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1. Introduction

Many physical, chemical, and biological problems are modeled as nonlinear Volterra integral equations, such as
reaction-diffusion problems, crystal growth, models describing the propagation of a flame (see e.g. [23,10] and especially
[14] for many physical and engineering applications), mathematical models describing the behavior of viscoelastic mate-
rials in mechanics, superfluidity problems, and some newer applications on the study of soft tissues like mitral valves of
the aorta in human heart (see [9] and the references therein).

This work is concerned with study of the numerical analysis of a class of nonlinear Volterra integral equation of a second
kind which has a weakly singular kernel of the form

b =0+ [ (o )

wherea < x,t<b,p>1,and 0 <« < 1. Eq. (1) can arise in connection with some heat conduction problems with various class
of mixed-type boundary conditions. For example, Lighthill [15] was among the pioneers to derive an integral equation that
can be transformed into the above equation which describes the temperature distribution of the surface of a projectile mov-
ing through a laminar layer when f(x) = 1, K(x,t) = (—v3/m)t'?, o =2/3, p=4and a=0,b = 1. Even for analytic functions
fix) and K(x,t), it is well known (e.g. see [5], and [1]) that derivative of the solution of the above equation, v/(x) is singular at
the left edge point of the interval of integration, [a,x], and this is expected to cause a loss in global convergence of a collo-
cation method. In the case of Eq. (1), u'(x) behaves as (x —a)* as x — a".
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Numerical approximations methods such as quadrature rules, finite differences, finite elements, and so on are generally
use polynomials as basis functions to obtain approximate solutions that are sufficiently accurate in region where the func-
tion to be approximated is smooth (see e.g., [8,13]). However, such methods fail significantly in a neighborhood of singular-
ities of the function. On the other hand, the numerical approximations obtained by using Whittaker’s cardinal function yield
much better results than those obtained by methods using polynomials in the case when singularities are present at an end-
point of the interval. These methods, however, may or may not yield better results in the absence of singularities. For a com-
prehensive study of numerical methods for Volterra integral equations we refer to [16,4,5], and the references therein, for
single exponential sinc approximation methods to [17,26], and [27], for double exponential sinc transformation methods
to [21,28] and [29].

In the present paper we develop a sinc collocation method for the nonlinear integral Eq. (1) that is based on the work of
[24] for linear integral equation. [24] points out that “the extension of the method to nonlinear integral equations seems to
be a more challenging task at this point.” To our knowledge, no such extension is extant in the literature for the method gi-
ven in [24]. Recently, [21] modified the method of [24] using a double exponential transformation for the linear case again
and most recently [22] extending the method [24] to Fredholm case. In [24] the error analysis is based on an ambiguous lim-
itation such as for all “M in a practical range,” where M is the number of collocation points. In this paper, we set up the equa-
tions that gives the approximate solution for the integral equation in such a way that avoids such limitation. This is a sharp
contrast between our approach and those in [24] and [21]. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present some
definitions and preliminary results on sinc collocation method of single exponential function. Section 3 is devoted to a de-
tailed derivation of our numerical algorithm, convergence and error analysis. Section 4 contains some numerical examples
illustrating the applications of method described here that considers the rule of number of collocations. We end the paper
with some closing remarks and conclusions.

2. Some preliminary results using sinc functions

In this section, we state some basic results about sinc function approximation. These important properties will enable us
to solve the nonlinear singular Volterra integral equation. The basic sinc function is defined as

sin mx X # 0’

sinc(x) :{ ™ (2)

1, x=0.
Let j be an integer and h be a positive number. We define the jth translate of sinc function by
5, h)(x) = sinc(x/h - j) 3)

for step size h, evaluated at x. Given a function f defined and bounded for all x in (—oco, ), the Whittaker’s cardinal function of
fis defined by

