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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 Pk − Pk−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 (P2 − P1)
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 Pk − Pk−1 (k ≥ 1) element method for solving the Oseen
eigenvalue problem based on the velocity-pressure formulation in Rd(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 Pk−Pk−1 (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:
−µ∆u+ (β · ∇)u+∇p = λu, in Ω,

divu = 0, in Ω,∫
Ω
p = 0, in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,

(2.1)

where Ω ⊂ Rd(d = 2, 3) is a bounded polyhedral domain, u = (u1, ..., ud)
T is the velocity of the flow, p is

the pressure, β is a given convection field, representing a steady flow velocity such that β ∈ L∞(Ω,R)d is
divergence free, µ > 0 is the kinematic viscosity parameter of the fluid.

The standard assumptions on the coefficient are the following (see [38]):
· ∥β∥∞,Ω ∼ 1 if µ ≤ ∥β∥∞,Ω,
· µ ∼ 1 if ∥β∥∞,Ω < µ,

where the first situation is the interesting one which appears in applications.
Let Hρ(D) be the complex Sobolev space of order ρ ≥ 0 on D ⊆ Ω with the norm ∥ · ∥ρ,D. We

denote ∥v∥ρ,D =
d∑
i=1

∥vi∥ρ,D for v = (v1, · · · , vd) ∈ Hρ(D)d. If D = Ω, we omit the subscript D from
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∥ · ∥ρ,D. We denote by (·, ·) the inner product in L2(Ω)d which is given by (u,v) =
∫
Ω
u · vdx and

(∇u,∇v) =
∫
Ω
∇u : ∇vdx. We denote H1

0 (Ω) = {v ∈ H1(Ω), v|∂Ω = 0},

X = H1
0 (Ω)

d, W = L2
0(Ω) = {ϱ ∈ L2(Ω) : (ϱ, 1) = 0}.

The weak formulation of (2.1) is given by: find (λ,u, p) ∈ C× X×W, ∥u∥0 = 1, such that

A(u,v) + B(v, p) = λ(u,v), ∀v ∈ X, (2.2)

B(u, q) = 0, ∀q ∈ W, (2.3)

where

A(u,v) = µ(∇u,∇v) + ((β · ∇)u,v),

B(v, p) = −(p,∇ · v).

Thanks to Remark 5.6 in [38], we deduce that Re((β · ∇)v,v) = 0. Therefore, we can obtain

∥v∥21 ≲ ReA(v,v), ∀v ∈ X. (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 α > 0 such that

inf
q∈W

sup
v∈X

|B(v, q)|
∥q∥0∥v∥1

≥ α. (2.5)

Let V = X × W with norm ∥[v, q]∥V = ∥v∥1 + ∥q∥0. 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), ∀[w, r], [v, q] ∈ V. (2.6)

And from Theorem 49.15 in [39], we have

inf
[w,r]∈V

sup
[v,q]∈V

|A([w, r], [v, q])|
∥[w, r]∥V∥[v, q]∥V

≥ α, inf
[v,q]∈V

sup
[w,r]∈V

|A([w, r], [v, q])|
∥[w, r]∥V∥[v, q]∥V

≥ α. (2.7)

The formulation (2.7) plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 3.1.
Let Th = {τ} be a regular simplex partition of Ω with the mesh diameter h = max

τ∈Th

hτ where hτ is the

diameter of element τ . We use E ih and Ebh to denote the set of interior faces (edges) and the set of faces
(edges) on ∂Ω, respectively. Eh = E ih ∪ Ebh. We use hF to denote the measure of F ∈ Eh. We denote by
(·, ·)τ and (·, ·)F the inner product in L2(τ) and L2(F ), respectively. We use ω(τ) to represent the union
of all elements, which share at least one edge (face) with τ , and use ω(F ) to represent the union of the
elements having in common with F .

The broken Sobolev space is defined by:

Hξ(Th) = {v ∈ L2(Ω) : v|τ ∈ Hξ(τ), ∀τ ∈ Th} (ξ >
1

2
).

For any F ∈ E ih, there are two simplices τ+ and τ− such that F = τ+ ∩ τ− (e.g. see [14]). Let n+ be
the unit normal of F pointing from τ+ to τ− and let n− = −n+.

For any φ ∈ H1(Ω, Th), we denote its jump and mean on F ∈ E ih by [[φ]] = φ+n+ + φ−n− and {φ} =
1
2 (φ

++φ−), respectively, where φ± = φ|τ± . For φ ∈ H1(Ω, Th)d, we denote by [[φ]] = φ+ ·n++φ− ·n− the
jump and {φ} = 1

2 (φ
++φ−) the mean of φ on F ∈ E ih. We also denote by [[φ]] = φ+⊗n++φ−⊗n− the

full jump of φ on F ∈ E ih, where φ⊗n = [φinj ]1≤i,j≤d, φ = (φi),n = (nj). For tensors χ ∈ H1(Ω, Th)d×d,
we denote by [[χ]] = χ+n+ + χ−n− the jump and {χ} = 1

2 (χ
+ + χ−) the mean on F ∈ E ih.
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For the sake of simplicity, when F ∈ Ebh, by modifying the above definitions appropriately, we obtain
the jump and the mean on ∂Ω. That is to say, we modify φ− = 0 (similarly, φ− = 0 and χ− = 0) to
obtain the definition of jump on ∂Ω, and modify φ− = φ+(similarly, φ− = φ+ and χ− = χ+) to obtain
the definition of mean on ∂Ω.

The discrete velocity and pressure spaces are defined as follows:

Xh = {vh ∈ L2(Ω)d : vh|τ ∈ Pk(τ)d, ∀τ ∈ Th},
Wh = {qh ∈ W : qh|τ ∈ Pk−1(τ), ∀τ ∈ Th},

where Pk(τ) is the space of polynomials of degree less than or equal to k ≥ 1 on τ . And let X(h) = X+Xh.
The DG formula for the problem (2.1) is to find (λh,uh, ph) ∈ C× Xh ×Wh, ∥uh∥0 = 1, such that

Ah(uh,vh) + Bh(vh, ph) = λh(uh,vh), ∀vh ∈ Xh, (2.8)

Bh(uh, qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ Wh, (2.9)

where

Ah(uh,vh) =
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

µ∇uh : ∇vhdx+
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · vhdx

−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇uh} : [[vh]]ds−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇vh} : [[uh]]ds

+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γ

hF
[[uh]] : [[vh]]ds−

∑
F∈Ei

h

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {vh}ds

− 1

2

∑
F∈Eh

⋂
∂Ω

∫
F

(uh ⊗ β)n · vhds, (2.10)

Bh(vh, qh) = −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

qh∇ · vhdx+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{qh}[[vh]]ds. (2.11)

The term γ
hF

is the interior penalty parameter, and the term

−1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {vh}ds

makes the DG formula adjoint consistent.

Define the DG-norm as follows:

∥vh∥2h =
∑
τ∈Th

∥vh∥21,τ +
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γ

hF
|[[vh]]|2ds, on (H1(Th))d; (2.12)

|||vh|||2 = ∥vh∥2h +
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

hF |{∇vh}|2ds, on (H1+s(Th))d, (s >
1

2
). (2.13)

Note that ∥ · ∥h is equivalent to ||| · ||| on Xh.

