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Abstract

The Oseen eigenvalue problem plays a important role in the stability analysis of fluids. The prob-
lem is non-self-adjoint due to the presence of convection field. In this paper, we present a comprehen-
sive investigation of the mixed discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method, employing Py — Pr_1 (k > 1)
elements to solve the Oseen eigenvalue problem in Rd(d = 2,3). We first develop an adjoint-consistent
DG formulation for the problem. We then derive optimal a priori error estimates for the approximate
eigenpairs, and propose residual-type a posteriori error estimators. Furthermore, we prove the reliabil-
ity and effectiveness of these estimators for approximate eigenfunctions, as well as the reliability of the
estimator for approximate eigenvalues. To validate our approach, we conduct numerical computations
on both uniform and adaptively refined meshes. The numerical results demonstrate that our scheme
is computationally efficient and capable of yielding high-accuracy approximate eigenvalues.

Key words. Oseen eigenproblem, Discontinuous Galerkin method, A priori and a posteriori error esti-
mates, Adaptive algorithm..

1 Introduction

The Oseen eigenvalue problem, as a linearization of the Navier-Stokes equation, has important applica-
tions in fluid mechanics. Some references, such as [1], discuss the computation of the spectrum of the
Oseen operators, which plays a role in designing appropriate solvers for the Navier-Stokes equations.
Additionally, for preconditioners of the Navier-Stokes equations, the computation of the spectrum of
the Oseen problem is relevant, as shown in the work of [2]. Currently, the study of numerical methods
for the Oseen eigenvalue problem has attracted considerable attention in the academic community. For
the Oseen eigenvalue problem based on the velocity-pressure formulation, Lepe et al. [3] derived the a
priori and a posteriori error estimates using the Mini-element family and the Taylor-Hood (Py — Py)
element on two-dimensional and three-dimensional domains, and Adak et al. [4] developed the a priori
error estimates using a nonconforming virtual element discretization on two-dimensional domains. For
the Oseen eigenvalue problem based on the velocity-pseudostress formulation, Lepe et al. [5] employed
the Raviart-Thomas (RT) and Brezzi-Douglas-Marini (BDM) tensorized elements and proved the a priori
error estimates on both two and three dimensional domains. However, to the best of our knowledge, no
reports exist on the mixed discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method for the Oseen eigenvalue problem.

The DG method, first proposed by Reed and Hill [6] in 1973, has evolved into a widely used approach
for solving differential equations (see, e.g., introductory textbooks [7—10]). Among them, Chapter 6 in [7],
Chapter 6 in [8], Chapter 7 in [9], and Chapter 5 in [10] elaborate on the DG method for the Stokes
problem. The articles [11-19] investigated the DG method for the Stokes problem. In 2006, Antonietti et
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al. [20] first applied the DG method to solve the Laplace eigenvalue problem. Since then, many scholars
have applied the DG method to solve the Stokes eigenvalue problem, for example, see [21-24] and so on.
In this paper, we focus on investigating the DG P, — Py_1 (kK > 1) element method for solving the Oseen
eigenvalue problem based on the velocity-pressure formulation in R%(d = 2, 3).

The non-self-adjointness of the Oseen eigenvalue problem stems from the presence of the convection
term, and its error analysis and numerical computation are closely related to the DG formulations of both
the primal and adjoint eigenvalue problems. We establish an adjoint-consistent DG formula (2.8)-(2.9).
The adjoint-consistency is crucial to get the optimal error estimates of the DG approximate solutions for
problems with convection field (see Section 6 in [25] and Section 3 in [26]).

Based on [27,28], we prove the discrete inf-sup condition (2.33), and using a subtle analysis we prove
the discrete coercivity property (2.18). We then prove the convergence of the discrete solution operator
to the solution operator. Consequently, by applying the spectral approximation theory [29], we derive the
optimal a priori error estimates for approximate eigenpairs of the Oseen eigenvalue problem.

In practical finite element computations, it is desirable to perform computations in an adaptive fash-
ion (see, e.g., [30-34] and the references therein). For the Oseen eigenvalue problem, Lepe et al. [3]
investigated the a posteriori error estimation and adaptive computation for low-order Mini-element and
low-order Taylor-Hood elements. Although high-order Taylor-Hood elements have been established by
Boffi et al. (see Section 8.8.2 in [35]), but there are no reports on a posteriori error estimation adaptive
computation methods for high-order Taylor-Hood elements. In this paper, we propose an adaptive mixed
DG method using Py, —Pr_; (k > 1) elements. By the inf-sup condition (2.7), we establish the a posteriori
error formula (Theorem 3.1), and propose the a posteriori error estimators of residual type. By employing
the enriching operator (see [36,37]) and the bubble function technique (see [31]), we prove the reliability
and efficiency of the estimator for approximate eigenfunctions, as well as the reliability of the estimator
for approximate eigenvalues.

To validate our approach, we conduct numerical computations on both uniform and adaptively refined
meshes. The numerical results demonstrate that our scheme is computationally efficient and capable of
yielding high-accuracy approximate eigenvalues. Additionally, a comparative analysis with methods in
the existing related literature confirms the superior efficiency of our approach (see Section 4.3).

Throughout this article, C' in different positions represents different positive constants, which is in-
dependent of mesh size h. We use a < b to represent a < Cb, and a = b to represent a < b and
b <a.

2 The mixed DG approximation and its a priori error estimate

Consider the following Oseen eigenvalue problem:

—pAu+ (8-V)u+Vp =Aiu, in Q,
divu =0, in €,
Jop =0, in Q,

u =0, on 0,

(2.1)

where Q C R%(d = 2, 3) is a bounded polyhedral domain, u = (uy,...,uq)” is the velocity of the flow, p is
the pressure, 3 is a given convection field, representing a steady flow velocity such that 8 € L>(Q,R)? is
divergence free, 1 > 0 is the kinematic viscosity parameter of the fluid.

The standard assumptions on the coeflicient are the following (see [38]):

NBllao ~ 1if 1 < 1Bl

e~ Vi Bl <
where the first situation is the interesting one which appears in applications.

Let H?(D) be the complex Sobolev space of order p > 0 on D C Q with the norm || - ||, p. We

d

denote ||[v|,p = X |Jvillp.p for v = (v1,--+,vq) € HP(D)4. If D = Q, we omit the subscript D from
i=1



| - lp,p- We denote by (-,-) the inner product in L?*(Q)% which is given by (u,v) = [,u - Vvdz and

Q
(Vu,Vv) = [, Vu: Vvdz. We denote Hj(Q) = {v e H'(Q),v]|osq = 0},
X =Hg(Q)¢, W=L§Q) ={ee L*(): (e,1) = 0}.
The weak formulation of (2.1) is given by: find (A, u,p) € C x X x W, |lu|lp = 1, such that

Alu,v) +B(v,p) = A(u,v), VveX, (2.2)
B(u,q) =0, VYgeW, (2.3)

where

A, v) = p(Vu, Vv) + ((8- V)u,v),
B(V7p) = 7(p7 = V).

Thanks to Remark 5.6 in [38], we deduce that Re((S - V)v,v) = 0. Therefore, we can obtain
IV[? S ReA(v,v), VveX (2.4)

Thanks to Remark 53.10 in [39] we know that the bilinear form B(-,-) satisfies the following inf-sup
condition: there is a constant o > 0 such that

B
inf sup 7‘ (v, 9)|

> (2.5)
9€Wvex [lglloflvilx

Let V = X x W with norm ||[v,¢]|lv = ||[v]]1 + [lg]lo. Referring to (49.39) in [39], we introduce the
following sesquilinear form

A(w,r],[v,q]) = A(w,v) + B(v,r) + B(w,q), V[w,r],[v,q] €V. (2.6)
And from Theorem 49.15 in [39], we have

ot s ALl Al vl o

wrleV v gev [I[w: rlllvliv.glllv = valev wajev [l rlllvlllv, dlllv —

The formulation (2.7) plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Let 7;, = {7} be a regular simplex partition of  with the mesh diameter h = max hr where h, is the
T7E€Th

diameter of element 7. We use & and £° to denote the set of interior faces (edges) and the set of faces
(edges) on 9, respectively. &, = &} U 5,2. We use hp to denote the measure of F' € £,. We denote by
(-,-)r and (-, -)F the inner product in L?(7) and L?(F), respectively. We use w(7) to represent the union
of all elements, which share at least one edge (face) with 7, and use w(F') to represent the union of the
elements having in common with F'.