CF, ) = fF(imSG,h) (). (4)
Jj=—oc
Now, we want to extend the approximations on R to the finite interval (a,b). Since the integral equation is defined over a
finite interval, and the sinc function maps R onto a finite interval, we need some transformation ¢(x) that maps a finite inter-
val (a,b) onto R. Let

Z—a
4@) = 108 (=), s
be a conformal map which carries the eye-shaped complex domain
Z—a
D:{z:‘arg(m>‘<d<n} (6)
onto the open infinite strip
Dyj={zeC:|Im(z)| <d < 7}. (7)

Note that at x = kh with k an integer, the translate of sinc reduces to the Kronecher delta, i.e., S(j,h)(kh) = sinc (k — j) = J;5. We
define the basis functions on (a,b) by

53, h)(¢(x)) = sinc(¢(x) /h - j). 8)
Setting
o) = Tog (=) — ki ©)
we get
» a+ be!"
X = ¢ 1 (kh) = . (10)

- 1+ ekh
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Since ¢(a) = —oo, and ¢(b) = oo, then we have

54, h)(d(a)) =S¢, h)($(b)) = 0. (11)
Thus

S(i.h) (§(xx) = sinc(p(x)/h ) = sinc(k - ) = b (12)

Now, given a function f defined on (a,b), we define the truncated cardinal function by
Cun(f, h)(x Zf X)S(, h) (¢(x)) (13)

for some appropriate integers M and N to be determined later. This function agrees with f at each grid point x, = ¢~ '(kh),
k=-M,..,N, since we have

Cun(f, h)(x) = Zf X)S(j, h) (¢ (%)) Zf X;)0 = f(Xk)- (14)

For convenience, from hereafter we set the interval of integration to be (0,1), thus
X
$(x) = log (=) (15)

and for the collocation process, we select the grid points so that x,, = ¢~ '(nh) = Iw,, with 0 < w,, < 1, where

enh (16)

w, =

1+emh’

Finally, we cite the following two results from [24] that their proofs and other similar results can be found in [17, Chapter 3].

Theorem 2.1 [24]. Let the function f be analytic and bounded on domain D, where D is defined as in (6). Further, suppose there
are positive constants f, y, C; and Cy such that

{f(x)g{clxﬁ’ ) 0<x<1il a7)

Cil-x7", l<x< l
Then, taking h = \/md/(fM) and N = [[fM/y]] + 1, we have
f(x) = Cun(f. )(X)| < CovVMexp (—/mdpM), (18)

where the constant C, only depends on f, d, p and 7.

Theorem 2.2 [24]. Let function f be analytic on domain D with

/ If()dz| — 0 as x — +o0, (19)
¢ (x+L)
where L ={Im (z):|Im (z)— < d}, D is defined as in (6), and

(;Lna]D (/1)1ng /{p If (2)dz] < co. (20)

Further, suppose there are positive constants f, y, C3 and Cy such that

fo < { Y 0<xsl (21)
X)| < n_
Cy(l—x)"", %l<x<l

Then, taking h' = \/2nd/(yM') and N’ = [[yM'/B]] + 1,

/Olf( dx—T Z Fx)x(1—x7)| < Caexp (—,/2ndyM’>7 (22)

j==M
where the constant C, only depends on f, d, g and 7.

3. Approximation based on sinc collocation

Eq. (1) can be written as
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u(x)=f(x)+Tu(x), 0<x<L O0<a<1, p>1, (23)
where T*P:C[0,]] — C[0,]] denotes the weakly singular nonlinear operator
X
T*Pu(x) = / KO pya, 0<x<l (24)
o (x—10)

It is assumed that the functions f{x) and K(x,t) are smooth on their respective domains, [0,/] and {(x,t):0 < t <x < [}. Then
under these smoothness conditions, the classical results [6] guarantees the existence of a unique solution u(x) € C[0,]].