Using the trace theorem on the reference element and the scaling argument, we deduce for any τ ∈ Th
that the trace inequality

∥w∥0,∂τ ≲ h
− 1

2
τ ∥w∥0,τ + h

r− 1
2

τ |w|r,τ , ∀w ∈ Hr(τ), r ∈ (
1

2
, 1]. (2.14)
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From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

|Ah(uh,vh)| ≲ |||uh||| |||vh|||, ∀[uh,vh] ∈ (H1(Th))d × (H1(Th))d. (2.15)

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

|Ah(uh,vh)|

≲ (∥uh∥2h +
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

hF |{∇uh}|2ds)
1
2 (∥vh∥2h +

∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

hF |{∇vh}|2ds)
1
2

≲ (∥uh∥h + (
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥∇uh∥2r,τ )
1
2 ) (∥vh∥h + (

∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥∇vh∥2r,τ )
1
2 ),

∀[uh,vh] ∈ (H1(Th))d × (H1(Th))d. (2.16)

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace inequality, we can obtain for any [vh, qh] ∈
(H1(Th))d ×Hr(Th),

|Bh(vh, qh)| = | −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

qh∇ · vhdx+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{qh}[[vh]]ds|

≲ ∥vh∥h∥qh∥0 + (
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γ

hF
|[[vh]]|2ds)

1
2 (

∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

hF
γ

|{qh}|2ds)
1
2

≲ ∥vh∥h∥qh∥0 + ∥vh∥h(∥qh∥0 + (
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥qh∥2r,τ )
1
2 )

≲ ∥vh∥h(∥qh∥0 + (
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥qh∥2r,τ )
1
2 ). (2.17)

Lemma 2.1. The discrete coercivity property holds

∥uh∥2h ≲ ReAh(uh,uh), ∀uh ∈ Xh. (2.18)

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

∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · uhdx =
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

d∑
i=1

βi
∂uh
∂xi

· uhdx

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

d∑
i=1

βi
∂uh
∂xi

· uhdx+
∑
τ∈Th

∫
∂τ

(uh ⊗ β)n · uh · nds

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · uhdx+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{uh ⊗ β} : [[uh]]ds+
∑
F∈Ei

h

∫
F

{uh} · [[uh ⊗ β]]ds,

then

Re
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · uhdx

=
1

2
Re(

∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{uh ⊗ β} : [[uh]]ds+
∑
F∈Ei

h

∫
F

{uh}[[uh ⊗ β]]ds),
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Hence, we obtain from Young’s inequality with ϵ1, ϵ2 > 0 and trace inequality, we have

|Re(
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · uhdx− 1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {uh}ds)|

= |1
2
Re(

∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{uh ⊗ β} : [[uh]]ds+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{uh} · [[uh ⊗ β]]ds

−
∑
τ∈Th

∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {uh}ds)|

≤
∑
F∈Eh

1

2
∥h

1
2

F {uh ⊗ β}∥0,F ∥h
− 1

2

F [[uh]]∥0,F +
∑
F∈Eh

3

2
∥h

1
2

F {uh}∥0,F ∥h
− 1

2

F [[uh ⊗ β]]∥0,F

≤
∑
F∈Eh

(ϵ1∥h
1
2

F {uh ⊗ β}∥20,F +
1

ϵ1
∥h−

1
2

F [[uh]]∥20,F ) +
∑
F∈Eh

(ϵ2∥h
1
2

F {uh}∥
2
0,F

+
1

ϵ2
∥h−

1
2

F [[uh ⊗ β]]∥20,F )

≤
∑
τ∈Th

C0(ϵ1∥β∥L∞ + ϵ2)∥uh∥20,τ +
∑
F∈Eh

C0(
1

ϵ1
h−1
F +

1

ϵ2
h−1
F ∥β∥L∞)∥[[uh]]∥20,F . (2.19)

Similarly, by Young’s inequality with ϵ3 > 0 and trace inequality, we have

|Re(
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇uh} : [[uh]]ds+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇uh} : [[uh]]ds)|

≤ 2µ
∑
F∈Eh

∥h
1
2

F {∇uh}∥0,F ∥h
− 1

2

F [[uh]]∥0,F

≤
∑
F∈Eh

(ϵ3∥h
1
2

F {∇uh}∥20,F +
1

ϵ3
∥h−

1
2

F [[uh]]∥20,F )

≤
∑
τ∈Th

C1ϵ3∥∇uh∥20,τ +
∑
F∈Eh

C1
1

ϵ3
∥h−

1
2

F [[uh]]∥20,F . (2.20)

Combining (2.19) with (2.20), we can derive

Re(Ah(uh,uh))

≥ µ
∑
τ∈Th

∥∇uh∥20,τ − C0(ϵ1∥β∥L∞ + ϵ2)
∑
τ∈Th

∥uh∥20,τ

−
∑
F∈Eh

C0(
1

ϵ1
h−1
F +

1

ϵ2
h−1
F ∥β∥L∞)∥[[uh]]∥20,F

− C1ϵ3
∑
τ∈Th

∥∇uh∥20,τ − C1
1

ϵ3
h−1
F

∑
F∈Eh

∥[[uh]]∥20,F

+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γh−1
F [[uh]] : [[uh]]ds

≥ (µ− C1ϵ3)
∑
τ∈Th

∥∇uh∥20,τ − C0(ϵ1∥β∥L∞ + ϵ2)
∑
τ∈Th

∥uh∥20,τ

+

(
γ − (C0

1

ϵ1
+ C0

1

ϵ2
∥β∥L∞ + C1

1

ϵ3
)

)
h−1
F

∑
F∈Eh

∥[[uh]]∥20,F .

Thanks to (1.8) in [36], and by choosing a sufficiently large γ and some proper ϵi < 1 (i = 1, 2, 3), we
obtain (2.18). □
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The weak formulation of the boundary value problem (Oseen equation) associated with (2.1) reads:
find (uf , pf ) ∈ X×W such that

A(uf ,v) + B(v, pf ) = (f ,v), ∀v ∈ X, (2.21)

B(uf , q) = 0, ∀q ∈ W. (2.22)

The DG formula of (2.21)-(2.22) reads: find (ufh, p
f
h) ∈ Xh ×Wh such that

Ah(ufh,vh) + Bh(vh, pfh) = (f ,vh), ∀vh ∈ Xh, (2.23)

Bh(ufh, qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ Wh. (2.24)

Referring to Theorem 2.1 in [3], we assume that the following regularity result is valid: for any
f ∈ (L2(Ω))d (d = 2, 3), there exists (uf , pf ) ∈ (H1+r(Ω))d ×Hr(Ω) ( 12 < r ≤ 1) satisfying (2.21)-(2.22)
and

∥uf∥1+r + ∥pf∥r ≤ CΩ∥f∥0, (2.25)

where CΩ 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) + Bh(vh, pf ) = (f ,vh), ∀vh ∈ X(h), (2.26)

Bh(uf , qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ W. (2.27)

Thanks to [27,28], the Nedelec H(div) space of index k is given by

V Nh = {v ∈ H(Ω; div) : v|τ ∈ [Pk(τ)]
d, ∀τ ∈ Th}.

The projection Πh : [H1(Ω)]d → V Nh is defined as follows for every τ ∈ Th:∫
τ

(v −Πhv) ·w = 0, ∀w ∈ Nk−1(τ), (2.28)∫
F

(v −Πhv) · nq = 0, ∀q ∈ Pk(F ),∀F ⊂ ∂τ, (2.29)

where Nk−1(τ) is the Nedelec space of index k − 1 given by

Nk−1(τ) = [Pk−2(τ)]
d + {v ∈ [P̃k−1(τ)]

d : v · x = 0},

and P̃k−1(τ) is the space of homogeneous polynomials of degree k − 1.

We obtain from (2.28) and (2.29)∫
τ

∇ · (Πhv − v)qdx = −
∫
τ

(Πhv − v) · ∇qdx

+

∫
∂τ

(Πhv − v) · nqds = 0, ∀v ∈ H1(Ω)d, ∀q ∈ Pk−1(τ). (2.30)

From Proposition 1 in [27], if u ∈ (H1+s(Ω))d for any k ≥ s ≥ 0 holds

∥u−Πhu∥h ≲ hs∥u∥1+s. (2.31)
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Let Ih : X → Xh ∩ C0(Ω)d be the Lagrange interpolation operator. Let ϑh : Hs(Ω) → Wh be the
local L2 projection operator satisfying ϑhp|τ ∈ Pk−1(τ) and∫

τ

(p− ϑhp)qdx = 0, ∀q ∈ Pk−1(τ), ∀τ ∈ Th.