The broken Sobolev space is defined by:

HE(Th) = {v € L2(Q) : v, € H(7), ¥r € T} (€ > %).

For any F € &}, there are two simplices 77 and 7~ such that F = 77 N7~ (e.g. see [14]). Let n* be
the unit normal of F' pointing from 7+ to 7~ and let n= = —n™.

For any ¢ € H'(12,73), we denote its jump and mean on F € & by [¢] = ¢™nt + ¢ n~ and {¢} =
5 (T +¢7), respectively, where p* = |,+. For ¢ € H*(2, T;)%, we denote by [¢] = ¢ n"+¢~-n~ the
jump and {¢} = (" +¢~) the mean of p on F € &). We also denote by [¢] = ¢ @nT+¢~ @n~ the
full jump of ¢ on F € &}, where p®n = [p;n;]1<ij<d, ¢ = (pi),n = (n;). For tensors x € H*(Q, T,)4*4,
we denote by [x] = x*nt + x n~ the jump and {x} = $(x" + x~) the mean on F € &}.



For the sake of simplicity, when F' € 5,’;, by modifying the above definitions appropriately, we obtain
the jump and the mean on 9f2. That is to say, we modify ¢~ = 0 (similarly, ¢~ = 0 and x~ = 0) to
obtain the definition of jump on 99, and modify p~ = @™ (similarly, ¢~ = T and x~ = x*) to obtain
the definition of mean on 0.

The discrete velocity and pressure spaces are defined as follows:

Xy, = {vn € L2(Q)% : vi,|, € Pr(1)¢, V7 € Th},
Wy, = {qn € W : qu|r € Pr—1(7), V7 € Th},
where Py (7) is the space of polynomials of degree less than or equal to k > 1 on 7. And let X(h) = X+X,,.
The DG formula for the problem (2.1) is to find (s, up,pn) € C x Xj, x Wy, |Juplo = 1, such that
Ap(an, vi) +Br(vh, pr) = An(un, vi), Vv € X, (2.8)
By (un, qn) =0, Vagn € Wh, (2.9)

where

Ah(uh,vh) = Z /,U,Vllh :th.’E-F Z /(BV)uh - Vpdx

TETR"T TeTL YT
_ uw{Vu }:@ds— 1{Vvi} : [up]ds
F;h/F " s F;h»/F h h
+ Z / %[[M}]:Mds— Z /[[Uh®ﬁ]]~mds
reg, M 0F Fe&} r
—% > /(umﬂ)n-ﬁds, 2.10)
Fee,non”’F
Bn(vh,qn) = — Z /%de—i— Z /{qh}mds. (2.11)
TETH T Feé&, F

The term ;- is the interior penalty parameter, and the term
F

—%Z Z /F[[wL@ﬁﬂ'mds

TETL FCOT

makes the DG formula adjoint consistent.

Define the DG-norm as follows:

Willk = 3 vl + 3 [ llvalPas. on (11T (2.12)
TETh Feé&y
1
Il = Vel + S [ bel{Ovaids, on (HYS(T) (s > 3). (2.13)
F

Fegy,

Note that || - ||, is equivalent to ||| - ||| on X,.

Using the trace theorem on the reference element and the scaling argument, we deduce for any 7 € Ty,
that the trace inequality

_1 p_1 1
0.0r She 2 |wlor +hr 2wy, Ywe H (1), r€ (5, 1]. (2.14)

]



From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

[An(an, vi)| S [[anlll 1valll,  V[an, va] € (H(Ta)? x (H*(Ta))".

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.14), we obtain

|Ap(ap, va)l

<+ Y / hel{(TunbPds)t (vl + S0 / Bl {Vva )} 2ds)}

Fe&y Fe&y,
1 1
S (anlln + O R2IVaRl?)?) (valln+ (O B2IVvAl?,)2),
T€TH T€TH

Y[, vi] € (HY(Tu)? x (H(T))%

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace inequality, we can obtain for

(HY(Tw)? x H"(Tr),

IBr(Vh,qn)| = | — Z / anV - vidz + Z /{qh} vy ]ds|

TETH Fe&y

< Ivalllanlo + (3 / L lfwalPds) (3 / he )y ds)

Feé&y Fe&y

1
S lvallallgnllo + I1vallnClanllo + (Y A2 llanll?)*)
TETh

1
S Ivalln(lanllo + (D B2 llanli?.)%)-

TE€TH

Lemma 2.1. The discrete coercivity property holds

lunllz < ReAp(up,up), Yu, € Xy,

Proof. By virtue of Green’s formula, we have

Z/ Vuy, - wpde = Z /Zﬁlauh u,dz

TETH TETH
:72/251 uhdx+2/ (up ® B)n - wy, - nds
7€’ T TETH

(2.15)

(2.16)

any [vp,qn] €

(2.17)

(2.18)

—- % [ wdet 5 [ Tonw ) fulds+ 3 [ o) Tan s pls

T€Th Fegy Feg}
then

RGZ/B V)uy, - wpdz

TGTh

:fRe Z / {u, ® 6} : [un]ds + Z /{uh}[[uh@)ﬁ Ids),

Fe&y FE(E'Z



Hence, we obtain from Young’s inequality with €1, €5 > 0 and trace inequality, we have

RS [ wide =5 3 S [ T ol Tndds)

€T VT T7€Th FCOT F
1 . -
—I3Re( S [ Twnw i) fwdds+ 3 [ fw}-Tane plds
ree, ' F Feg, ' T
-3 Y [ s 1 Turas)
TETH FEER F
1, 21— _1 3 1 [ —
<> hidun @ BYo.rllhe® [un]llor + > lhi{untlorllhg® [an @ Blllo,r
Feé&y Fe&y,
S — 1 _1 1
< Z (ellhz{un @ BYG # + :Hth [un]llg F) + Z (e2llhz{un}llf »
Feéy 1 Feen
1, - 1—
+ a”hF?[[uh ® BIIIS.F)
1. _ 1. _
< Z Co(er]|B L= +€2)||uh||§,7 + Z CO(Ehpl + a%”WHLw)H[[MﬂH%,F (2.19)
TETH Feéy,

Similarly, by Young’s inequality with e3 > 0 and trace inequality, we have

|Re(F§h/Fy{Vuh} :@ds + F%;,L/FM{W}L} : [up]ds)|

1 _1
<2p Y IhE{Vuntlorllhp® [undllo,r

Feé&y
1 1 I
< Z (es|hZ{Vu G » + —lhp2Tunlllf #)
€3
Fe&y
R R—

<Y Ciesl|Vualg, + > Cl:HhF"’[[M]]Hg,F (2.20)

rET, Feg, 3

Combining (2.19) with (2.20), we can derive
Re(Ah(uh, uh))

2
> p Y Vg, = ColerllBllz= +e2) Y llanlls,

TETH TE€THh
1. 1. _
- > Co(—hp" + —hp 18] =) I[ualllf, »
1 €2
Feé&y
1 _
— Ches Z I\Vuhllﬁ,T - Cl;hFl Z H[[M]] |3F
TE€Th Fe&y
+ % [t ol s
Feé&y F
2
> (= Chez) Y [Vunlg- = Colerl|Bllz= +e2) Y llunlls,
TETH TE’nz
1 1 1 1 9
+ (7= (Co—+Co—||BllL=+C1—) | hx Z [ [unlll§, 7
€1 €2 €3 Feé&y

Thanks to (1.8) in [36], and by choosing a sufficiently large v and some proper ¢; < 1 (i = 1,2,3), we
obtain (2.18). O



The weak formulation of the boundary value problem (Oseen equation) associated with (2.1) reads:
find (u/,pf) € X x W such that

A/, v)+B(v,p) = (f,v), WeX, (2.21)
B(ul,q) =0, VgeW. (2.22)
The DG formula of (2.21)-(2.22) reads: find (u{”pi) € X}, x Wy, such that
Ah(uiavh) +Bh(vh,p£) = (f,vn), VvpeXp, (2.23)
By(ul,qn) =0, Vg, € Wy, (2.24)
Referring to Theorem 2.1 in [3], we assume that the following regularity result is valid: for any
f € (L3(Q))4 (d = 2,3), there exists (u/,p/) € (H(Q))? x H"(Q) (3 < r < 1) satisfying (2.21)-(2.22)
and

[u! 10 + P71l < Call Fllo, (2.25)

where C, is a positive constant independent of f.

