideration the approximation of ¢(u) in (30), and
the two relationships (24) and (25), we can write the
following non-linear equation in the unknown vector B.

BTY’HP(u) + Y'Y S+ BT

(37)
=F (u, BT H?(u),B"Y H?(u) + B" §) .
To find the numerical solution (x (u), we enforce (37) to
be satisfied exactly at the first (K + 1) roots of the
polynomial U§+1(u). Thus, a set of (K + 1) non-linear
equations can be obtained. Newton’s iterative scheme can
be employed to determine the values of the expansion
coefficients b;. Therefore, the approximate solution
Ck (u) can be found.

4.3 Numerical treatment of the two-dimensional
Bratu equation

In this section, we consider the following Bratu’s type
equation in two dimensions given by

Ouul (U, g) + Dggl(u, g) + A9 =0,  (38)

subject to the following homogeneous boundary
conditions:
C(uv 0) = C(uv 1)=0, ¢(0,9)= C(Lg) =0. (39

We assume the following approximate solution for (38)

CKK u g Zz.fzg )
7=0 =0
= (H")"(u) F H*(g),
where
F = (fM)ogmgK-

The residual of (38) can be written in the following form:

H (u)0q9 H (9)

A eZJK:o S fig HY (w) H7(9)

Taking into consideration the approximation of () in
(30), and the two relationships (24) and (25), we can write

the following non-linear equation in the unknown vector
F.

HT(g)F(FTY?H(u) + FTY§ + FT§')
+H(w)F(FTY?H(g) + FTYs + F1¢')  (41)
— \eH (WFH(g)

To find the desired numerical solution (x x(u), W

enforce (41) to be satisfied exactly at the first (K + 1)2
assumed roots, substituting explicitly with,

1+ cos(Eim) 14 cos(Ln)
mm( s s

3

2 ’ 2

1,7=0,1,2,... K.
Thus a system of (K + 1)? equations can be obtained.
This system can be solved with the aid of Newton’s
iterative method can be solved to determine the values of

the expansion coefficients f; ;. Therefore, the
approximate solution (x, x (u, g) can be found.

5 Analysis of convergence

In this section, we state and prove a theorem for the
convergence of the proposed methods in Sections 3.1 and
3.2.

Theorem 2.Let ((u) be the analytic solution of (26), or

Zb H(u

approximate solution, then the expansion coefficients
satisfy the following estimate:

(35), and (k(u be the suggested

M(d — ¢)?+a

§2—2p—q
22r+ap

|bl| <
Proof-Begin with the analytic solution
= b Hf (u), (42)

multiply both sides by HY(u)B(u), j > 0, and integrate
with respect to u from a to b to get

1 9
b; = F/C B(u) C(u)HY (u) du. (43)
Noting that ¢(u) can be represented as:
((u) = (u=c)(d —u)g(u),
the coefficients are given as
d ~
b= [ o) gDl wde, @
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and w(u) = ((u— ¢)(d—u))P~ 2. If the right-hand side of
(43) is integrated twice by parts, then we get

b= [ i) L (g o) + gt

|g(‘J)(u)| < Mg < M.

(45)

From the last equation, we have

d —
b < / 19 () (g (w)(w) + o (w)g(u))

d
< / D ()| M (@(u) + 0 ().

(&

Noting the inequality:

d— q
111 (w)] < ( 22.0> S0, 4= 1,

the case ¢ = 1 gives

d—c .
1wl < (45) s 06,

and therefore, we have

%/C |@(u) + w' (u)|du.

If we note the following two identities:

d
/ w'(u)du =0,

|b1| <

: (o)
— _ \2p 2
/C B(u)du =(d — ¢) Tepr1)
then we get
M(d—c)*t L\ /1
| < —= I . 4
|bi| < 2irz 1 L T3 SOGE).  406)

Similarly, integration by parts g times will yield

q
) < M9y / ™ ), 47)

hence we get
Jr
i272r—a, (48)

Lemma 1.The following estimates are valid for H!(u)
and its first and second derivatives

I H ()] 577,

2. [DH!(u)| S i,

3. |D*H! (u)| S i*°.
Proof. The above estimations can be proved through the
mathematical induction.

Theorem 3.If ((u) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 2,
then for p > 0, we have the following truncation error
estimates:

L |Gi(u) = ¢(u)| £ °73P7 95 g > 4,
2.01¢/(u) = ¢'(u)|| £ i*7377 959 > 5,
3¢ () = ¢"(u)|| £ 77374 > 6.