Then, from Section 6.1.5 in [8], when p ∈ Hs(τ) ( 12 < s ≤ k) holds

∥p− ϑhp∥0 ≲ hs∥p∥s,τ , ∀τ ∈ Th. (2.32)

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

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

inf
0̸=qh∈Wh

sup
0̸=vh∈Xh

ReBh(vh, qh)
∥qh∥0∥vh∥h

≥ α. (2.33)

Proof. The following commuting property holds ( [27]):

∇ ·Πhv = ϑh∇ · v. (2.34)

In addition, the following bound holds:

∥Πhv∥h ≤ C∥v∥1, ∀v ∈ [H1
0 (Ω)]

d. (2.35)

From [28], ∀ph ∈ Wh, there exists a v ∈ [H1
0 (Ω)]

d, such that

∇ · v = ph, in Ω, v = 0, on ∂Ω,

and

∥v∥1 ≤ C∥ph∥0. (2.36)

By (2.34), we have that ∇ · Πhv = ph, and from (2.28) and (2.29), it is easy to know that [[Πhv]] = 0,
∀F ∈ E ih, and together with Πhv · n = 0 on ∂Ω, then

∥ph∥20 =

∫
Ω

phphdx =

∫
Ω

ph∇ ·Πhvdx = −Bh(Πhv, ph). (2.37)

We get from (2.35) and (2.36)

−Bh(Πhv, ph)
∥Πhv∥h

≳ −Bh(Πhv, ph)
∥v∥1

≳ −Bh(Πhv, ph)
∥ph∥0

= ∥ph∥0, ∀ph ∈ Wh.

Hence, there exists a α > 0 independent of h, such that (2.33) holds. □

From (2.4) and (2.5), we know that (2.21)-(2.22) are well-posed. Then we define the solution operators
T : L2(Ω)d → X, Tf = uf , and S : L2(Ω)d → W, Sf = pf as follows:

A(Tf ,v) + B(v, Sf) = (f ,v), ∀v ∈ X, (2.38)

B(Tf , q) = 0, ∀q ∈ W. (2.39)

And it is valid that

∥Tf∥1 + ∥Sf∥0 ≲ ∥f∥0. (2.40)
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Because of the compact embedding X ↪→ L2(Ω)d, T : L2(Ω)d → L2(Ω)d 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 Th : L2(Ω)d → Xh, Thf = ufh, and Sh : L2(Ω)d → Wh, Shf = pfh as follows:

Ah(Thf ,v) + Bh(v, Shf) = (f ,v), ∀v ∈ Xh, (2.41)

Bh(Thf , q) = 0, ∀q ∈ Wh. (2.42)

And there holds

||Thf ||h + ∥Shf∥0 ≲ ∥f∥0. (2.43)

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

λTu = u, S(λu) = p, (2.44)

λhThuh = uh, Sh(λhuh) = ph. (2.45)

Referring to [29], we give the adjoint eigenvalue problem of (2.2)-(2.3) and its DG formula: find
(λ∗,u∗, p∗) ∈ C× X×W, ∥u∗∥0 = 1, such that

A(v,u∗) + B(v, p∗) = λ∗(v,u∗), ∀v ∈ X (2.46)

B(u∗, q) = 0, ∀q ∈ W, (2.47)

and find (λ∗h,u
∗
h, p

∗
h) ∈ C× Xh ×Wh, ∥u∗

h∥0 = 1, such that

Ah(vh,u∗
h) + Bh(vh, p∗h) = λ∗h(vh,u

∗
h), ∀vh ∈ Xh, (2.48)

Bh(u∗
h, qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ Wh. (2.49)

The source problem associated with (2.46)-(2.47) is to find (uf∗, pf∗) ∈ X×W such that

A(v,uf∗) + B(v, pf∗) = (v,f), ∀v ∈ X, (2.50)

B(uf∗, q) = 0, ∀q ∈ W, (2.51)

and its DG formula reads: find (uf∗h , p
f∗
h ) ∈ Xh ×Wh such that

Ah(vh,uf∗h ) + Bh(vh, pf∗h ) = (vh,f), ∀vh ∈ Xh, (2.52)

Bh(uf∗h , qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ Wh. (2.53)

From (2.4) and (2.5), we know that (2.50)-(2.51) are well-posed. Then we define the solution operators
T∗ : L2(Ω)d → X, S∗ : L2(Ω)d → W:

A(v,T∗f) + B(v, S∗f) = (v,f), ∀v ∈ X, (2.54)

B(T∗f , q) = 0, ∀q ∈ W, (2.55)

and it is valid that

∥T∗f∥1 + ∥S∗f∥0 ≲ ∥f∥0. (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∗

h : L2(Ω)d → Xh, S∗h : L2(Ω)d → Wh as follows:

Ah(v,T∗
hf) + Bh(v, S∗hf) = (v,f), ∀v ∈ Xh, (2.57)

Bh(T∗
hf , q) = 0, ∀q ∈ Wh. (2.58)
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And there holds

||T∗
hf ||h + ∥S∗hf∥0 ≲ ∥f∥0. (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∗z, Sv) = (v,T∗z), ∀v, z ∈ (L2(Ω))d, (2.60)

and from (2.41), (2.42), (2.58) and (2.57), we can deduce

(Thv, z) = (v,T∗
hz), ∀v, z ∈ (L2(Ω))d. (2.61)

Then T∗ and T∗
h are adjoint operators of T and Th, respectively. Therefore the prime and adjoint eigen-

values are connected via λ = λ∗ and λh = λ∗h.

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

Lemma 2.4. Let (uf∗, pf∗) be the solution to the boundary value problem (2.50)-(2.51). Then the fol-
lowing equations hold

Ah(vh,uf∗) + Bh(vh, pf∗) = (vh,f), ∀vh ∈ X(h), (2.62)

Bh(uf∗, qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ W. (2.63)

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

(β · ∇)vh = div(vh ⊗ β),

(vh ⊗ β) : ∇uf∗ = vh · (β · ∇)uf∗.

From the above two equations and Green’s formula, we deduce that∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)vh · uf∗dx =
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

div(vh ⊗ β) · uf∗dx

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(vh ⊗ β) : ∇uf∗dx+
∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

(vh ⊗ β)n · uf∗ds

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh · (β · ∇)uf∗dx+
1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[(vh ⊗ β)]] · {uf∗}ds.

∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

µ∇vh : ∇uf∗dx =
∑
τ∈Th

(−
∫
τ

vh : µ∆uf∗dx+
∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

vh ⊗ n : µ∇uf∗ds)

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh : µ∆uf∗dx+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

[[vh]] : µ{∇uf∗}ds.
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Using (2.10), (2.11) and the above two equations and [[uf∗]] = 0 we deduce that

Ah(vh,uf∗) + Bh(vh, pf∗)

=
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

µ∇vh : ∇uf∗dx+
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)vh · uf∗dx

−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇vh} : [[uf∗]]ds−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇uf∗} : [[vh]]ds

+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γ

hF
[[vh]] : [[uf∗]]ds−

1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[vh ⊗ β]] · {uf∗}ds

−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

pf∗∇ · vhdx+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{pf∗}[[vh]]ds

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh : µ∆uf∗dx+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

[[vh]] : µ{∇uf∗}ds

−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh · (β · ∇)uf∗dx+
1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[(vh ⊗ β)]] · {uf∗}ds

−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇vh} : [[uf∗]]ds−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇uf∗} : [[vh]]ds

+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γ

hF
[[vh]] : [[uf∗]]ds−

1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[vh ⊗ β]] · {uf∗}ds

+
∑
τ∈Th

(

∫
τ

∇pf∗vhdx−
∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

pf∗vh · nds) +
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{pf∗}[[vh]]ds

= −
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh : µ∆uf∗dx−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh · (β · ∇)uf∗dx− 0 + 0

+
∑
τ∈Th

(

∫
τ

∇pf∗vhdx−
∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

pf∗vh · nds) +
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

{pf∗}[[vh]]ds

=

∫
Ω

vh · (µ∆uf∗ − div(uf∗ ⊗ β) +∇pf∗)dx = (vh,f). (2.64)