Now, we want to introduce a sinc collocation method for approximating the solution u of the above integral equation over
the interval [0,]]. We assume that u is analytic and bounded on the domain D, but, in general, it has unbounded derivative at
x=0, i.e, w(x)=0(1/x*) as x —» 0" where 0 < 1 < 1. We define the function U(x) corresponding to u(x) by

u(h — u(0)

, (25)

mw:mm—@wm-

that satisfies U(0) = U(l) = 0. Since we want that U'(x) behaves as x* as x —» 0" and U(x) - 0 as x — |, we assume that

Cix' 7, 0<x<il

. 26
Ci(l-x), ll<x<l (26)

U < {
Thus U(x) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 with =1 — 1 and y = 1. So, the truncated cardinal function for u(x) from
(25) using (13) can be written as

N
Cun (. 0)0) = u(0) + " U056 k) o0 + 20 7)
P

-M
Since U(x) decreases slower in the neighborhood of zero, the left end point of the interval, than the right end point at I, thus
we must have M > N. Using (11) and (12), we note that (27) interpolates u at 0,/ and each grid point x;, for j = —M, .. .,N. Tak-

ing the step size h = \/nd/((1 — 2)M) and N =[[(1 — A)M]] + 1, we have
[u(x) — Cun(u, h)(x)| < CsvVMexp(—y/md(1 — 2)M), (28)

where Cs is a positive constant.
Eq. (27) and inequality (28) suggest that the exact solution of (23) might be well approximated by a trial solution of the
form

N
. ¢
unn(X) = Cur + D GSGL ) (6(x)) + ”l“ X. (29)
j=—M
Then we use the quadrature rule of Theorem 2.2 to obtain an approximation of T*? given by
Y
T u(x) = XK D KX, xwWo)u (xwi) Wy (1 — wy)' %, (30)
n=-N'

where w,, is given by (16). Expression (30) provides an accurate approximation of T*Pu(x) when the product K(x,-)uP is ana-
lytic and bounded on the domain D where D is defined as in (6). Indeed, taking h' = \/27d/(M'(1 — o)), N' = [[(1 — c)M']] + 1,
and using Theorem 2.2, we get

IT*Pu(x) — T} u(x)| < Coexp(—y/2md(1 — o)M’) (31)

for all x € [0,]] and M’ is not necessarily the same as M. This can be done if the functions K(x,-) are analytic on the domain D
and are uniformly bounded on this domain for all x € [0,]]. Thus our numerical approximate solution tn(x) must satisfy

upn(x) =f(x) + T,ﬁ;’fM,uM_N(x), (32)

where uy n(x) is given by (29). To find the coefficients of uy n(x) we evaluate (32) at the grid points x,, n=—M,..., N + 1. First
we note that (11), (23), (24) and (29) give

unn(0) = cm-1 = £(0), (33)

and

fO) +c+22x; i=-M,...,N,

f(0) + cnss i=N+1. (34)

Upn(Xi) = {

Then evaluating (32) at the grid points gives the following system of equations
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umn(Xi) = f(%) + T pumn(xi); i=—M,... ,N+1, (35)

where from (30), we have
M ;
TP umn(Xi) = x!=*h Z K (xi, Xiwn )y y (Xiwn)Wn (1 — wy) . (36)
n=—N'
The system of equations in (35) completely determines a nonlinear system of M + N + 2 equations to be solved for c; and then
the approximate solution of Volterra integral equation is given by Eq. (29).