Proof.To prove the first inequality, using (48), and Lemma
1, we have

> bH(u)

[1Gi(u) — C(u)]| =
s=i+1
< ) |bil|HL (w)
s=i+1
>0 M(d — C)2p+q .2_3p—
<D T, @)
s=i+1
2
/ M p+q 2 3”_qdp
22p+qp
< (d )2p+q 3 3p—q
22 1(3p+q - 3)p
St

L

Based on the inequalities in Lemma 1, and using Theorem
2 we have,

o0

> biDH!(u)

s=i+1

< Z |bs|| DHY (u)|

s=i+1

16 =<'l =

o]
M(d— )2t , .
jO—opP—q
< Z 22p+qp v
s=i+1

2 +q
= M(d ! PPy
22P+‘Zp

M(d— et

< jA=3r— q< jA=3r—a
220%9(3p+q —4)p

(50)
The proof of the third inequality is similar to the proofs of
the first and second inequalities but using Theorem 2, and
Lemma 1.
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Theorem 4.Under the assumption of Theorems 2 and 3,
then we have the following global error estimate:

el (w) = " (@)l + 116 (u) = ¢ (@)l + [1Gi(u) = C(u)]
<P
D

Proof.using Theorem 3 and Lagrange’s notations [23], we
can write

ell¢i' (w) = <" ()| + 16 (w) = (W)l + [I€i(u) = C(w)]

< €3 73P—a L jA3p—a 4 ;5-3p—q

~
~

SiPTe

6 Numerical results and discussions

This section is devoted to the application of our two
proposed algorithms, namely, the modified Gegenbauer
Petrov-Galerkin method (M GPGM) and the modified
Gegenbauer collocation method (M GC M) to treat some
specific ~ second-order BVPs. More  definitely,
non-singular, singular, and singularly perturbed BVPs
will be solved via the presented algorithms. The emphasis
is on small errors to show the efficiency of the technique.

Example 1.(see, [36])
Consider the following second-order BVP:

()= 3 (CHut D we 0.1,
) =< =0.

The exact solution of (52) is

(52)

2

—u— 1.
2—u Y

((u) =

Table 1 shows the maximum absolute error E for
various values of K and p, while Table 2 shows a
comparison between the approximate solution of problem
(52) gotten by the application of M GC'M with the two
approximate solutions gotten by the Sinc-collocation
method (SC M) and the Sinc-Galerkin method (SG M) in
Ref. [36]. Figure 1 shows the resulting absolute errors
from the application of MGCM for the

6.x 10716 |
5.x 10710 |
4.x10710 |
3.x 10710 |
2.x10710 |

1.x10716 |

0.0 0.2

0.4 0.6

0.8 1.0

Fig. 1: The best absolute error for Ex. 1 for p = 0.5

Table 2: Comparison between different solutions for Ex. 1

Method | MGCM | SCM in[36] | SGM in [36]
K 22 130 130
MAE | 1.04.107 | 9.159.1071% | 9.992 .10 ¢

Example 2.(see, [36])
Consider the following second-order BVP:

¢"(u) =
Su0+572 , ,
o (S (e == 1) = ) ).

we (0,1), ¢(0) = In (i) C(1) =1n (%) ,

s=3—0,0€(0,1),
(53)
with the exact solution

C(u)=—In(4+u®).

Maximum absolute error (M AF) is listed in Table 3
for various values of ¢ and K, while Table 4 displays a
comparison between the M GC'M with those obtained by
the Sinc-collocation method (SCM) and the
Sinc-Galerkin method (SGM) in [36] for the case
corresponding to the case o = i. Furthermore, Figure 2
shows the absolute error arising using MGCM

corresponding to K = 10, 0 = i and K = 15,0 = 1.

case 1
corresponding to p = % The results of Table 4 shows that our obtained numerical
results are more accurate than those obtained by the two
methods followed in [36].
Table 1: Maximum absolute error (M AFE) for Ex. 1 Example 3.Consider ~ the  following  second-order
/K 10 14 18 22 BVP [21]:
0 1.7.1077 [ 61.1007 [ 1.0.107"° | 1.4.107'° . ,
05 | 7410 1 | 43.10 ® | 46.10 ©° | 1.1.10° ™© e5"(u) +5'(w) = S(u) =0, w € (0, 1),
1+é
-9 —T13 —16 —16 2€ e 2
1 1.1.10 5.7.10 7.3.10 3.8.10 S(O) _ _ : S(l) —1,
(E+2e+1)ec +e—2e—1
(54)
© 2022 NSP

Natural Sciences Publishing Cor.