Then, (2.62) holds. It is clear that (2.63) holds. □

From the inverse inequality and the interpolation estimate, we deduce

hrτ |∇(u− vh)|r,τ ≲ (|∇(u− vh)|0,τ + hrτ |u− Ihu|1+r,τ ), (2.65)

hrτ |p− ph|r,τ ≲ (|p− ph|0,τ + hrτ |p− ϑhp|r,τ ), ∀vh ∈ Xh, ph ∈ Wh. (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 (uf , pf ) and (ufh, p
f
h) be the solution of (2.21)-(2.22) and (2.23)-(2.24), respectively,

and let (uf∗, pf∗) and (uf∗h , p
f∗
h ) be the solution of (2.50)-(2.51) and (2.52)-(2.53), respectively. Assume

that (uf , pf ), (uf∗, pf∗) ∈ H1+s(Ω)d ×Hs(Ω), s ∈ [r, k], then

|||uf − ufh|||+ ∥pf − pfh∥0 ≲ hs(|uf |1+s + |pf |s), (2.67)

|||uf∗ − uf∗h |||+ ∥pf∗ − pf∗h ∥0 ≲ hs(|uf∗|1+s + |pf∗|s). (2.68)
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Proof. Denote φ = ufh −Πhu
f and ψ = pfh − ϑhp

f . By the consistency (2.26), we deduce that the error
φ and ψ satisfy the equations

Ah(φ,vh) + Bh(vh, ψ) = Ah(ufh −Πhu
f ,vh) + Bh(vh, pfh − ϑhp

f )

= Ah(ufh − uf + uf −Πhu
f ,vh) + Bh(vh, pfh − pf + pf − ϑhp

f )

= Ah(ufh − uf ,vh) + Ah(uf −Πhu
f ,vh) + Bh(vh, pfh − pf )

+ Bh(vh, pf − ϑhp
f )

= Ah(uf −Πhu
f ,vh) + Bh(vh, pf − ϑhp

f ), ∀vh ∈ Xh. (2.69)

From (2.30) and (2.29), we get Bh(Πhuf − uf , qh) = 0, then

Bh(φ, qh) = Bh(ufh −Πhu
f , qh) = Bh(ufh − uf + uf −Πhu

f , qh)

= Bh(ufh − u, qh) + Bh(uf −Πhu
f , qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ Wh.

Choosing vh = φ in (2.69), and using the above equation, we obtain

Ah(φ,φ) + 0 = Ah(uf −Πhu
f , φ) + Bh(φ, pf − ϑhp

f ),

thus, by coercivity of ReAh(·, ·), (2.16), (2.17), (2.65) with vh = Πhu
f , (2.31) and (2.32), we deduce

∥φ∥2h ≲ ReAh(φ,φ) ≲ |Ah(uf −Πhu
f , φ)− Bh(φ, pf − ϑhp

f )|

≲ (∥uf −Πhu
f∥h + (

∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥∇(u− Ihu)∥2r,τ )
1
2

+ (
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥pf − ϑhp
f∥2r,τ )

1
2 )∥φ∥h

≲ hs(|uf |1+s + |pf |s)∥φ∥h.

By the triangle inequality, (2.31), (2.65) with vh = Πhu
f and the above estimate we obtain

|||uf − ufh||| ≤ |||uf −Πhu
f |||+ |||φ||| ≲ hs(|uf |1+s + |pf |s). (2.70)

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

α∥ϑhpf − pfh∥0 ≤ sup
vh∈Xh

|Bh(vh, ϑhpf − pfh)|
∥vh∥h

= sup
vh∈Xh

|Bh(vh, pf − pfh) + Bh(vh, ϑhpf − pf )|
∥vh∥h

= sup
vh∈Xh

| − Ah(uf − ufh,vh) + Bh(vh, ϑhpf − pf )|
∥vh∥h

. (2.71)

From (2.17) and (2.32), we know

Bh(vh, ϑhpf − pf ) ≲ ∥vh∥h(∥ϑhpf − pf∥0 + (
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥ϑhpf − pf∥2r,τ )
1
2 )

≲ hs∥pf∥s∥vh∥h. (2.72)

From (2.15) and (2.70), we obtain

|Ah(uf − ufh,vh)| ≲ |||uf − ufh||| ∥vh∥h ≲ hs(|uf |1+s + |pf |s)∥vh∥h. (2.73)
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Substituting (2.72) and (2.73) into (2.71), then

α∥ϑhpf − pfh∥0 ≲ hs(|uf |1+s + |pf |s),

applying triangle inequality and combining (2.32) yield

∥pf − pfh∥0 ≲ hs
(
|uf |1+s + |pf |s

)
. (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. □

Theorem 2.6. Let (uf∗, pf∗) and (uf∗h , p
f∗
h ) be the solution of (2.50)-(2.51) and (2.52)-(2.53), respec-

tively, and let (uf , pf ) and (ufh, p
f
h) be the solution of (2.21)-(2.22) and (2.23)-(2.24), respectively. Then

∥uf∗ − uf∗h ∥0 ≲ hr(|||uf∗ − uf∗h |||+ ∥pf∗ − pf∗h ∥0), (2.75)

∥uf − ufh∥0 ≲ hr(|||uf − ufh|||+ ∥pf − pfh∥0). (2.76)

Proof. For any f ∈ (L2(Ω))d, we have IhTf ∈ Xh ∩ X, thus from (2.50) and (2.52), and from (2.3), we
obtain

Ah(IhTf ,uf∗ − uf∗h ) + Bh(IhTf , pf∗ − pf∗h ) = 0, Bh(Tf , pf∗ − pf∗h ) = 0.

Let f = uf∗ − uf∗h , from (2.38), (2.26), the above two equations, (2.16) and (2.17), we derive

∥uf∗ − uf∗h ∥20 = (f ,uf∗ − uf∗h ) = Ah(Tf ,uf∗ − uf∗h ) + Bh(uf∗ − uf∗h , Sf)

= |Ah(Tf − IhTf ,uf∗ − uf∗h ) + Bh(IhTf − Tf , pf∗ − pf∗h )

+ Bh(uf∗ − uf∗h , Sf − Shf)

≲ |||Tf − IhTf ||| |||uf∗ − uf∗h |||+ ∥IhTf − Tf∥h∥pf∗ − pf∗h ∥0
+ ∥uf∗ − uf∗h ∥h(∥Sf − Shf∥0 + (

∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ ∥Sf − Shf∥2r,τdx)
1
2 ),

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). □

Combining (2.76), (2.67), (2.75), (2.68) and (2.25), we can obtain

∥Th − T∥0 → 0 as h→ 0, ∥T∗
h − T∗∥0 → 0 as h→ 0. (2.77)

Let {λj} and {λj,h} 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 λ and λh
are the kth eigenvalue of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9), respectively. Let q be the algebraic multiplicity of λ,
λ = λk = λk+1 = · · · = λk+q−1. Assume that t(λ) and M(λ) are generalized eigenspaces of T and (2.2)-
(2.3) associated with λ, respectively, and t∗(λ) and M∗(λ) are generalized adjoint eigenspace associated
with λ, and th(λ) the direct sum of the generalized eigenspace of Th associated with the eigenvalues λj,h
that converge to λ.

For two closed subspaces A and B of (L2(Ω))d, we define the gap δ̂(A,B) between A and B in the
sense of norm ∥ · ∥0 as

δ(A,B) = sup
ϕ∈A,∥ϕ∥0=1

inf
ψ∈B

∥ϕ− ψ∥0, δ̂(A,B) = max{δ(A,B), δ(B,A)}.
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Lemma 2.7. Let (λ,u, p) and (λh,uh, ph) be the jth eigenpair of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9), and let
(λ∗,u∗, p∗) and (λ∗h,u

∗
h, p

∗
h) be the jth eigenpair of (2.46)-(2.47) and (2.48)-(2.49), respectively. Then, it

is holds that

|λh − λ| ≲ |Ah(u− uh,u
∗ − vh) + Bh(u∗ − vh, p− ph) + Bh(u− uh, p∗ − qh)

− λ(u− uh,u
∗ − vh)|, for [vh, qh] = [u∗

h, p
∗
h] or [Ihu

∗, ϑhp
∗]. (2.78)

Proof. From (2.2)-(2.3), (2.26)-(2.27)(f = λu and uf = u), (2.62)-(2.63)(f = λ∗u∗ and uf∗ = u∗) and
(2.8)-(2.9), we derive

Ah(u− uh,u
∗ − vh) + Bh(u∗ − vh, p− ph) + Bh(u− uh, p∗ − qh)

− λ(u− uh,u
∗ − vh)

= Ah(u,u∗)− Ah(u,vh)− Ah(uh,u∗) + Ah(uh,vh)
+ Bh(u∗, p)− Bh(vh, p)− Bh(u∗, ph) + Bh(vh, ph)

+ Bh(u, p∗)− Bh(u, qh)− Bh(uh, p∗) + Bh(uh, qh)
− λ(u,u∗) + λ(u,vh) + λ(uh,u

∗)− λ(uh,vh)

= 0 + 0 + 0− λ(uh,vh) + λh(uh,vh)

= (λh − λ)(uh,vh).