Using the standard argument (see Lemma 6.5 and Proposition 2.9 of [8]), we can derive the consistency
lemma of (2.23)-(2.24).

Lemma 2.2. Let (uf,pf) be the solution to the boundary value problem (2.21)-(2.22). Then the following
equations hold

Ah(uf,vh) + [B}L(Vh,pf) = ( ,Vh), Yvy, € X(h), (226)
IB%h(uf, qh) =0, Vg, € W. (227)
Thanks to [27,28], the Nedelec H(div) space of index k is given by
VN = {v e H(Q;div) : v|, € [Pu(1)]%, V7 € Th}.
The projection I, : [H(2)]¢ — V;V is defined as follows for every 7 € Tp:
/(V —1IIv) - W =0,Yw € Ni_1(7), (2.28)
/ (v—-Tv) -ng=0,Yq € P,(F),VF C O, (2.29)
F
where Ni_1(7) is the Nedelec space of index k — 1 given by
Ni—1(7) = [Pr_a (D] + {v € [Prr(7)]? : v - x = 0},
and f”k,l(T) is the space of homogeneous polynomials of degree k& — 1.

We obtain from (2.28) and (2.29)

/TV -(IIpv — v)gde = 7/(Hhv —v) - Vqdz

T

+ / (Il,v —v) -ngds = 0, ¥v e H' (Q)?, VqePp_ (7). (2.30)
or

From Proposition 1 in [27], if u € (H'**(Q))? for any k > s > 0 holds

[u—Ixulfn < A afligs (2.31)



Let Ij, : X — X, N CY%Q)? be the Lagrange interpolation operator. Let ¢), : H*(Q) — W), be the
local L? projection operator satisfying 9,p|, € Py_1(7) and

/(p —Upp)gde =0, Vg € Pr_1(7), VY7 E Th.

Then, from Section 6.1.5 in [8], when p € H*(7) (3 < s < k) holds
lp = Onpllo S Pollplls.rs V7 € Th (2.32)

Using standard techniques (see Section VI.4 in [40])), by the projection operator II, we can prove the
following inf-sup condition holds.

Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant o > 0 independent of h such that the following discrete inf-sup
condition holds

ReB
inf sup ReBi Vi, n) > a. (2.33)
0#£qn €Wh 0£v), €X), llanllol[valln

Proof. The following commuting property holds ( [27]):
V- Ipv =9,V - v. (2.34)
In addition, the following bound holds:
Il < Cllvil, ¥ € [HA@). (2.35)
From [28], Vp, € Wy, there exists a v € [Hg(Q)]%, such that
Vev=p,, nQ, v=0, ondQ,
and
[vlli < Cllpnllo- (2.36)

By (2.34), we have that V - II,v = pj, and from (2.28) and (2.29), it is easy to know that [II,v] = 0,
VF € 82, and together with II5v - n = 0 on 052, then

||ph||8 = / ph]Thdl‘ = / prV - II,vde = 7Bh(HhV,ph). (237)
Q Q

We get from (2.35) and (2.36)

CBa(Inv,pr) o Ba(Inv,pn) o Bu(Inv,pn)
Mpvln ™ vl 1P lo

= |pnllo, Vpn € Wh,.
Hence, there exists a @ > 0 independent of h, such that (2.33) holds. O

From (2.4) and (2.5), we know that (2.21)-(2.22) are well-posed. Then we define the solution operators
T:L2(Q)? =X, Tf =u/,and S: L2(Q)¢ - W, Sf = p/ as follows:

A(Tf,v) +B(v,Sf) = (f,v), VWEeKX, (2.38)
B(Tf,q) =0, VqeW. (2.39)

And it is valid that
IT£l+ISFllo S N Fllo- (2.40)



Because of the compact embedding X «— L2(Q)?, T : L?(Q)? — L?(Q)? is compact.
By (2.18) and (2.33), we know that (2.23)-(2.24) are well-posed, and we define the discrete solution
operators Ty : L2(Q)¢ — X, Trf = u{L, and Sy, : L2(Q)4 — Wy, Si.f = p£ as follows:

Ap(Tof,v) +Bu(v,Snf) = (f,v), VveX, (2.41)
Bh(Thf, q) =0, Vq € Wy,. (2.42)

And there holds
TrFlln + ISefllo S N fllo- (2.43)

Thus, (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9) have the following equivalent operator forms, respectively:

ATu = u, S(Au) = p, (2.44)
MTrup =up,  Sp(Anun) = pp. (2.45)

Referring to [29], we give the adjoint eigenvalue problem of (2.2)-(2.3) and its DG formula: find
(A, u*,p*) e Cx X x W, ||lu*|lo = 1, such that

A(v,u*) + B(v,p*) = A*(v,u"), WweX (2.46)
B(u*,q) =0, VgeW, (2.47)

and find (A}, uj,pr) € C x X x Wy, |Juj]lo = 1, such that

Ap(vi,up) + Bi(va, pi) = A (v, ug,), Vv € X, (2.48)
Br(uh. qn) =0, Vg € Wy (2.49)

The source problem associated with (2.46)-(2.47) is to find (u/*, p/*) € X x W such that

A(v,u’*) +B(v,pf*) = (v, f), WweX, (2.50)
B(u/*,q) =0, VYgqeW, (2.51)

and its DG formula reads: find (u]*,pl*) € X;, x W), such that

Ap(vi, wl") + Br(vi,pl) = (i, £), Vv, € Xy, (2.52)
Bh(ui*,Qh) = 07 th € Wp,. (253)

From (2.4) and (2.5), we know that (2.50)-(2.51) are well-posed. Then we define the solution operators
T*: L2(Q)¢ - X, S* : L2(Q)4 — W:

AV, T*f) +B(v,S*f) = (v, f), WweX (2.54)
B(T*f,q) =0, VgeW, (2.55)

and it is valid that
1T Fllx + 1IS*Fllo S 1 Flo- (2.56)

By (2.18) and (2.33), we know that (2.52)-(2.53) are well-posed, and we define the discrete solution
operators T : L?(Q)4 — X, S;, : L2(Q)¢ — W), as follows:

Ah(V7T>}sz) + Bh(v, Z,f) = (V, f)a Vv e th (257)



And there holds
T Fln + ISR Fllo < 1 £ lo- (2.59)
From (2.54), (2.55), (2.38) and (2.39), we deduce

(Tv,z) = A(Tv,T*z) + B(Tv, S*z)
= A(Tv,T*z) + B(T*2,Sv) = (v, T*z), Vv,z < (L*(Q))%, (2.60)

and from (2.41), (2.42), (2.58) and (2.57), we can deduce
(Tpv,z) = (v, T;z), Vv,z e (L*(Q))% (2.61)

Then T* and T}, are adjoint operators of T and T, respectively. Therefore the prime and adjoint eigen-
values are connected via A = \* and \, = )\*

Referring to Proposition 2.9 of [8], next we will prove the adjoint-consistency of DG formulation.