3.1. Solving nonlinear system of equations in (35)

The system of Eq. (35) can be written as F(c) = 0 where F : RM™N+2 _, gM*N+2 3nd ¢ ¢ RM*N+2, Solutions of this system are
closely associated with finding global minimum of W(c) = F/(c)F(c). All practical approaches to solve such a nonlinear system
are iterative and currently, there are much interests for finding a more efficient method for solving such nonlinear systems,
e.g. see [2,7,11,18], and [19]. System of Eq. (35) can be solved by a quadratically convergent Newton’s method [20] or by a
superlinearly convergent quasi-Newton’s type such as Broyden’s method ([3,25]) or by a family of Jacobian-free techniques
known as Newton-Krylov methods, e.g. see the comprehensive review article [12] and the references therein. The Jacobian of
(35) must be non-singular for the Newton’s method to converge. The Jacobian matrix for (35) can be written succinctly as

Ax)-1 ° B
=1 (37)
0 -1

where A(x;) = {a;(x;)} is a square matrix of size (M + N + 1)?, with

M -1
ais(x) = XD > Ko xwa) (uifh (xwn))” wA(T = wa) 7S G B) (6 (k) (38)
n=—N'

B=(x;/l)isa M+ N + 1 column vector, and I is the identity matrix. So, J is non-singular if A(x;) — I is non-singular. That is, A(x;)
is non-singular if 1 is not one of its eigenvalues. To assure J is a well behaved non-singular matrix and have a unique solution,
we require that 0 < det(A(x;) — I) < 1. This gives a bound on the free parameters, M, N, h. The Newton’s iterative process is
given by c**1) = ¥ — j(c®)~1Fc®). In practice one does not need to find inverse of J. To avoid calculating the Jacobian in-
verse, instead, we solve the matrix system J(c®)y® =F(c®) for y® and then the new iterate is calculated from
¢k = ¢ _ y) We can summarize the result as follows:

Proposition 1. The standard Newton’s method when applied on system of nonlinear equations in (35) leads to a unique solution if
0 < det(A(x;) — I) < 1 where the matrix A(x;) is given in (38).

The convergence requirement stated in the above proposition is not easy to implement. In addition, the above process
involves solving a system of equations for each iteration, it is costly. To reduce the calculations costs, we propose that
(32) be rewritten as the following explicit iterative scheme

iy (%) = (%) + Tib g (%) (39)

with the initial starting function u,(\ng(x). To avoid guessing such an initial starting function, we evaluate (39) at the grid
points x; which leads to the following set of nonlinear system of equations for ¢; given by

y
m — ! m p —
V() = Fx) + 0y I((xi,x,-wn)(u}v,_,’v(xiwn)) Wa(1 —wy)' %, (40)
n=-N'
where
N C(m)
ulih (xiwn) = £(0) + Z ™S, h)(¢(xiwn)) + NIH XWy (41)
-M
and
m+1)
(m+1 N+1 P
uyy " (%) = {f(o)”mﬂ T, 1=-M N (42)
f(0)+cN+1 , i=N+1.

The above iterative system can be solved to obtain c;m)'s when initial values c]@’

system as an explicit iterative system for ¢/"*"’s, we get

s are selected properly. Rewriting the above
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(€™ = (g (e™),..., gy (™), (43)
where ¢! = g;(c™) are given by
W
(m+1) _ _ﬁ _ 'y 0 4 (m) 4 > P _ 1-o
" =Jx) ~FO) = () ~FO) +Hx Y- (K () (i ewn) ) = K Bw) (i (wi)) b (1= w)
(44)
fori=—-M,...,N and
(m+1) 1—op/ v (m) P 1-a
ey = F0) = FO) + 1R Y Kl twa) (g (i) ) wa(1 = wn)' ™ (45)
n=-N
The Jacobian of (43) can be written as
A(Xi) — X_IIA(XN+1) X
G= . . .. , (46)
Y © byina (Xn+41)

where the components of matrix A are given in (38), X = (bin,1(Xi) — ’%bi,,\m (Xn;1)) is an M+ N+ 1 column vector and Y =
(an+1,i(xn+1)) is an M+ N + 1 row vector. Here, the components of X are given by
x?*h'p p-1 1—
bijxi) == ;V,K Xi, an)(u,(v”)\,(x Wn)) W2(1 —w,)' ™ (47)
For uniqueness of the solution of (43) we must have |Gi;| < gk < 1, with r <1 for each component of G. We note that for
each x € [0,1]

M 2 . M
ISGRGEE = 30 SPW/h ) _sin' mg/h) > =

o (@(oX)/h—j))? Pl /h -j?
_ sin® (¢ (x)/h) N+M N 1
h 2 [(p(x)/h —M)(d(x)/h+N)| * (4(x)/h + N)*
in’ M/ 1 1
<%W(N+Wm)- (48)

Analyzing the convergent requirement leads to the following result.