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

Denote λ̂h = 1
q

∑k+q−1
j=k λj,h.

Theorem 2.8. Let M(λ),M∗(λ) ⊂ (H1+s(Ω))d ×Hs(Ω) (r ≤ s ≤ k),then the following estimates hold

δ̂(t(λ), th(λ)) ≲ hr+s, (2.79)

|λ− λ̂h| ≲ h2s; (2.80)

when λ is non-defective eigenvalue, then

∥u− uh∥0 ≲ hr(|||u− uh|||+ ∥p− ph∥0), (2.81)

|||u− uh|||+ ∥p− ph∥0 ≲ hs, (2.82)

∥u∗ − u∗
h∥0 ≲ hr(|||u∗ − u∗

h|||+ ∥p∗ − p∗h∥0), (2.83)

|||u∗ − u∗
h|||+ ∥p∗ − p∗h∥0 ≲ hs, (2.84)

|λ− λh| ≲ h2s, (2.85)

Proof. Since ∥Th − T∥0 → 0 as h→ 0, from Theorem 7.1 and Theorem 7.2 in [29], we obtain

δ̂(t(λ), th(λ)) ≲ ∥(T− Th)|t(λ)∥0, (2.86)

|λ̂− λ̂h| ≲
k+q−1∑
i,j=k

((T− Th)uj ,u∗
i ) + ∥(T− Th)|t(λ)∥0∥(T∗ − T∗

h)|t∗(λ)∥0. (2.87)

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)uj ,u∗
i )| = |Ah((T− Th)uj ,T∗u∗

j )

+ Bh((T− Th)uj , S∗u∗
i ) + Bh(T∗u∗

i , S∗u∗
i − S∗hu∗

i )|
= |Ah((T− Th)uj ,T∗u∗

i − IhT∗u∗
i )

+ Bh(T∗u∗
i − IhT∗u∗

i , S∗u∗
i − S∗hu∗

i )

+ Bh((T− Th)uj , S∗u∗
i − ϑhS∗u∗

i )| ≲ h2s. (2.88)

14



Substituting (2.88) into (2.87), and up to higher order term ∥(T−Th)|t(λ)∥0∥(T∗ −T∗
h)|t∗(λ)∥0 we obtain

(2.80).
When λ is non-defective eigenvalue. From spectral approximation theory and (2.76), we derive

∥u− uh∥0 ≲ ∥Tu− Thu∥0
≲ hr(|||Tu− Thu|||+ ∥Su− Shu∥0). (2.89)

From (2.78) with [vh, qh] = [Ihu
∗, ϑhp

∗] , we derive

|λ− λh| ≲ hr(∥u− uh∥0 + ∥p− ph∥0) (2.90)

Applying the triangle inequality and (2.43), we obtain

| |||u− uh||| − |||λTu− λThu||| | ≤ |||λTu− λhThuh − λTu+ λThu|||
≤ ∥λThu− λhThuh∥h ≲ ∥λu− λhuh∥0,

| ||p− ph||0 − ||λSu− λShu||0 | ≤ ∥λSu− λhShuh − λSu+ λShu∥0
≤ ∥λShu− λhShuh∥0 ≲ ∥λu− λhuh∥0.

From the above two estimates, (2.89) and (2.90), we obtain

|||u− uh|||+ ||p− ph||0 ≃ |||λTu− λThu|||+ ||λSu− λShu||0. (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). □

Consider the DG formulation: Find (λ∗h,u
∗
h, p

∗
h) ∈ C× Xh ×Wh, ∥u∗

h∥0 = 1, such that

Âh(vh,u∗
h) + Bh(vh, p∗h) = λ∗h(vh,u

∗
h), ∀vh ∈ Xh, (2.92)

Bh(u∗
h, qh) = 0, ∀qh ∈ Wh, (2.93)

where

Âh(vh,u∗
h) =

∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

µ∇vh : ∇u∗
hdx−

∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

vh · div(u∗
h ⊗ β)dx

−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ{∇vh} : [[u∗
h]]ds−

∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ[[vh]] : {∇u
∗
h}ds

+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ
γ

hF
[[vh]] : [[u∗

h]]ds+
∑
F∈Ei

h

∫
F

{vh} · [[u∗
h ⊗ β]]ds

+
1

2

∑
F∈Eh∩∂Ω

∫
F

vh · ((u∗
h ⊗ β)n)ds. (2.94)

We deduce by Green’s formula that

Ah(vh,u∗
h)− Âh(vh,u∗

h) = 0, ∀vh,u∗
h ∈ Xh. (2.95)

Hence, the adjoint problem (2.92)-(2.93) is equivalent to the adjoint problem (2.48)-(2.49).
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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 (λh,uh, ph) ∈ C×Xh×Wh be an approximate eigenpair. For the problem (2.8)-(2.9), we introduce
the estimator

η2Rτ
= h2τ∥λhuh + µ∆uh − (β · ∇)uh −∇ph∥20,τ + ∥divuh∥20,τ ,

η2Fτ
=

1

2

∑
F⊂∂τ\∂Ω

hF ∥[[(phI− µ∇uh + uh ⊗ β)]]∥20,F ,

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

η2Jτ =
∑

F⊂∂τ,F∈Ei
h

γh−1
F ||[[uh]]||20,F +

∑
F⊂∂τ,F∈Eb

h

γh−1
F ||uh ⊗ n||20,F .

The local error estimator is defined as

η2τ (uh, ph) = η2Rτ
+ η2Fτ

+ η2Jτ ,

then the global a posteriori error estimator is defined as

ηh(uh, ph) = (
∑
τ∈Th

η2τ (uh, ph))
1
2 .

Let (λ∗h,u
∗
h, p

∗
h) ∈ C×Xh ×Wh be an approximate eigenpair of the adjoint problem (2.48)-(2.49), we

introduce the estimator as follows

η∗2Rτ
= h2τ∥λ∗hu∗

h + µ∆u∗
h + (β · ∇)u∗

h −∇p∗h∥20,τ + ∥divu∗
h∥20,τ ,

η∗2Fτ
=

1

2

∑
F⊂∂τ\∂Ω

hF ∥[[p∗hI− µ∇u∗
h − u∗

h ⊗ β]]∥20,F ,

η∗2Jτ =
∑

F⊂∂τ,F∈Ei
h

γh−1
F ||[[u∗

h]]||20,F +
∑

F⊂∂τ,F∈Eb
h

γh−1
F ||u∗

h ⊗ n||20,F .

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

η∗2τ (u∗
h, p

∗
h) = η∗2Rτ

+ η∗2Fτ
+ η∗2Jτ , η∗h(u

∗
h, p

∗
h) = (

∑
τ∈Th

η∗2τ (u∗
h, p

∗
h))

1
2 .