Lemma 2.4. Let (u/*,p’*) be the solution to the boundary value problem (2.50)-(2.51). Then the fol-
lowing equations hold

Ay (v, u™*) + By (vi, p7*) = (vi, f), Vi, € X(h), (2.62)
Bu(u/*,qn) =0, Vg, € W. (2.63)

Proof. A simple calculation shows that on element 7, there hold

(B V)vi, = div(va ® ),
(v ® B) : Vul* = vy, - (8- V)ul+.

From the above two equations and Green’s formula, we deduce that

Z/ﬁ V)vy, - uf*dx—Z/dwvh®B ~uf*dx

TETh TETh
:_Z/vh®ﬁ uf*daH-Z Z/vh@)ﬁ ~ul*ds
T€Th T€Ty FCOT
==Y /vh uf*der Z > / (v @ B)] - {ul*}ds.
TETH TETh FCor
Z /uVVh Yul*dz = Z( /Vh uAul*dx + Z /Vh®n ,uVuf*ds)
TETh TETh T Fcor
= — Z /Vh uAuldx + Z /[[Vh]] ,u{Vuf*}dS
T7€Th Fe&y,

10



Using (2.10), (2.11) and the above two equations and [u’*] = 0 we deduce that
Ap(vi, u!™) 4+ Bp(vh, pl*)

= Z /quh:Vuf*dx—i- Z (B-V)vy -ul*da

T€Th T T€Th "7
=5 [ vy Flds - 3 [ a(Val) s fwalds
Feg, ' F Feg, ' F
1
+ > / itval P Jds 5 > Y- [ vaw 8- ulYds
ree, 7 FE reT, Fcor” I
- Z /Wv-vhdx—i— Z /{W}[[Vh]]ds
TeTn” T Feg, ' F
=— Z /vh s pAuf*dr + Z /[[&}] u{Vu/*}ds
TeTh T Feg ' F
1
- Z /vh (B V)ul*dx + 3 Z Z /[[(Vh ® B)] - {uf*}ds
€T T reTh Fcor” F
=% [ utvviy s WlTds - Y [ a(Vu”Y s valds
reg, ' F Fee, ' F
1
+ 3 [l Wl -5 S Y [ v sl [was
Feg, /P F reTh Fcor /¥
+ Z (/ Vpfrvpde — Z /]th -nds) + Z {pF*}[vn]ds
€T U7 rcor’F Feg U F
:fZ/vh:uAuf*dfo vy - (8- V)ul*dz —0+0
TETLYT T€Th”T
+ Z (/ Vpf*vpdx — Z /Wv;b-nds)—k Z /{W}[[Vh]]ds
TeT, U7 Fcor’F Feg, ' F

- / Vi (AW = div(ul* @ B) + Vpl)de = (vi, f).
Q
Then, (2.62) holds. It is clear that (2.63) holds. O

From the inverse inequality and the interpolation estimate, we deduce

IV (a = vi)lrr S (IV(u—=vp)lor + b7 Ja = Ihuig, ),
Wop = pulrs S ([0 = prlor + Rrlp — Onplrr), Vv € Xi,pp € Wi,

(2.64)

(2.65)
(2.66)

Using the same argument as Theorem 6.10 and Theorem 6.11 in [8], we prove the following two

theorems.

Theorem 2.5. Let (u/,p/) and (ui,pi) be the solution of (2.21)-(2.22) and (2.23)-(2.24), respectively,
and let (u/*, p/*) and (uﬁ*,pﬁ*) be the solution of (2.50)-(2.51) and (2.52)-(2.53), respectively. Assume

that (u/,pf), (u/*,pf*) € H¥*(Q)7 x H*(€), s € [r,k], then

! — || + " = pLllo S B (Ju!|14s + [p7]5),
u? =[] + lp" = pL o S B2 ([0 145 + [p7*]5)-

11
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Proof. Denote ¢ = u£ —Iuf and ¢ = pj: —9,p?. By the consistency (2.26), we deduce that the error
o and 1) satisfy the equations

Ap(o,vi) +By(vi, ) = Ah(u{; — Il vy) + Bh(vh;pi — Ip’)
= Ah(u£ — llf + uf — Hhuf,vh) + Bh(vh,p£ — pf +pf — ﬁhpf)
= Ap(uf —uf,vy) + Ap(uf — Tuf, vy) + By (vi, pf — p7)
+ Bi(vi,p’ = Inp’)
= Ap(a/ —Tu! vy) + Bu(vi,p’ — 9hp’), Vv, € X, (2.69)
From (2.30) and (2.29), we get By, (Il,uf —u’, g;) = 0, then
Bi (¢, qn) = By (uf — !, g) = By(uj, —u/ +u/ —1,uf, q,)
=By (u], — u,qy) +By(uf —Myul,q,) =0, Vg € Wy
Choosing vj, = ¢ in (2.69), and using the above equation, we obtain
An(p,p) +0=Apw T’ ¢) + By (o, p” — 0np?),
thus, by coercivity of ReAy(-,-), (2.16), (2.17), (2.65) with v;, = IIuf, (2.31) and (2.32), we deduce
lelln < ReAn(o, @) S 1An(u! =Tl ) = By(p, p’ — Inp’)|

< (lnf = 1uf [ + (O B2V (u - Luw)|? )3
TE7~h,

1
+ (O B2 " = 9np? 12 llelln
TETH

S P (W g + 107 ]l lln-
By the triangle inequality, (2.31), (2.65) with v, = IT,uf and the above estimate we obtain
! —wf[[] < [l[0f = Tl [+ [[lo]l]| £ 2 ([0 s + [p7]5)- (2.70)

By virtue of (2.33) and (2.26), the following inequality holds

B, (v, Onp’ — p))|

all9np’ —plllo < sup

vi€Xp [vrlln
— s B (vi, o’ = pf) + Bu(vi, 9ap’ — p7)]
vrEXp Ivalln
— A (uf —uf B O — pf
— sup | = An(u! —wj, vi) + Bu(va, 9np’ — p)| (2.71)
v EXp [Valln
From (2.17) and (2.32), we know
1
Br(vi, 9np = p') S Ivalln(9np” = pPllo + (D B 10np" = p71172)7)
TE€TH
< B s vl (272)
From (2.15) and (2.70), we obtain
An(a” = afva)l S Ml = aflll [valln S 20 (0 s + 1071 Ivalln- (2.73)
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Substituting (2.72) and (2.73) into (2.71), then
alldnp” = pfllo S B (0 ips + [p7]s),
applying triangle inequality and combining (2.32) yield
I = phllo S 2° (I |14s + Ip7],) - (2.74)
Combining (2.70) with (2.74), we obtain (2.67).

By following the steps of argument as for (2.67), we can deduce that the estimate (2.68) holds. O

Theorem 2.6. Let (uf*, p/*) and (u£*7p£*) be the solution of (2.50)-(2.51) and (2.52)-(2.53), respec-
tively, and let (u/,p?) and (ui,pﬁ) be the solution of (2.21)-(2.22) and (2.23)-(2.24), respectively. Then

[uf* —uf*[lo < A ([0 —uf*[|] + [p™ — pL*[0), (2.75)
lu? —ufllo < A (l[u! —ufll| + Ilp" —p] o). (2.76)

Proof. For any f € (L?(Q))¢, we have I,Tf € X; N X, thus from (2.50) and (2.52), and from (2.3), we
obtain

An(InTF 0!* —uf™) + By (L Tf p/* —pl") =0, Bu(Tf,p/* —p}") =0.
Let f =uf* — uh , from (2.38), (2.26), the above two equations, (2.16) and (2.17), we derive

[uf* — a3 = (f, 0" —uf*) = Au(Tf, u’" — uf") + By (u/ —uf*,Sf)
= |An(Tf — I T, 0 —af") + By (I, Tf — Tf,p/* —p]")
+Bp(u’” —u",Sf —Sif)
STF = LTA o™ =l ]+ IT.TF = TFnlp™ = pfllo
+luf* = uf*[|n(ISF = Sufllo + (Y h2ISF —Suf|? dw)?),