Proposition 2. Let (¢™) be the sequence given in (43). The sequence is convergent if

Wpkir-g 1 1 1

—r  (NTMTect 49)
where k,ii represent the maximum values of absolute values of K(l, lwn),uﬁfv(lwn), respectively, h' = \/2nd/(M'(1 — o)),
N =[(1-0M]+1,N=[(1 - 2)M] +1 and

o nh'

E - 1-(2-a)e ,

2 1-o Iy

= wWy) (1 —w, < : M -

q nszf( n) ( n) ‘ (2 - O()(] B OC)h/(l + e"h )2—1 | N ‘ ( )

Inequality (49) provides a bound on M, and M’ so that the sequence in (43) converges. Another restriction on M’ is pro-
vided by

U dt M
- W1 —wy)”
/0(1_0‘ 3w

where C; is a constant and the value of integral is )7 To characterize the order of convergence of 1terates in (43) in
terms of the rate of convergence of the relative residuals, we assume that the sequence (c'™) converges to ¢ as m — oo,
where ¢ is the solution of ¢” = g(c") given by (43). Then calculating ||c™V — ¢’|| = ||g(c™) — g(c")|| by using (43) and expand-
ing the terms in the right hand side using Taylor series expansions, we conclude with the following result.

< Crexp <— 2nd(1 - oc)M’), (51)

Proposition 3. Let (¢™) be the sequence given in (43) which converges to ¢ as m — oo, then
lc™ D — || = O(||e™ — ). (52)

That is, ¢™ — ¢" with strong order of convergence of at least p, p > 1.
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3.2. Numerical algorithm

We select M’ so that it satisfies inequality (51) and for the sake of simplicity we choose M = M'. Then from the relations
given in Proposition 2, we calculate N, N, h and F'. Finally, we use inequality (49) to check the validity of the computed
solution.

e Initialization steps.
a=1,k=0,m=0, select € and § as tolerance, c}o) =1 for each i,W(c) = F'(c)F(c).

o Coarse approximation steps.
We use a steepest descent process to find a reasonably suitable initial approximation for ¢® for the refinement steps.
kD = B _ g 7w(c®),
If W(c("*”) < € go to refinement steps, if not, check if W(c**V) < W(c®)) then set &=+ 1 and ¢® = ¢**V, evaluate
o(tkhe)rwise set o = o and minimize a single variable function T(a) = ¢*¥) — aVW(c!¥) over interval [o/ — 1,&/] then calculate
clkrn),

¢ Refine approximation steps.
Let ¢® = ¢**D, Use the iterative system (43) to approximate ¢™"), Stop when ||c™1 — ¢(™)|| < 5,

e Approximate solution uyn(x) using (29), and estimate the error.

e Check the validity of the solution.

k+1)
’

3.3. Error analysis

Let u(x) and upn be the exact solutions of(23) and (32), respectively. The error in the mth step of our successive approx-
imation is given by E;;,"}V = SUPgee|U(X) — uMN( )|. To get an upper bound on E;J,"N, we note that

[u(x) — Uy ()] < (%) = Cun(tt, h)(X)] + [ Coun(, 1) (%) = Cuan(utys 1) (X)) + [Cuan (g ) (X) = Uz ()1 (53)
Now, we want to get an upper bound on each term of the right hand side of (53). By Theorem 2.1, we have

sup [u(x) — Cun(u, h)(x)| < CgvVMexp (f nd(1 — A)M) (54)
and

Sup [Cun (i, ) — 0] < Cotm)Viexp (/1 — M ) (55)

for some positive constants Cg, and Co, while the latter one depends on m. It remains to find an upper bound for the second
term on the right hand side of (53). Using Schwarz inequality, we note that