We denote θτ =int{
⋃

τ i∩τ ̸=∅
τ̄i, τi ∈ Th} for τ ∈ Th, and use θF to represent the set of all elements which

share at least one node with face F . We denote by zI the Scott-Zhang interpolation function [42], then
zI ∈ X ∩ Xh and

∥z− zI∥0,τ + hτ∥∇(z− zI)∥0,τ ≲ hτ∥∇z∥0,θτ , ∀τ ∈ Th, (3.1)

∥z− zI∥0,F ≲ h
1
2

F ∥∇z∥0,θF , ∀F ⊂ ∂τ. (3.2)

We define an auxiliary discrete sesquilinear form Ãh(·, ·) : X(h)× X(h) −→ C by

Ãh([w, r], [v, q]) = Ãh(w,v) + B′
h(v, r) + B′

h(w, q), ∀[w, r], [v, q] ∈ X(h)×W, (3.3)
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where

Ãh(uh,vh) =
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

µ∇uh : ∇vhdx+
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · vhdx

+
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γh−1
F [[uh]] : [[vh]]ds−

1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F∈∂τ

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {vh}ds, (3.4)

B′
h(vh, qh) = −

∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

qh∇ · vhdx. (3.5)

With the definition, one finds that Ãh(·, ·) = A(·, ·) on V×V, Ãh(·, ·) = A(·, ·) on X×X and B′
h(·, ·) = B(·, ·)

on X×W, and that

|Ãh(uh,vh)| ≲ ∥uh∥h∥vh∥h, ∀(uh,vh) ∈ X(h), (3.6)

|B′
h(vh, qh)| ≲ ∥vh∥h∥qh∥0, ∀(vh, qh) ∈ X(h)×W. (3.7)

Theorem 3.1. Let (λ,u, p) and (λh,uh, ph) be the jth eigenpair of (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.8)-(2.9), and let
(λ∗,u∗, p∗) and (λ∗h,u

∗
h, p

∗
h) be the jth eigenpair of (2.46)-(2.47) and (2.48)-(2.49), respectively. Then

∥u− uh∥h + ∥p− ph∥0 (3.8)

≲ sup
0̸=[v,q]∈V

∣∣∣Ãh(u− uh,v) + B′
h(v, p− ph) + B′

h(u− uh, q)
∣∣∣

∥[v, q]∥V
+ inf

v∈X
∥uh − v∥h,

∥u∗ − u∗
h∥h + ∥p∗ − p∗h∥0 (3.9)

≲ sup
0̸=[v,q]∈V

∣∣∣Ãh(u∗ − u∗
h,v) + B′

h(v, p
∗ − p∗h) + B′

h(u
∗ − u∗

h, q)
∣∣∣

∥[v, q]∥V
+ inf

v∈X
∥u∗

h − v∥h.

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

α∥[u−w, p− z]∥V ≤ sup
[v,q]∈V

|Ãh([u−w, p− z], [v, q])|
∥[v, q]∥V

. (3.10)

From (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain

|Ãh([u−w, p− z], [v, q])| = |Ãh(u−w,v) + B′
h(v, p− z) + B′

h(u−w, q)|

= |Ãh(u− uh,v) + B′
h(v, p− ph) + B′

h(u− uh, q)

+ Ãh(uh −w,v) + B′
h(v, ph − z) + B′

h(uh −w, q)|

≲ |Ãh(u− uh,v) + B′
h(v, p− ph) + B′

h(u− uh, q)|
+ ∥uh −w∥h∥v∥1 + ∥v∥1∥ph − z∥0 + ∥uh −w∥h∥q∥0, ∀[w, z], [v, q] ∈ V. (3.11)

Substituting (3.11) into (3.10), using the triangle inequality, noting that w and z are arbitrary and
inf
z∈W

∥z − ph∥0 = 0, then (3.8) is valid. By the same argument as for (3.8), then (3.9) holds. □
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Lemma 3.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, there hold

|Ãh(u− uh,v) + B′
h(v, p− ph)|+ |B′

h(uh, q)|

≲
∑
τ∈Th

(ηRτ
+ ηFτ

+ ηJτ ) ∥∇v∥0 +
∑
τ∈Th

∥divuh∥0,τ∥q∥0

+ ∥λu− λhuh∥0∥∇v∥0, ∀[v, q] ∈ V, (3.12)

|Ãh(v,u∗ − u∗
h) + B′

h(v, p
∗ − p∗h)|+ |B′

h(uh, q)|

≲ |
∑
τ∈Th

(
η∗Rτ

+ η∗Fτ
+ η∗Jτ

)
∥∇v∥0|+

∑
τ∈Th

∥divuh∥0,τ∥q∥0

+ ∥λ∗u∗ − λ∗hu
∗
h∥0∥∇v∥0, ∀[v, q] ∈ V. (3.13)

Proof. Using (2.2), (3.4), (3.5), (2.11) and Green’s formula we deduce

Ãh(u− uh,v) + B′
h(v, p− ph)

= Ãh(u,v)− Ãh(uh,v) + B′
h(v, p)− B′

h(v, ph)

= λ(u,v)− Ãh(uh,v)− B′
h(v, ph)

= (λu,v)−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

µ∇uh : ∇vdx−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · vdx

−
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

γ

hF
[[uh]] : [[v]]ds+

1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {v}ds+
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

phdivvdx

= (λu− λhuh,v) +
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(λhuh + µ∆uh) · vdx−
∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

µ∇uhn · vds

−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(β · ∇)uh · vdx−
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

∇ph · vdx+
∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

p
h
v · nds

+
1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[uh ⊗ β]] · {v}ds

= (λu− λhuh,v) +
∑
τ∈Th

∫
τ

(λhuh + µ∆uh − (β · ∇)uh −∇ph) · vdx

+
1

2

∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ

∫
F

[[p
h
I− µ∇uh + uh ⊗ β]] · {v}ds, ∀v ∈ X. (3.14)

Note that the Scott-Zhang interpolation v − vI ∈ X. From (3.14) replacing v with v − vI , the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and (3.1) and (3.2), we deduce that

|Ãh(u− uh,v − vI) + B′
h((v − vI), p− ph)|

≲ (
∑
τ∈Th

(η2Rτ
+ η2Fτ

))
1
2 |v|1 + h∥λu− λhuh∥0|v|1. (3.15)

By comparing (2.10) with (3.4), using (2.2),(2.8) and vI ∈ X∩Xh, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
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the trace inequality, and (3.15), we obtain

|Ãh(u− uh,v
I) + B′

h(v
I , p− ph)|

= |Ah(u− uh,v
I) +

∑
F∈Eh

µ

∫
F

[[u− uh]] : {∇vI}ds+ B′
h(v

I , p− ph)|

= |
∑
F∈Eh

∫
F

µ[[u− uh]] : {∇vI}ds+ (λu− λhuh,v
I)|

≲
∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ\∂Ω

µh
− 1

2

F ∥[[uh]]∥0,F ∥∇vI∥0,τ + ∥λu− λhuh∥0∥vI∥0.

Then,

|Ãh(u− uh,v) + B′
h(v, p− ph)|

= |Ãh(u− uh,v − vI) + B′
h(v − vI , p− ph)

+ Ãh(u− uh,v
I) + B′

h(v
I , p− ph)|

≲ |Ãh(u− uh,v − vI) + B′
h(v − vI , p− ph)|

+
∑
τ∈Th

∑
F⊂∂τ\∂Ω

h
− 1

2

F ∥[[uh]]∥0,F ∥∇vI∥0,τ + ∥λu− λhuh∥0∥vI∥0. (3.16)

Substituting (3.15) into (3.16), noting that |B′
h(uh, q)| ≲

∑
τ∈Th

∥divuh∥0,τ∥q∥0, we obtain (3.12).

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

By virtue of the enriching operator Eh : Xh → Xh ∩ X [36, 37], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. The following estimates are valid:

∥uh − Ehuh∥2h ≲
∑
F∈Ei

h

γh−1
F ||[[uh]]||20,F +

∑
F∈Eb

h

γh−1
F ||uh ⊗ n||20,F , (3.17)

∥u∗
h − Ehu

∗
h∥2h ≲

∑
F∈Ei

h

γh−1
F ||[[u∗

h]]||20,F +
∑
F∈Eb

h

γh−1
F ||u∗

h ⊗ n||20,F . (3.18)

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

∥u− uh∥h + ∥p− ph∥0 ≲ ηh(uh, ph) + ∥λhuh − λu∥0, (3.19)

∥u∗ − u∗
h∥h + ∥p∗ − p∗h∥0 ≲ η∗h(u

∗
h, p

∗
h) + ∥λ∗hu∗

h − λ∗u∗∥0. (3.20)

Proof. Substituting (3.12) and (3.17) into (3.8), we obtain (3.19). Similarly, (3.20) can be obtained. □

Using the standard bubble argument developed by Verfürth [31], we will deduce the following local
bounds. For the sake of simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the case that β(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

ηRτ
≲ ∥∇(u− uh)∥0,τ + ∥p− ph∥0,τ + hτ∥λhuh − λu∥0,τ , (3.21)