TETH

thus, from the interpolation estimate, (2.67) and (2.25), we obtain (2.75).
By the same argument as for (2.75), we obtain (2.76). O

Combining (2.76), (2.67), (2.75), (2.68) and (2.25), we can obtain
Ty, —T)jo > 0as h—0, |T; —T*|lo—>0ash — 0. (2.77)

Let {A\;} and {)A;n} be enumerations of the eigenvalues of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9) respectively,
according to the same sort rule, each repeated as many times as its multiplicity. Suppose that A and A,
are the kth eigenvalue of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9), respectively. Let ¢ be the algebraic multiplicity of A,
A=A = Agg1 = -+ = Apyq—1. Assume that t(\) and M()) are generalized eigenspaces of T and (2.2)-
(2.3) associated with A, respectively, and ¢*(\) and M*()\) are generalized adjoint eigenspace associated
with A, and ¢,()) the direct sum of the generalized eigenspace of T}, associated with the eigenvalues A; p,
that converge to . R

For two closed subspaces A and B of (L?(2))%, we define the gap §(A4, B) between A and B in the
sense of norm || - || as

§(A,B)= sup inf [[¢—¢lo, 6(A, B) = max{6(4, B),6(B, A)}.
HEA,||pllo=1 YEB
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Lemma 2.7. Let (A, u,p) and (Ap,up,pr) be the jth eigenpair of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9), and let
(A, u*,p*) and (A}, uf,p;) be the jth eigenpair of (2.46)-(2.47) and (2.48)-(2.49), respectively. Then, it
s holds that

A = Al S AR (u—up,u* — vy) + Bp(u” — v, p—pp) + Bp(u—up, p* — qn)
—Mu—up,u* —wvp)|,  for [vi,an] = [up, py] or [Ipu”, InpT]. (2.78)

Proof. From (2.2)-(2.3), (2.26)-(2.27)(f = Au and uf = u), (2.62)-(2.63)(f = \*u* and u/* = u*) and
(2.8)-(2.9), we derive

Ap(a—up,u* —vp) + By (" — v, p—pu) + Bu(u —up, p* — qn)
—AMu—up,u* —vyp)
= Ap(u,u”) — Ap(u,vp) — Ap(up, u®) + Ay (up, vi)
+ Bn(u*,p) — Br(vn,p) — Ba(u®,pr) + Br(vn, pn)
+ Bp(u, p*) — Bu(u, grn) — Bu(up, p*) + Bu(un, qn)
= A(u,u”) + A(u,vp) + A(up, u*) — A(up, vp)
=04+04+0— Aup, vi) + An(up, vp)
= (An = N)(up, vp).

Applying the same argument as in Lemma 5 in [41], we deduce that |(uy, vy)| has a positive lower bound
uniformly with respect to h. Therefore, from the above equation we obtain (2.78). O

N, — 15 ktg-1
Denote A\ = 3. 50 Ajn.

Theorem 2.8. Let M(\), M*(\) C (H'*5(Q2))? x H(Q) (r < s < k),then the following estimates hold

S(EN), th(N) £ h7F°, (2.79)
A= An| < B (2.80)
when A is non-defective eigenvalue, then
lu—wnllo S A" ([llw = wnlll + llp = palo), (2.81)
llu = wnll[ + [lp = pallo < h° (2.82)
[0 —ugllo S A"([[0” —wj|l[ + [Ip* = Phllo), (2.83)
H[u® = wg [l + " = pillo < 1° (2.84)
A= X\n| S A%, (2.85)
Proof. Since ||Ty, — T|lo — 0 as A — 0, from Theorem 7.1 and Theorem 7.2 in [29], we obtain
5(t(A); tn(A) S (T = Th)le(x)llo, (2.86)
k+q—1
A=l S D (T = Tr)wy, uf) + (T = Tl foll (T* = T5) e (o (2.87)
ij=k
From (2.86), (2.76) and (2.67) we obtain (2.79).
From (2.62)-(2.63), (2.26)-(2.27) and (2.67)-(2.68), we deduce
[((T = Th)uy, ui)| = [An((T — Tp)uy, T*uj)
+ Bn((T — Ta)uy, S*uf) + Bn(T vy, S'uj — Shuj)
= |Ah((T - ']I‘h)uj, T : - IhT*uf)
+ Bn(T uj — [, T™u7, S™uj — Sjuf)
+ By (T — Th)uy, S*uf — 9S*uf)| S A%, (2.88)
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Substituting (2.88) into (2.87), and up to higher order term [[(T — Tp)[¢x)|lo||(T* — T},)
(2.80).
When ) is non-defective eigenvalue. From spectral approximation theory and (2.76), we derive

=\ |lo we obtain

[ —wsllo S ITu - Trullo
SR ([[ITa = Trul|] + [|Su = Spullo). (2.89)
From (2.78) with [vp, qn] = [[pu*, 9,p*] , we derive
A= Anl S A" (lla—wanllo + [lp — prllo) (2.90)
Applying the triangle inequality and (2.43), we obtain

| [[lu—upll| = []|\Ta = ATxul|| | < ||[ATa = Ay Trup — ATu + ATpul||
< |ATru — ApTrunlln < || Au — Apugl|o,

|'llp = prllo = |[[ASu — ASpul|o | < [|ASu — ApSpup — ASu + ASpul|o
< [[AShu — ApSpunllo S [[Au — Apup o

From the above two estimates, (2.89) and (2.90), we obtain
llw = walll + 1o — pallo = AT — Xyl + | |ASu — XSyullo. (2.91)

From (2.91) and (2.89), we obtain (2.81). From (2.91) and (2.67), we obtain (2.82). By the same argument
as for (2.81) and (2.82), we can obtain (2.83) and (2.84). By (2.78), and by (2.81), (2.82), (2.83) and
(2.84), we can obtain (2.85). O

Consider the DG formulation: Find (A}, uj,p5) € C x X x Wy, [Juj]lo = 1, such that

~

Ah(V}“ UZ) + Bh(vh,p,’;) = TZ(V;“ 11;;)7 Vv € Xp, (292)
Bh(UZ»Qh) = Oa VQh S Wha (293)

where

r(Vh,u}) Z /quh Vuhdx— Z /Vh div( uh®ﬁ)

7€Th TETh
- (Vi) [ug]ds — [va] : {Vu] }ds
F;/N h h F;/N h h
+F§ / ol A [val : [u;] ds+F§1 /{vh} [u;, ® Blds
+1 Z /Vh ((uj, ® B)n)ds (2.94)
2 peermon

We deduce by Green’s formula that
An(vi,up) = Ap(va,up) =0, Vi, uj, € X (2.95)

Hence, the adjoint problem (2.92)-(2.93) is equivalent to the adjoint problem (2.48)-(2.49).