Cuun (1, ) (X) — Curn (i, ) (¢ ]fz\( 1) = " 0)SG, R ))| < IUW) = "L ISG R X)l2: (56)

Now we can consider ¢ = Z}, méi€j c™ 1 as a step function approximating U(x) over the interval [0,I] where & is the

characteristic function over mterval [xj, xj:1] which assumes one on this interval and zero outside of that. The conver-
gence of approximate solution to the exact solution guarantees the existence of a positive constant C;o depending on
m such that

UGI) — ", < (57)
Using (48), (56), and (57), we get

Cunn (U, W)(X) = Cun (i ) (0] < Co(m)VM T2, (58)
Finally combining (53), (54), (55), and (58), we conclude

Eyiy < C(m)VM exp(—cVM), (59)
where ¢ = /md(1 — 7), and for some positive constant C(m) depending on m. Choosing h relatively small and thus M rela-

tively large can cause the error to be small. The preceding analysis can be summarized as the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let u be the solution of the weakly singular Volterra integral Eq. (23). Suppose u is analytic and bounded on the
domain (6). Further, suppose the functions f(x), and K(x,-) of (23) are analytic on their corresponding domains and are uniformly
bounded on these domains for all x € [0, a]. Then (29) gives the approximate solution with error bound given by (59) when the step
size is chosen so that the inequality (49) holds.
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4. Numerical results

Let us consider the following integral equations as our test problems. The exact solution of first three examples is
u(x) = v/x and the exact solution of the last one is u(x) = ¥x.

u(x) = — 3”Xz+f+/ ﬁu%t)dt, (60)
u(x)—£5(15—16x) /:(x_lwu“(t)dt, (61)
u(x) = m‘3+\f / I w(t)dt, (62)
u(x) :;—‘/5’_‘()(— 15) +/0X ﬁu%t)dt. (63)

The numerical experiments are implemented in C/C++. The programs are executed on a PC with 2.4 GHz Intel Core 2 Duo
processor with 2 GB 667 MHz DDR2 SDRAM. The CPU times for the integral Eq. (61), were ranging from 67 s to 172 s depend-
ing on the size of M. For integral Eq. (61), we have used a=1/2,p=4, A=1/2, d=mn/2, ' =n/2/M,
N =[M'/2]] +1, h=mn/vM and N = [[M/2]] + 1. So, it is sufficient to select the values of M and M'. In Tables 1 and 2, we list
the maximum relative errors for several selected values of M and M’, over the intervals [0,1] and [0,25]. As it can be seen
from these two tables, the method gives smaller relative error over smaller interval. This is expected since more function
evaluation is taking place over interval [0,!] and the round off error is playing a bigger role. Estimating the condition number
for the system of equations in (35) is numerically very expansive, and for this reason it should be avoided as many authors
do. Instead of estimating the condition number of system of Eq. (35), we use inequality (49) to check the validity of calcu-
lated solution. Our local estimation of condition number of (35), associated with the integral Eq. (61) is ranging from 45.14 to
57.42 over the interval [0,1] at each collocation point for M = 4. These values are reasonably small and show the calculated
solutions are reliable as it is evidenced from the maximum errors for each case. We get similar results for the other examples.
That is, as [ gets larger the method works better when number of collocations, M is chosen larger and increase the number of
iterations to increase accuracy of the results. In Tables 3 and 4, we have presented the overall maximum errors for the inte-
gral Egs. (60)-(63). We use the maximum number of iterations for Table 3 to be 20, 25, 30, 25, respectively, in Table 4, the
number of iterations to 30, 35, 45, 30, respectively. As suggested by inequalities (49) and (51), to have the same level of accu-
racy, for bigger value of p, requires a larger value for M, the number of collocation points, to get the same order of accuracy.
This is supported by numerical calculations as illustrated in Tables 3 and 4. Finally, as pointed out in Section 1, the main
advantage of the sinc collocation method is that it gives a better result when derivative of the solution is singular at the left
edge of interval of integration. All examples given in this section are supporting this property, i.e., derivative of their solu-
tions behave as x~* for some o > 0. In addition the sinc method has an exponential rate of convergence which is achieved by
using small number of collocation points as illustrated here.