ηFτ ≲ ∥∇(u− uh)∥0,ω(τ) + ∥p− ph∥0,ω(τ) + (
∑

τ∈ω(τ)

h2τ∥λu− λhuh∥20,τ )
1
2 , (3.22)

η2Jτ =
∑

F⊂∂τ,F∈Ei
h

γh−1
F |[[uh − u]]|20,F +

∑
F⊂∂τ,F∈Eb

h

γh−1
F ||(uh − u) · n||20,F , (3.23)

η∗Rτ
≲ ∥∇(u∗ − u∗

h)∥0,τ + ∥p∗ − p∗h∥0,τ + hτ∥λ∗hu∗
h − λ∗u∗∥0,τ , (3.24)

η∗Fτ
≲ ∥∇(u∗ − u∗

h)∥0,ω(τ) + ∥p∗ − p∗h∥0,ω(τ) + (
∑

τ∈ω(τ)

h2τ∥λ∗u∗ − λ∗hu
∗
h∥20,τ )

1
2 , (3.25)

η∗2Jτ =
∑

F⊂∂τ,F∈Ei
h

γh−1
F |[[u∗

h − u∗]]|20,F +
∑

F⊂∂τ,F∈Eb
h

γh−1
F ||(u∗

h − u∗) · n||20,F . (3.26)

Proof. Let bτ ∈ H1
0 (τ) and bF ∈ H1

0 (ω(F )) be the standard bubble function on element τ and face F
(d = 3) or edge F (d = 2) of τ , respectively.
For any τ ∈ Th, define the function R and K locally by

R|τ = λhuh + µ△uh − (β · ∇)uh −∇ph, K|τ = h2τRbτ .

From Proposition 3.37 in [31], using λu + µ∆u − (β · ∇)u − ∇p = 0 and integrating by parts, together
with K|∂τ = 0 we deduce that

Ch2τ∥R∥20,τ ≤
∫
τ

R · (h2τRbτ )dx =

∫
τ

(λhuh + µ∆uh − (β · ∇)uh −∇ph) ·Kdx

=

∫
τ

µ∆(uh − u) ·Kdx−
∫
τ

∇(ph − p) ·Kdx+

∫
τ

(λhuh − λu) ·Kdx

−
∫
τ

(β · ∇)(uh − u) ·Kdx

= −
∫
τ

∇(u− uh) · ∇Kdx+

∫
τ

(ph − p)divKdx

+

∫
τ

(λhuh − λu) ·Kdx−
∫
τ

(β · ∇)(uh − u) ·Kdx.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Proposition 3.37 in [31], and noting ∥∇·uh∥0 = ∥∇· (uh−u)∥0,
we obtain (3.21).

For any interior edge/face F ∈ E ih, let the functions R and Θ be such that

R|F = [[phI− µ∇uh + uh ⊗ β]]|F and Θ = hFRbF .

Using Proposition 3.37 in [31] and
∫
F
[[pI− µ∇u+ u⊗ β]] ·Θds = 0, we get

ChF ∥R∥20,F ≤
∫
F

R · (hFRbF )ds =
∫
F

[[(ph − p)I− µ∇(uh − u) + (uh − u)⊗ β]] ·Θds.

Applying Green’s formula over each element of ω(F ), we derive

ChE∥R∥20,F ≤
∫
F

[[((ph − p)I− µ∇(uh − u))]] ·Θds+
∫
F

[[(uh − u)⊗ β]] ·Θds

=
∑

τ∈ω(F )

∫
τ

(−µ∆(uh − u) +∇(ph − p)) ·Θdx

−
∑

τ∈ω(F )

∫
τ

(µ∇(u− uh)− (p− ph)I) : ∇Θdx+

∫
F

[[(uh − u)⊗ β]] ·Θds.
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Using −µ∆u+∇p = λu− (β · ∇)u, we deduce

ChF ∥R∥20,F ≤
∑

τ∈ω(F )

∫
τ

(λhuh + µ∆uh − (β · ∇)uh −∇ph) ·Θdx

+
∑

τ∈ω(F )

∫
τ

(λu− λhuh) ·Θdx+
∑

τ∈ω(F )

∫
τ

(−µ∇(u− uh) + (p− ph)I) : ∇Θdx

−
∑

τ∈ω(F )

∫
τ

((β · ∇)(u− uh)) ·Θdx+

∫
F

[[(uh − u)⊗ β]] ·Θds. (3.27)

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 ∈ E ih, and u = 0 for any F ⊂ ∂Ω, we
get (3.23).

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

From Lemma 3.5, we have the following theorem.

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

ηh(uh, ph)
2 ≲ ∥u− uh∥2h + ∥p− ph∥20 +

∑
τ∈Th

h2τ∥λu− λhuh∥20,τ , (3.28)

η∗h(u
∗
h, p

∗
h)

2 ≲ ∥u∗ − u∗
h∥2h + ∥p∗ − p∗h∥20 +

∑
τ∈Th

h2τ∥λ∗u∗ − λ∗hu
∗
h∥20,τ . (3.29)

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

|λ− λh| ≲ η2h(uh, ph) +
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ (|u− Ihu|21+r,τ + ∥p− ϑhp∥2r)

+ η∗h(u
∗
h, p

∗
h)

2 +
∑
τ∈Th

h2rτ (|u∗ − Ihu
∗|21+r,τ + ∥p∗ − ϑhp

∗∥2r). (3.30)

Proof. Choosing [vh, qh] = [u∗
h, p

∗
h] in (2.78), from (2.16), (2.17), (2.65), (2.66), (3.19) and (3.20), we

obtain (3.30). □

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 {λj}j∈J be an eigenvalue cluster composed of
eigenvalues of (2.2)-(2.3), λk ̸= λk−1 and λk+m−1 ̸= λk+m.

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 {λj}j∈J is composed of non-defective eigenvalues, the fol-
lowing inequalities hold∑

j∈J

(
∥uj − uj,h∥2h + ∥pj − pj,h∥20

)
≃

∑
j∈J

ηh(uj,h, pj,h)
2,

∑
j∈J

(
∥u∗

j − u∗
j,h∥2h + ∥p∗j − p∗j,h∥20

)
≃

∑
j∈J

η∗h(u
∗
j,h, p

∗
j,h)

2,

|λi − λi,h| ≲
∑
j∈J

(
ηh(uj,h, pj,h)

2 + η∗h(u
∗
j,h, p

∗
j,h)

2
)
, i ∈ J.
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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 θ ∈ (0, 1).
Step 1. Set l = 0 and pick an initial mesh Thl

with the mesh size hl.
Step 2. Solve Eqs.(2.8)-(2.9) and (2.92)-(2.93) on Thl

for the discrete solution {(λj,hl
,uj,hl

, pj,hl
)}k+m−1
j=k

with ∥uj,hl
∥0 = 1 and {(λ∗j,hl

,u∗
j,hl

, p∗j,hl
)}k+m−1
j=k with ∥u∗

j,hl
∥0 = 1.

Step 3. Compute the local indicators ητ (uj,hl
, pj,hl

) and η∗τ (u
∗
j,hl

, p∗j,hl
)(j = k, · · · , k +m− 1) for all

τ ∈ Thl
.

Step 4. Construct T̂hl
⊂ Thl

by Dörfler [48] Marking strategy

∑
τ∈T̂hl

(

k+m−1∑
j=k

ητ (uj,hl
, pj,hl

)2 + η∗τ (u
∗
j,hl

, p∗j,hl
)2)

≥ θ
∑
τ∈Thl

(

k+m−1∑
j=k

ητ (uj,hl
, pj,hl

)2 + η∗τ (u
∗
j,hl

, p∗j,hl
)2).

Step 5. Refine Thl
to get a new mesh Thl+1

by procedure Refine.
Step 6. l ⇐ l + 1 and go to Step 2.

We demonstrate the efficiency of our approach by applying Algorithm 1 with the Pk − Pk−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 initial mesh size h0 is set as follows:
h0 =

√
2

16 for the L-shaped domain;

h0 =
√
3
4 for the thick L-shaped domain and the unit cube domain.