15



3 A posteriori error estimate

For the primal problem (2.8)-(2.9) and the adjoint problem (2.48)-(2.49), we introduce the estimators as

follows.
Let (Ap,up, pn) € CxXp, x W), be an approximate eigenpair. For the problem (2.8)-(2.9), we introduce
the estimator

Nk, = b2lIAnun + pAuy — (8- V)u, — Vppll§ - + l|divun |3,

1
Nk =5 > hellload = pVup + un @ A5 £,
FCoT\oQ

where I denotes the d x d (d = 2,3) identity matrix. Next, we introduce the following estimator 77, to
measure the jump of the approximate solution uy:

n,= > pllwlllEe+ Yo bt @nlf e
FCor,FeE], FCor,Feg}

The local error estimator is defined as
2 (Un, pr) = 1k, + 0, 03
then the global a posteriori error estimator is defined as

1
Mh uh,ph E UT llhaph 2.
TE7-}L

Let (A, u;,p;) € C x X}, x Wy, be an approximate eigenpair of the adjoint problem (2.48)-(2.49), we
introduce the estimator as follows

i = 2N, + pdw, + (8- V)u;, = Vpillg ;- + lldivag]fg .,

1 *
=g Y hellI- eV - i @ B 6,
FCoT\o9
np= Y, Rllle+ D AhElw @nlf e
FCor,Feg;, FCor,Feg}

The local error estimator and global estimator of problem (2.48)-(2.49) are defined as follows, respectively:

1
77:2(112’1’;) = 77?%% +77;3 +7733’ 0 (g, pr) Z 7IT (uj,,pp))2.
TETH

We denote 0, =int{ |J 7,7 € Tp} for 7 € Ty, and use O to represent the set of all elements which
share at least one nodeTi;iTtTl@face F. We denote by z! the Scott-Zhang interpolation function [42], then
z! € XNX;, and

1z — 2" [lo,- + hr IIV(Z—ZI)IIO,TNh 1Vz(o.e. VT € Th, (3.1)
lz —2z'|jo.r < FHVZHO 0op, VF COT. (3.2)
We define an auxiliary discrete sesquilinear form K;L(, ) : X(h) x X(h) — C by

An([w.r], [v,q)) = An(w,v) + B}, (v,r) + B} (w,q), Vlw,r],[v,q] € X(h) x W, (3-3)
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where

Ah (up,va) Z //LVuh Vvndx + Z / B-V)uy, - Vpdx

TETH TETH
+ Z /'yh [us] : vh]]ds—f Z Z /[[uh®ﬁ {vi}ds, (3.4)
Feé&y, reT Feor
B}, (Vi qn) Z /th vpdr. (3.5)
TE€TH

With the definition, one finds that Ay (-, -) = A(-,-) on VXV, Ap(-,-) = A(-,-) on XxX and B, (-,-) =B(-,")
on X x W, and that

A (wn,vi)| S anllnllvalln, Y(an, va) € X(h), (3.6)
B, (Vi an)| S IVallnllanllos  Y(va,qn) € X(h) x W. (3.7)

Theorem 3.1. Let (A, u,p) and (A, up,pp) be the jth eigenpair of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9), and let
(A", u*,p*) and (X}, u},p;) be the jth eigenpair of (2.46)-(2.47) and (2.48)-(2.49), respectively. Then

[u—aplln + [lp = prllo (3.8)
B (0= wn,v) + By (v,p = pr) + B (u — wn, )|

< sup + inf |jup — vl|p,
0#[v,q]€V H[V7q]”V vex
u® = wj[ln + " = Pillo (3.9)
A (0 = g v) + B (v.p = p) + By (0" — uj.q)
< sup + inf ||uj — v||n.
0#£[v,qleV (v, dlllv vex

Proof. For any [w,z] € V, due to the fact that A, = A on V x V, From the inf-sup condition (2.7) we
obtain

[An([u —w,p — 2], [v,q))|

afflu—w,p—2]llv < sup (3.10)
[v,q]ev H[V#ﬂ”\l
From (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain
An([u—w,p — 2], [v,q)| = [An(u—w,v) +Bj,(v,p — 2) + B, (u — w,q)|

= |&h(u—Uh7V)+B;l(V,p_ph)+Bh(u up, q )

+ Ap(up —w,v) + B (v,pn — 2) + B, (up — w,q)|

S [An(a = wp, v) + B, (v, p — pn) + By, (0 — wp, g)]

+ [lup = wllal[vll1 + [Vl1llpr — 2llo + [[un — wllnllgllo, V[w,z2],[v,q] € V. (3.11)

Substituting (3.11) into (3.10), using the triangle inequality, noting that w and z are arbitrary and
in{V Iz = prllo = 0, then (3.8) is valid. By the same argument as for (3.8), then (3.9) holds. O
S
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Lemma 3.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, there hold

|An(a—up,v) + B, (v,p — p)| + B (up, q)]

SN re + e +02,) [VVIo+ D ldivaso-llalo
T€TH TETH

+ [|Au = Apurllo||V Ve, V[v,q] €V, (3.12)
|Ap(v,u” —up) + By, (v,p* —pj)| + B, (un, )|

S (i, +np + 05 ) [Vvlol + Y lIdivasllo,rllallo
TETH TETH

+ A" u* = A upllol|Vvle, V[v,q] € V. (3.13)
Proof. Using (2.2), (3.4), (3.5), (2.11) and Green’s formula we deduce

Ap(a =y, v) + B}, (v,p — pn)
= An(u,v) = Ap(un, v) + By, (v, p) — B, (v, pn)
= A, v) — Ap(up,v) — B, (v, pp)
= (A\u,Vv) — Z /,uVuh : Vvdz — Z (8- V)uy - vdx

T€TW T T€TR " T

_ Z/F%[[M]]:der%z > /F[[uh@;m].deZ pndiovd

Fegy T€TL FCOT T€TL YT

= (Au— \yuy,v) + Z /()\huh + pAuy,) - vdr — Z Z / uVupn - vds
F

TETL YT T€THL FCOT

— Z (8-V)u, - vdx — Z/Vph~vdx+ Z Z P,V - nds

€T, T reTn VT reTh Fcor’ ¥

+%Z Z [u, ® B] - {v}ds

T€TH, FCOT r

= ()\u — )\huh,v) + Z ()\huh =+ uAuh — (ﬂ . V)uh — VPh) -vdz

T€TL VT

+% Z Z /F[[phI—MVUh—&-uh@Jﬁﬂmds, Vv € X. (3.14)

T€T, FCOT

Note that the Scott-Zhang interpolation v — v! € X. From (3.14) replacing v with v — v/, the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and (3.1) and (3.2), we deduce that

An(u—un, v = v!) + B, (v = v').p — 1)l

S O" 3+ 1)) E vl + k= Ay o] v]s- (3.15)
TETH

By comparing (2.10) with (3.4), using (2.2),(2.8) and v! € XNX,, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
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the trace inequality, and (3.15), we obtain
An(u =y, v") + B, (v, p— )]

= [Ap(u— uhvvl) + Z /1'/ [[411 —w] : {Vv'}ds +B;L(Vva_ph)|
Feé&y F

oS /Fu[[u—uh]]:{va}ds+(>\u—)\huh,v1)\

Fegy,

A

_ 1 _—
SN Ilwadllo.r 19V o + [Aa = Apug o[ v [lo.
TETH FCOT\0Q

Then,
|Ap(u—uy,v) +Bj(v,p— pn)|
= |1&h(u —up,v—v) +B,(v—vp—pp)
+ l?kh(u —up, v + B, (v, p — p)|
S AR —up, v — v + By (v — v p—pp)]

1 —
+ > > et lualllo s Vv lor + [1Au = Apus ol v lo- (3.16)
€T FCOT\0Q

Substituting (3.15) into (3.16), noting that |B) (un,q)| < > ||divunllo,-||¢llo, we obtain (3.12).
TETh

Using a proof method similar to (3.12), we obtain (3.13).

By virtue of the enriching operator Fj, : X;, — X}, N X [36,37], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. The following estimates are valid:

lun = Enunllf 3 vhp [[ualllf r + 3 vhp' s @ nlff p, (3.17)
Fegi Feeb

lwj, = Enwjlli S 3 vhg Iwpdller + X A% |lu) @ nl[f 4. (3.18)
Fegi Fegb

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 3.1 hold, then

lu—uplln + llp — pullo < mu(an, pr) + | Anun — Aulo, (3.19)
[w* —ujlln + llp* = phllo S i (uh, ph) + AL, — A"u®|lo. (3.20)

Proof. Substituting (3.12) and (3.17) into (3.8), we obtain (3.19). Similarly, (3.20) can be obtained. O
Using the standard bubble argument developed by Verfiirth [31], we will deduce the following local

bounds. For the sake of simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the case that §(x) is polynomial. The general
case requires only technical modifications.
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Lemma 3.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, there hold

nr, SV —uap)lor + Ip = pallor + hel[Anun — Auflo, -, (3.21)
1
e, S IV = un)llowr) + 12 = rllowe + (Y h2lIAu— Xaunl[3 )2, (3.22)
TEW(T)

m, = >, vhplun—ulf e+ D Ahpl(un —w) - n|ff g, (3.23)
FCoT,FeE} FCor,Feg?