Math. Sci. Lett. 11, No. 1, 1-12 (2022) / www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp

Table 3: M AE for Ex. 2
o K 10 15 20

p=0 [274.107% [ 147.107 11 | 244 .10 ™%
001 | p=05 | 179.107% | 9.45.107*% | 8.88.10*°
p=1 | 121.107% | 775.107*% | 6.23.10*°
p=0 [279.107% [ 1.57.10°* [ 9.77.10 °
025 | p=05 | 1.83.107% | 9.53.107*% | 2.22.107"

Remark It is clear from the results presented in Tables 6
and 7 that our results are more accurate if compared with
those obtained in [23] and [35]. This demonstrates the
advantage of our proposed method.

Table 5: MAE for Ex. 3

p=1 |123.107% | 7.84.107*% | 2.02.107** € /K 7 9 11
p=0 [287.10% [ 1.58.10° *F | L.11.10°™* 0 [68.10°] 25.107° | 3.6.107 7
05 | p=05| 1.87.107% | 1.04.107" | 426.107" 1072 05 | 3310 | 2.6.107° | 43.10°%
=1 |127.107% | 7.93.107*% | 3.26.107" 62.1077 | 6.4.107'° | 92.107'¢
p=0 [296.107% | 1.61.107 T [ 999 .10 0 [46.10°%|53.100° [ 1.1.107™
099 | p=0.5 | 1.95.107% | 1.06.107** | 2.55.107 " 107* ] 05 | 36107 | 75107 | 46.107%
p=1 | 135.107% | 8.09.107'* | 7.99.107' 1 [93.107° | 1.2.107% | 22.107%

Table 4: Comparison between different solutions for Ex. 2, o =
1

4

Method | MGCM | SCM in[36] | SGM in [36]
K 20 100 100
MAE | 623.10°1° 1.55.10°° 1.55.107°

1.2x1078 | 1
1.x1078 | 1
8.x 1070
6.x1079 1
4.x1079 1

2.x1077 | 1

L e
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0

Fig. 2: C20(u), ¢15(u), and Cro(u) for Ex. 2 forp =1

where € = /4¢e + 1, with the exact solution

(E+1)2(17u) (E—l— 2¢ + 1) eu{ +€eé—2¢—1

S(u)=e = .
(E+2e+1)ec +E—2e—1

The maximum absolute errors E for various values of
€, K, and p are shown in Table 5. Table 6 presents a
comparison the best errors resulted from the application
of our method with those obtained the the method
followed in between our proposed method and the
proposed method in [23], while in Table 7 a comparison
is presented between the approximate solutions of Ex. 3
obtained by MGPGM and those obtained by the
shooting method in [35].

Table 6: Comparison between the best errors for Ex. 3
€ Our Method [23]

1072 | 92.107 [ 35.107 1
107* | 22.107% | 32.107

Table 7: Comparison between the best errors for Ex. 3
Method MGPGM | Shooting method [35]

Best error | 3.57.107° 3.677 .10°°

Example 4.Consider the following second-order BVP:

¢ = (W) = 16¢(u) +2 — 16ub5u € (—1,1),
¢(~1)=¢(1) =0,
(55)

with the exact solution:
C(u) = u? —ut.
Making use of (9) with K = 2, yields
(v (u) =BT HP(u)
=(1 —u®) (bo Ug (u) + by Uf (u) + b2 UL (u)).

Moreover, in this case the two matrices Y and Y2 are given
as

0 0 0 0 0 0

vy=(3 0o of, v2=[0 0 0
28 84

0 B 0 8 0 0

Now, with the aid of Eq. (37), we have

@© 2022 NSP
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8ba (21 3
(v (u) =16(1 — u?) <b0 +biu+ 1—52 <§u2 — Z>>
4b
— <2b0 + 6b1 u + %bg - 8—52(1 — u2))
+ (2bgu+2b; —3by (1 —u?) +2byu

2
—?bg u(l — u2)>

Begin to generate three non-linear algebraic equations
using (37) by substituting with the roots of Ugg (u),
namely —\/g, 0, \/g Solving these equations to
evaluate cg, ¢ and co, we get

and hence

2

1—u
g(u) = (%a 07 g) U—’LL3
+2 (=24 9u? — Tu?)

—u® —

which is the exact solution.