We adapt the following symbols in our tables and figures:
λj : the jth eigenvalue.
λj,hl

: the jth approximate eigenvalue in the lth iteration.
dof : the degrees of freedom in the lth iteration.
ηj,h=η(uj,hl

, pj,hl
), η∗j,h=η

∗(u∗
j,hl

, p∗j,hl
).

Rerr(λi) =
|λi,h−λi|

|λi| : 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)2 with β(x, y) = (1, 0)t and µ = 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

order(λj,h) ≈
1

(lg2)
lg

∣∣∣∣∣ λj,h − λj,h2
λj,h2

− λj,h4

∣∣∣∣∣
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 h2k for Pk − Pk−1(k = 2, 3)
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elements. This indicates that the eigenfunctions are sufficiently smooth on the square domain.

Table 1: The first four approximate eigenvalues using P2−P1 element with γ = 40 on the square domain
for β = (1, 0)t and µ = 1.

h λ1,h order λ2,h order λ3,h order λ4,h order√
2
8

13.6596320 23.3381037 23.6525846 33.0749860√
2

16
13.6130518 23.1452062 23.4375849 32.3542953√

2
32

13.6098165 3.85 23.1307530 3.74 23.4239142 3.98 32.3018053 3.78√
2

64
13.6096064 3.94 23.1298126 3.94 23.4230344 3.96 32.2983688 3.93√

2
128

13.6095931 3.98 23.1297530 3.98 23.4229787 3.98 32.2981508 3.98

Table 2: The first four approximate eigenvalues using P3−P2 element with γ = 90 on the square domain
for β = (1, 0)t and µ = 1.

h λ1,h order λ2,h order λ3,h order λ4,h order√
2
8

13.6104081 23.1342511 23.4271193 32.3204442√
2

16
13.6096110 23.1298423 23.4230605 32.2986024√

2
32

13.6095926 5.44 23.1297509 5.59 23.4229767 5.60 32.2981452 5.58√
2

64
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 Ω = (−1, 1)2 \ (−1, 0)2 with µ = 1. The
marking parameter θ is set to 0.75 for the 2D L-shaped domain. Referring to [3], we consider four cases
for the steady flow velocity β:

β1(x, y) = (1, 0)t,
β2(x, y) = (cos(πx) sin(πy),− sin(πx) cos(πy))t,
β3(x, y) = (y,−x)t,
β4(x, y) = (∂ϕ∂y ,−

∂ϕ
∂x )

t with ϕ(x, y) = 1000(1− x2)2(1− y2)2.

The functions are normalized in the L∞-norm as β = β/∥β∥∞,Ω.
The reference values for the first four eigenvalues of the Oseen eigenvalue problem with µ = 1 and different
β values are listed in Table 3, which are obtained using the adaptive DG P3 − P2 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 β and µ = 1.

λ1 λ2 λ3 λ4

β1(x, y) 32.9600408 37.1171925 42.3976455 49.2536801
β2(x, y) 32.1327327 37.0183457 41.9398470 48.9835958
β3(x, y) 32.1327443 37.0183701 41.9398781 48.9836377
β4(x, y) 32.1327060 37.0183328 41.9398268 48.9835714

The error curves of the first four eigenvalues obtained using adaptive DG Pk−Pk−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 β(x, y) = β1(x, y) and µ = 1 (left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 40; right: DG P3 − P2

with γ = 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 β(x, y) = β2(x, y) and µ = 1 (left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 40; right: DG P3 − P2

with γ = 90).

4.2 3D domains

4.2.1 A unit cube domain

In this experiment, we consider the Oseen eigenvalue problem with β = (0, 0, 1)t and µ = 1 on the
unit cube domain Ω = (0, 1)3. The extrapolated values λ1 = 62.4253, λ2 = 62.7107, λ3 = 62.7107 and
λ4 = 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 θ = 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 − 2k

3 (k = 2, 3). This indicates that the numerical results
obtained by the adaptive method basically achieve the optimal convergence order.
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Figure 3: The error curves on adaptive refinement meshes of the first four eigenvalues using Algorithm 1
on L-shaped domain for β(x, y) = β3(x, y) and µ = 1 (left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 40; right: DG P3 − P2

with γ = 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 β(x, y) = β4(x, y) and µ = 1 (left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 40; right: DG P3 − P2

with γ = 90.

Table 4: The first four eigenvalues on uniform meshes for the cube domain with β = (0, 0, 1)t and
µ = 1(left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 50 ; right: DG P3 − P2 with γ = 150).

h
√
3

4

√
3

8
order

√
3

4

√
3
8

order

λ1,h 64.3790 62.6071 3.43 62.5132 62.4281 4.97
λ2,h 64.6320 62.8899 3.42 62.7973 62.7135 4.95
λ3,h 64.6320 62.8899 3.42 62.7973 62.7135 4.95
λ4,h 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 β = (0, 0, 1)t and µ = 1 (left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 50 ; right: DG P3 − P2 with γ = 150).

4.2.2 A thick L-shaped domain

In this experiment, we consider the Oseen eigenvalue problem with β = (0, 0, 1)t and µ = 1 on the
thick L-shaped domain Ω = (−0.5, 0.5) × (0, 1) × (−0.5, 0.5) \ ((0, 0.5) × (0, 1) × (0, 0.5)). The marking
parameter θ is set to 0.5. The reference values for the first four eigenvalues, obtained by an adaptive DG
P3 − P2 element method with as many degrees of freedom as possible, are λ1 = 82.7955, λ2 = 89.0021,
λ3 = 124.923 and λ4 = 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 µ = 1, the eigenvalue error curves and the
error estimator curves are approximately parallel to a straight line with a slope of 2k

3 (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 β = (0, 0, 1)t and µ = 1 (left: DG P2 − P1 with γ = 50; right: DG P3 − P2 with
γ = 150).

4.3 Comparison with the Mini-element method

In this section we compare the adaptive DG P3 − P2 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 P3 − P2

element method (Algorithm 1) and the mini element method (Table 5 in [3]) on the 2D L-shaped domain
(µ = 1, β = (1, 0)t).

DG P3 − P2 element Mini-element (Table 5 in [3])
dof λi,h Rerr(λ1) dof Rerr(λ1)
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 − P2

element method (Algorithm 1) and the mini element method (Table 7 in [3]) on the 3D thick L-shaped
domain (µ = 1, β = (0, 0, 1)t).

DG P3 − P2 element Mini-element (Table 7 in [3])
dof λi,h Rerr(λ1) dof Rerr(λ1)
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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[19] B. Cockburn, G. Kanschat, D. Schötzau, C. Schwab, Local discontinuous Galerkin
methods for the Stokes system, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 40 (2002) 319-343,
https://doi.org/10.1137/S0036142900380121.

[20] Antonietti, P.F., Buffa, A., Perugia, I.: Discontinuous Galerkin approximation of the
Laplace eigenproblem. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng. 195, 3483-3503 (2006),
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2005.06.02330.

[21] K. Cliffe, E. Hall, P. Houston, Adaptive discontinuous galerkin methods for eigenvalue prob-
lems arising in incompressible fluid flows, SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 31(6) (2010) 4607-4632,
https://doi.org/10.1137/080731918.

[22] Lingling Sun, Hai Bi, Yidu Yang, A Multigrid Discretization of Discon- tinuous Galerkin
Method for the Stokes Eigenvalue Problem. Commun. Comput. Phys., 34(5) (2023) 1391-1419,
https://doi.org/10.4208/cicp.OA-2023-0027.

[23] J. Gedicke, A. Khan, Divergence-conforming discontinuous Galerkin finite elements for Stokes eigen-
value problems. Numer. Math. 144 (2020)585-614, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00211-019-01095-x32.

[24] F. Lepe, D. Mora, Symmetric and nonsymmetric discontinuous Galerkin methods for a pseu-
dostress formulation of the Stokes spectral problem. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 42 (2020) 698-722,
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1259535.

[25] D.N. Arnold, F. Brezzi, B. Cockburn, L.D. Marini, Unified analysis of discontinuous Galerkin methods
for elliptic problems, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 39(2002) 1749-1779.

28



[26] T. Gudi, Some nonstandard error analysis of discontinuous Galerkin methods for elliptic problems,
Calcolo, 47(2010) 239-261.
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