N, S IV@® —up)llo,r + |Ip* = pillo,r + hr [ Auy, — Ao, (3.24)

* * * * * * % * % 1
Nr, S IV —up)llower + 127 = phllowe) + ( Z R[N = N ll5 )2, (3.25)
TEW(T)

n? = Y bRt —wlg e+ > bRl - u) - nlf e (3.26)

FCor,Fe&} FCor,Feg}

Proof. Let b, € H}(7) and by € Hi(w(F)) be the standard bubble function on element 7 and face F
(d =3) or edge F' (d = 2) of 7, respectively.
For any 7 € T, define the function R and K locally by

R|; = Apuy, + pAwy, — (B-V)u, — Vpn, K|, = h2Rb,.

From Proposition 3.37 in [31], using Au + pAu — (8- V)u — Vp = 0 and integrating by parts, together
with K|sr = 0 we deduce that

CR2||R|2., < /R- (W2 Rb;)d — /()\huh b uAuy, — (8- V)un — Vpp) - Kda
= /uA(u;L —u)- Kdr — / V(pn —p) - Kdx + /()\huh —Au) - Kdx

- [V - w) K

T

=— / V(u—uy) - VKdr + /(ph — p)divKdz

+ /()\huh —Au) - Kdz — /(6 -V)(up, —u) - Kdx.
Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Proposition 3.37 in [31], and noting |V -upllo = |V - (up, —u)||0,

we obtain (3.21).
For any interior edge/face F € &}, let the functions R and © be such that

Rlp = [ppl — pVuy 4+ up, @ ]| and © = hpRbp.
Using Proposition 3.37 in [31] and [, [pI — pVu+u® 3] - ©ds = 0, we get

ChF”RHg,F < / R- (hFRbF)dS = / [[(ph 7p)I — uV(uh — 11) + (uh - u) ®ﬁﬂ - Ods.
F F
Applying Green’s formula over each element of w(F), we derive
ChellRIR e < [ 1o =T - i ()] -8ds + [ [, —w) & 5] - 8
F F

= S [(~uA(uy —u) + V(py —p)) - Oda

Tew(F)YT
- Z (uV(u—uy) — (p —pu)I) : VOdx + / [(up, —u) ® B] - Ods.
rew(F) T F
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Using —pAu + Vp = Au — (8- V)u, we deduce

Chr|RI5r< /(/\huh + pAuy, — (8- V)uy, — Vpy) - Odz
TEW(F) YT

+ Z /()\u — A\puy) - Odz + Z (—uV(u—uy) + (p — pr)I) : VOdx
TEw(F)YT TEw(F)YT

- > /((/3 -V)(u—uy)) - Odx + /F[[(uh —u) ® 3] - Ods. (3.27)

TeEw(F)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for each term on the right-hand side of (3.27), and by (3.21) and
Proposition 3.37 in [31], we get (3.22). By using [u] = 0 for any F € &}, and u = 0 for any F C 99, we
get (3.23).

Similarly, we can prove (3.24), (3.25) and (3.26). O

From Lemma 3.5, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, there holds

(W, pn)® S la—wnllf + lp = pallg + D B2lIAw = Nawn (3.28)
TETH
(i, p3)? S s = willi + = pills + > B2 = Npaj[I5 - (3.29)
TETH

Theorem 3.7. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, there holds

A= Anl S (an,pn) + D B (Ju = Tnulty, , + lp = Onpl?)
TETH

o (uh,ph)? + Y R ([ = Lty 4 (07— 9np” 1) (3.30)
T€TH

Proof. Choosing [vy,qn] = [u},p;] in (2.78), from (2.16), (2.17), (2.65), (2.66), (3.19) and (3.20), we
obtain (3.30). O

During the past decade, the a posteriori error estimate and adaptive computation of multiple and
cluster eigenvalues have become an attractive issue (see, e.g. [43-47]).

Denote the index set J = {k,k+1,--- ,k+m —1}. Let {\;};e5 be an eigenvalue cluster composed of
eigenvalues of (2.2)-(2.3), A\x # Ak—1 and Agym—1 # Metm-

From Theorem 3.4, Theorem 3.6, Theorem 3.7, and up to the oscillation terms, we can obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 3.8. When the eigenvalue cluster {\;};cy is composed of non-defective eigenvalues, the fol-
lowing inequalities hold

> (g = wnllf + s = pinlld) = > mn(win, pin)?,

Jel 2

S (s =gl + ey = 2ald) 2> nh(as s 05>

JjeI jel

N =il S (n(an,pin)? + 0 (), 05,)%) i€ D.
jel

21



4 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we present some numerical experiments for the Oseen eigenvalue problem (2.1) on two-
dimensional (2D) and three-dimensional (3D) domains to exhibit the performance of the proposed method.
Based on the standard adaptive algorithm, we obtain the following algorithm.
Algorithm 1. The adaptive algorithm.
Choose the parameter 6 € (0,1).
Step 1. Set [ = 0 and pick an initial mesh 7, with the mesh size h;.
Step 2. Solve Egs.(2.8)-(2.9) and (2.92)-(2.93) on Tp, for the discrete solution {(\; x,, W) n,s D).k, ) fi;”fl

with [lujn, flo =1 and {(XZ,, al 05, ™" with [uf, [lo = 1.

Step 3. Compute the local indicators 1 (u; n,, pjn,) and 07 (0, . p5,, )0 =k, -+, k+m —1) for all
T € Thy-
Step 4. Construct 7, C Tp, by Dorfler [48] Marking strategy

k+m—1
Z ( Z 77 (W, vpj,hz)z + ni(u;,hl 7p;,hl)2)
T€7A’hl Jj=k
+m—
>6 Z Z thHp]hl) +77¢( jh]7p]h]) )
TGT}LZ j=k

Step 5. Refine T, to get a new mesh 7y, ,, by procedure Refine.
Step 6. [ <[+ 1 and go to Step 2.

We demonstrate the efficiency of our approach by applying Algorithm 1 with the Py — Pr_1(k = 2, 3)
elements. The program is implemented using the iFEM package [49], and the matrix eigenvalue problem
is solved using the command ’eigs’ in MATLAB 2019a on a ThinkPad PC with 1.80GHZ CPU and
32GB RAM. Numerical experiments are conducted in four domains: a 2D square domain, a 2D L-shaped
domain, a 3D thick L-shaped domain, and the 3D unit cube domain.

The 1n1tlal mesh size hg is set as follows:

ho = for the L-shaped domain;

ho = ‘f for the thick L-shaped domain and the unit cube domain.

We adapt the following symbols in our tables and figures:

A;: the jth eigenvalue.

)\J h,: the jth approximate eigenvalue in the [th iteration.

dof: the degrees of freedom in the [th iteration.

05,0 =1(Wj,h,s Pjhy) =N (u;‘ her Pin, ).

Rerr(\;) = |>‘1|§\ "\ il; the relative error of the ith approximate eigenvalue.

4.1 2D domains
4.1.1 A 2D square domain

Let us begin with the two-dimensional square domain: (—1,1)? with 3(z,y) = (1,0)" and p = 1.
Since the exact eigenvalues of the problem on the unit square are unknown, in order to investigate the
convergence behavior of the eigenvalues on uniform meshes , we use the following formula

Ain = Aj s
Ao )\jy%

1
(ig2)"

order(\; ) =

to compute the approximate convergence order.
Tables 1-2 depict the convergence history for the first four computed eigenvalues. In all cases pre-
sented, the convergence order of the approximate eigenvalues tends to be h2* for P, — Pp_y(k = 2,3)

22



elements. This indicates that the eigenfunctions are sufficiently smooth on the square domain.