Table 1
Maximum relative error estimates over the interval [0, 1], for M, M’ = 2, 4, 8, where m represents the number of iterations. Estimates are obtained at x = 0.2, 0.4,
0.5, 0.6, 0.8, and 1.0.

m Maximum relative error estimates for (61)
M=M=2 M=M=4 M =M=8
20 1.02E-2 1.92E-3 1.72E-4
40 3.25E-3 4.31E-4 3.04E-5
60 2.45E-4 6.01E-6 2.13E-6
80 4.34E-6 7.42E-7 1.42E-7
Table 2

Maximum relative error estimates over the interval [0,25], for M, M’ = 2, 4, 8, where m represents the number of iterations. Estimates are obtained atx = 1, 5, 10,
15, 20, and 25.

m Maximum relative error estimates for (61)

M=M=2 M=M=4 M=M=8
30 3.01E-2 6.54E-3 1.12E-3
50 6.22E-3 6.51E-4 3.01E-4
70 1.13E-4 1.72E-5 3.03E-5

90 6.36E—5 7.14E-6 1.37E-6
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Table 3
Maximum relative error estimates over the interval [0,1], for M, M’ = 2, 4, 8, the number of iterations are 20, 25, 30, 25, respectively. Estimates are obtained at
x=02,04,0.5, 0.6, 0.8, and 1.0.

Example Maximum relative error estimates
M=M=2 M=M=4 M=M=8
1 1.02E-2 1.92E-3 1.71E-4
2 4.11E-2 3.52E-3 2.31E-4
3 5.32E-2 2.76E-3 5.12E-4
4 345E-2 3.71E-3 3.61E-4
Table 4

Maximum relative error estimates over the interval [0,25], for M, M’ = 2, 4, 8, the number of iterations are 30, 35, 45, 30, respectively. Estimates are obtained at
x=1,5, 10, 15, 20, and 25.

Example Maximum relative error estimates

M=M=2 M=M=4 M=M=8
1 3.01E-2 6.54E-3 1.12E-3
2 5.42E-2 4.23E-3 2.63E-3
3 6.11E-2 3.87E-3 4.39E-3
4 2.76E-2 5.89E-3 2.62E-3

4.1. Conclusions and closing remarks

This work is concerned with the extension of a collocation sinc approximation method to a class of nonlinear Volterra
integral equation of the second kind that can arise in connection with many applications such as heat distribution problems.
The method first introduced in [24], and extended for double exponential transformation in [21] and [22]. The original meth-
od of [24] had an ambiguous restriction on the number of collocation points which was later clarified for linear case in [21]
and recently extended for linear Fredholm integral equations in [22]. We were able to rewrite a system of nonlinear equa-
tions in an explicit iterative form that it is easy to implement. We have provided the convergence and error analysis for the
method. One of the possible extensions of the method given here is to use double exponential transformation as used by
several authors recently and in connection with this is particular method for linear case by [21]. Another possible extension
of the method with combination of double exponential transformations as base functions for collocation grid points is to
approximate the derivative of a function to solve a class of nonlinear Volterra integro-differential equations. The values of
sinc methods lie in the fact that they behave well and produces better results when solution function has singularities. Col-
location methods provide a natural grading for selecting the nodes in the quadrature method that the unknown function
needs to be evaluated.
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