Example 5.Bratu equation, (see, [31-34]).
Consider the following second-order BVP of Bratu’s Type:

"y C(u) 1
C )\e ) U e (07 ) (56)
¢(0) =¢() =0,
where A > (0. With the analytical solution [30]
h(%(2u—1
() = 21 |22 (GRu—1) 57

cosh (g)

Knowing that 6 is the solution of the non-linear
equation: = v/2X cosh 6, and using A\ = 1,2, 3.51, 6 for
our example will hold three corresponding values, namely
1.51716, 2.35755 and 4.66781. The maximum absolute
error E is stated in Table 8. We include a comparison for
different values of K, and o. Table 9 is a comparison
between the best errors obtained by various methods used
to solve (56). This table illustrates that our strategy is
more accurate when compared to the techniques
developed in [31-34].
second-order

Example 6.Consider  the  non-linear

BVP [40]

¢" = et (0.5 - eC(“)) — %C'(u);u € (0,1),
¢(0) = 1In(2), ¢(1) = 0,

(58)

Table 8: MAE for Ex. 5
K o 1 2 3.51

292107 | 461.107° | 423.107°
2.02.107" | 8.67.107 | 1.28.107°
p=1 |163.107" | 273.107° | 1.03.107°
p=0 |340.107" | 128.107"° | 6.98.10°"

10 | p=0.5 | 204.107* | 867.107'* | 470.1077
p=1 [202.107" | 7.61.107* | 1.13.107°
p=0 | 443107 | 3.46.107 % | 7.67.10"

12| p=051]297.107* | 232.107%2 | 3.76.1078

=1 | 204.107*° | 204.107'% | 856.107%
p=0 [531.107"° | 874.107" | 6.12.107°

14 | p=0.5 | 437.107¢ | 649.107* | 3.31.107°

521.107% | 7.02.107°
27810~ | 5.68.1071°

p=1 | 534.107'°
p=0 | 464.107°

16 | p=0.5 | 477.107% | 228 107 | 3.07.1071°
p=1 |502.107% | 1.78 107 | 6.44.1071°
p=0 | 480.107° | 749.107'° | 4.86.10° "

18 | p=0.5|533.1071% | 7.08.107'¢ | 3.93.107 "
p=1 | 431.107% | 7.08.107% | 6.27.107 !

Table 9: Comparison between the best errors for Ex. 5 for A = 1
Our error [31] [32] [33] [34]

43.107° 1 1.0.107°° [ 89.107° | 14.107° | 3.0.107°

with the following exact solution:

C(u) = In (UQLH) .

Making use of Section 4.2, with small values of K, and
p = 0,0.5,1 yields efficient approximate solutions as
shown in Table 10. In addition, Table 11 presents a
comparison between the best errors resulted from our
method and the method developed in [40].

Table 10: M AFE for Ex. 6

/K 9 10 11 22
0 |742.107° [ 3.06.107° | 7.87.107 1 | 2.78.10°°
05 |561.107°7 | 2.01.107° | 499.10 " | 6.66.10"'°
1 416.1077 | 1.46.107° | 3.14.107™° | 6.66.107'°

Example 7.Consider the following second-order two
dimensional Bratu’s type equation [41]

OuuC (U, g) + Dgg((u, g) + A9 =

@© 2022 NSP
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Table 11: Comparison between the best errors for Ex. 6
Method MGCM Chebyshev wavelets [40]

Best error | 6.66.1071° 1.107°

with the exact analytic solution

h(¢ h 1 _1
(o) o [ b (0= Do = 5)0))
cosh ((u — 59) cosh((g — 3 )
Y(u,g) € (0,1) x (0,1).
(59)
For u = g = %, ones can get 6. values which are

corresponding to critical A, We will solve this example
for the case corresponds to . = 4.798714561 and
Ae = 7.027661438.This example is one of the Newton
Raphson applications. The initiation of the method was
chosen randomly. Table 12 shows a comparison between
the best errors resulted from the application of MGCM
and the variational method in [41].

Table 12: Comparisons between methods for Ex. 7
method MGCM

1.11.10° 1

variational method [41]
9.12.10 %

Best errors

7 Concluding remarks

We have constructed a set of polynomials namely,
modified Gegenbauer polynomials. We established the
operational matrices of derivatives of such polynomials.
The second-order BVPs were treated using these
modified polynomials as basis functions. For handling the
linear and non-linear second-order BVPs, the two spectral
methods, namely, Petrov-Galerkin and collocation
methods, were respectively utilized. Some important
specific problems such as singular perturbed equations, as
well as Bratu-type equations, were treated with
acceptable errors. Also, with a small degree of the
assumed solution, high-precision approximate solutions
are possible. Therefore, numerical schemes approach the
analytical results and, in some problems, analytical
results are reachable. As future work, we aim to extend
the construction of the modified shifted Gegenbauer
polynomials as well as their operational matrices to be
capable of treating high-order BVPs. All codes were
written and debugged by Mathematica 11 on HP
EliteBook 840 G3 with configuration, Core i5-6200U, 8
GB memory, 2.3 GHz processor Intel, and 256 GB SSD
storage.
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