Table 1: The first four approximate eigenvalues using Po — P; element with v = 40 on the square domain

for = (1,0)" and pu = 1.

=
o
o

h ALh order A2 order A3,k order A4n order
% 13.6596320 23.3381037 23.6525846 33.0749860
\1/—65 13.6130518 23.1452062 23.4375849 32.3542953
g 13.6098165 3.85 23.1307530 3.74 23.4239142 3.98 32.3018053 3.78
g 13.6096064 3.94 23.1298126 3.94 23.4230344 3.96 32.2983688 3.93
V2 136095931 3.98 23.1297530 3.98 23.4229787  3.98 32.2981508 3.98

Table 2: The first four approximate eigenvalues using P35 — Py element with v = 90 on the square domain

for = (1,0)" and pu = 1.
h Ak order A2.n order A3, order Agn order
g 13.6104081 23.1342511 23.4271193 32.3204442
\1/—65 13.6096110 23.1298423 23.4230605 32.2986024
3—‘/25 13.6095926 5.44 23.1297509 5.59 23.4229767 5.60 32.2981452 5.58
g 13.6095922 5.52 23.1297491 5.67 23.4229750 5.62 32.2981363 5.68

4.1.2 A 2D L-shaped domain

We present the numerical experiments on the L-shaped domain Q = (—1,1)?\ (-1,0)? with z = 1. The
marking parameter 6 is set to 0.75 for the 2D L-shaped domain. Referring to [3], we consider four cases
for the steady flow velocity 5:
Bl(xvy) = (170)t7
Ba(x,y) = (cos(mx) sin(my), — sin(mwx) cos(my))?,
63(Iay) = (%7 730);7
Ba(x,y) = (32, —52)" with ¢(z,y) = 1000(1 — 22)?(1 — y?)?.
The functions are normalized in the L>-norm as 8 = 8/|| || -
The reference values for the first four eigenvalues of the Oseen eigenvalue problem with y = 1 and different
B values are listed in Table 3, which are obtained using the adaptive DG P35 — Py element with as many

degrees of freedom as possible.

Table 3: The reference values for the first four eigenvalues on the L-shaped domain are computed for
different 8 and p = 1.
A1 A2 A3 A
Bi(z,y) 32.9600408 37.1171925 42.3976455  49.2536801
Ba2(z,y) 32.1327327  37.0183457  41.9398470  48.9835958
Bs(x,y) 32.1327443  37.0183701 41.9398781  48.9836377
Ba(z,y) 32.1327060 37.0183328 41.9398268  48.9835714

The error curves of the first four eigenvalues obtained using adaptive DG Py, —Py_1 (k = 2, 3) elements
for Algorithm 1 are shown in Figures 1-4. From the figures, it can be seen that the numerical results
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obtained by Algorithm 1 can achieve high accuracy.
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Figure 1: The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes of the first four eigenvalues using Algorithm 1
on L-shaped domain for 8(z,y) = B1(z,y) and p =1 (left: DG Py — P; with v = 40; right: DG P3 — Py
with v = 90).
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Figure 2: The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes of the first four eigenvalues using Algorithm 1
on L-shaped domain for (z,y) = Sa2(z,y) and p =1 (left: DG Py — Py with v = 40; right: DG P53 — Py
with v = 90).

4.2 3D domains
4.2.1 A unit cube domain

In this experiment, we consider the Oseen eigenvalue problem with 3 = (0,0,1)® and x = 1 on the
unit cube domain € = (0,1)%. The extrapolated values A\; = 62.4253, Ay = 62.7107, A3 = 62.7107 and
A4 = 91.8801 (from Table 5 in [5]) are adopted as reference values for the first four eigenvalues.

The numerical solutions of the first four eigenvalues on uniform meshes are listed in Table 4. From
the table, we observe that the numerical solutions fail to achieve the optimal convergence order.

The error curves of the first four eigenvalues on adaptive refinement meshes, computed by Algorithm
1 (with = 0.5), are shown in Figure 5. From the figure, it can be observed that the error curves are
almost parallel to the straight line with a slope of —%k(k‘ = 2,3). This indicates that the numerical results
obtained by the adaptive method basically achieve the optimal convergence order.
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with v = 90).
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Figure 4: The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes of the first four eigenvalues using Algorithm 1
on L-shaped domain for g(z,y) = fa(z,y) and p =1 (left: DG Py — Py with v = 40; right: DG P3 — Py
with v = 90.

Table 4: The first four eigenvalues on uniform meshes for the cube domain with 8 = (0,0,1)" and
w = 1(left: DG Py — Py with v = 50 ; right: DG P35 — Py with v = 150).

h T3 TS order 73 TS order
A1,n | 643790 62.6071 3.43 62.5132  62.4281 4.97
Aa,n | 64.6320 62.8899 3.42 62.7973  62.7135 4.95
A3,n | 64.6320 62.8899 3.42 62.7973  62.7135 4.95

Agn | 97.4784  92.3697 3.52 92.1766  91.8902 4.88
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Figure 5: The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes for the first four eigenvalues on the unit cube
domain for 3 = (0,0,1)" and p =1 (left: DG Py — P; with v = 50 ; right: DG P3 — Py with v = 150).

4.2.2 A thick L-shaped domain

In this experiment, we consider the Oseen eigenvalue problem with 8 = (0,0,1)! and g = 1 on the
thick L-shaped domain Q = (—0.5,0.5) x (0,1) x (=0.5,0.5) \ ((0,0.5) x (0,1) x (0,0.5)). The marking
parameter 0 is set to 0.5. The reference values for the first four eigenvalues, obtained by an adaptive DG
P3 — Py element method with as many degrees of freedom as possible, are A\; = 82.7955, Ao = 89.0021,
A3 = 124.923 and A4 = 125.739.

The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes of the first four eigenvalues for Algorithm 1 are shown
in Figure 6. From the figure, it can be observed that when p = 1, the eigenvalue error curves and the
error estimator curves are approximately parallel to a straight line with a slope of %(k = 2,3). This
indicates that the error estimator is reliable and effective.
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Figure 6: The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes for the first four eigenvalues on the thick L-
shaped domain for 8 = (0,0,1)" and p = 1 (left: DG Py — Py with v = 50; right: DG P3 — Py with
~ = 150).

4.3 Comparison with the Mini-element method

In this section we compare the adaptive DG P3 — Py element method with the adaptive Mini-element
method [3]. The relative errors of the first approximate eigenvalue of the two methods for the Oseen
eigenvalue problem on the L-shaped domain and on thick L-shaped domain are presented in Tables 5 and
6. These tables show that Algorithm 1 in this paper is more efficient than the adaptive algorithm in [3].
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Table 5: Comparison on the relative error of the first computed eigenvalue between the DG P35 — Py
element method (Algorithm 1) and the mini element method (Table 5 in [3]) on the 2D L-shaped domain

(lu’ =1,p8= (170)t)'

DG P3 — P> element Mini-element (Table 5 in [3])
dof Aih Rerr(\1) dof Rerr(\1)
41340 32.9731338 3.9724e-04 43989 4.6942e-02
50648 32.9661870 1.8647e-04 61639 3.1572e-02
80080 32.9629315 8.7704e-05 85992 2.2001e-02
105976  32.9620582 6.1207e-05 131770 1.3896e-02

Table 6: Comparison on the relative error of the first computed eigenvalue between the DG P3 — Py
element method (Algorithm 1) and the mini element method (Table 7 in [3]) on the 3D thick L-shaped
domain (p =1, 8 =(0,0,1)").

DG P3 — Py element Mini-element (Table 7 in [3])
dof ik Rerr(A1) dof Rerr(\1)
20160  83.02571 2.7805e-03 284817 1.5536e-+00
30240  82.89948 1.2559e-03 533602 8.1289e-01
43960  82.82290 3.3100e-04 559552 7.7423e-01
55720  82.82055 3.0255e-04 1157348 2.3114e-01
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