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Abstract

We introduce a novel residual-based a posteriori error estimator for the conforming C!' Virtual El-
ement Method (VEM) applied to the buckling eigenvalue problem, incorporating nonlinear plane
stress effects in both two and three dimensions. The estimator is fully computable on general
polyhedral meshes and implemented within the open-source vem++ library. Its reliability is rig-
orously justified via bounds on the residual equation using polynomial projections, stabilisation
contributions, and interpolation estimates, while efficiency is ensured through the use of bubble
function arguments. Comprehensive numerical experiments in 2D and 3D illustrate the estimator’s
optimal accuracy and robustness, highlighting its potential for predictive analysis of complex plate
structures.

Keywords: A posteriori error analysis in 2D and 3D, virtual element method, buckling spectral
problem.

1. Introduction

The instability of thin plates under in-plane loading can be formulated as a buckling eigen-
value problem for the transverse displacement of the plate. The governing equation involves the
fourth-order bending operator together with additional terms accounting for the effect of the (pos-
sibly nonlinear) in-plane stresses on the deflection. In this formulation, the eigenvalue represents a
critical load parameter rather than a vibration frequency. Buckling occurs when the load reaches
values for which the homogeneous problem admits nontrivial solutions. The corresponding eigen-
functions describe the buckling modes, while the smallest eigenvalue determines the first buckling
load, marking the loss of stability of the flat configuration. This class of problems has attracted
significant attention due to its importance in engineering applications, such as the design of auto-
motive, underwater and aerospace structures, where predicting instability is crucial for safety and
performance (e.g. [10, 36]).
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Several numerical methods have been proposed for the approximation of the buckling eigenvalue
problem, including conforming, nonconforming, and mixed Finite Element Method (FEM) and
Virtual Element Method (VEM) discretisations, as well as discrete singular convolution (DSC)
methods. We refer to [1, 7, 11, 14, 24, 26, 28, 31] for a non-exhaustive list of contributions on this
topic.

In this work, we employ a conforming VEM for the H? variational formulation of the buck-
ling eigenvalue problem [3, 6]. Unlike classical C* FEM (see e.g. [13]), which typically require
high polynomial degrees and a large number of degrees of freedom (DoFs) to ensure conformity,
the lowest-order conforming VEM achieves this with significantly fewer DoFs —specifically, 3 per
vertex in 2D and 4 per vertex in 3D. Furthermore, the VEM naturally accommodates general poly-
hedral elements, including non-convex shapes, and efficiently handles hanging nodes, simplifying
the implementation of adaptive refinement strategies.

A posteriori error estimation plays a central role in the numerical approximation of Partial
Differential Equations (PDEs), particularly when the exact solution is unknown. These estimators
are computable quantities that depend only on the discrete solution and the problem data, which
provide practical information about the quality of a given numerical approximation. In particular,
adaptive schemes use a posteriori error estimators to identify regions of the computational domain
where the error is large, which enables a selective refinement of the mesh that leads to more efficient
algorithms that concentrate computational effort where it is most needed. This is particularly
relevant for problems exhibiting localised phenomena, such as boundary layers, singularities, or
sharp gradients.

From a mathematical viewpoint, an a posteriori error estimator should satisfy two key proper-
ties: reliability, meaning that it provides an upper bound for the true error, and efficiency, meaning
that it also reflects the error from below, at least up to multiplicative constants, oscillation terms
(polynomial projection or stabilisation terms), and higher-order terms that vanish for very small
mesh size (h — 0). In the context of buckling eigenvalue problem a posteriori error estimation for
FEM based discretisations of H! variational formulation have been proposed [22, 32| and adaptive
based on FEM/VEM discretisations for H? variational formulation of the biharmonic problem can
be found in [12, 16, 18, 25, 35].

Main contributions. To the best of the author’s knowledge, this work is the first that:

e Develop a reliable and efficient residual-based a posteriori error estimator for the C'-VEM
applied to the buckling eigenvalue problem in both 2D and 3D.

e Account for nonlinear plane stress effects in the a posteriori error estimator, enabling accurate
prediction of buckling modes in plates under complex multi-axial loading.

e Provide an open-source implementation within the vem++ library [15], supporting computa-
tions on general polytopal meshes.

In Section 2, we introduce the H? variational formulation for the buckling eigenvalue problem
and its spectral characterisation. Section 3 introduces the VEM space for both 2D and 3D to-
gether with a priori error estimates. The residual-based a posteriori error analysis is developed
in Section 4. Finally, several numerical results illustrating the accuracy and applicability of the
method are provided in Section 5.



Recurrent notation. This paper employs usual notation for differential operators in R? (d = 2, 3).
In particular, the gradient, vector divergence, and tensor divergence operators are denoted by
V:R = R? div: R = R, and div : R¥¥¢ — R?. The fourth-order biharmonic operator is
denoted by A% : R — R, where A = div(V). Finally, the Hessian matrix consists of all second-
order partial derivatives and is denoted by V2 : R — R4X9,

We adopt standard notation for Sobolev spaces, together with the associated norms and semi-
norms (see e.g. [2]). By a < b we denote the inequality a < Cb, where C' is a generic positive
constant independent of the mesh size h and can take different values on each occurrence.

2. The buckling eigenvalue problem

Let © € R? be a polytopal bounded domain with boundary I' := 9€2. The buckling mode
u: Q — R, subjected to a plane stress tensor field & : @ — R?*? with non-dimensional critical
load factor A € R satisfy the following eigenvalue problem:

Ay = —\div(kVu), in Q, (2.1a)
Biu =0, on T. (2.1b)
Note that the non-dimensional critical load factor is normalised by multiplying by the factor L/D,
where L denotes the plate size and D = (Et3)/(12(1 — v?)) is the bending stiffness, with E, t,

and v representing the Young’s modulus, plate thickness, and Poisson’s ratio. Whereas, the plane
stress tensor is assumed to satisfy the following conditions

k€ L))\ {0}, k=k", div(k)=0, inQ.

The boundary conditions are defined through the linear differential operator B7 (cf. (2.1b))
where j € {SSP,CP} (see e.g. [20, Section 2.3]). The notation SSP and CP indicate Simply
Supported Plate and Clamped Plate type boundary conditions, defined respectively by

BSSPy = AP~y =0, onT, (2.2a)
By :=08"'u=0, onT, (2.2b)
where 8 € {1,2}, n denotes be the outward unit normal vector to I', and 9, the normal derivative.

2.1. Weak formulation

In view of the boundary conditions (2.2a)-(2.2b), basic integration by parts lead to: find (A, u) €
R x (V\ {0}) such that

a(u,v) = Xb(u,v), Yv eV, (2.3)
where the bilinear forms a : VXV = R, b:V x V — R are defined by

a(u,v) = /QV2u V3, bu,v) = /Q(nVu) - V.

Without losing generality, the space V refers to H2(2) N HE(Q) and HZ(12) for the SSP and CP
boundary conditions, respectively. It is well-known that standard arguments in Sobolev spaces
imply the continuity of a(-,-) and b(-,-). Whereas, the generalised Poincaré inequality implies the
ellipticity of a(-,-) on V. Thus, a straight-forward application of the Lax—Milgram Theorem proves
the well-posedness of (2.3).



2.2. Spectral characterisation

Tt is well known that the spectrum of problem (2.3) can be characterised by the spectrum of a
bounded, compact, and self-adjoint operator defined as follows (see, for instance, [13]):

T:V—V
fr—Tf,

where, T'f is the unique solution of the following source problem:
a(Tf,v) =b(f,v), YveV (2.4)

Moreover, the following result summarises some important properties of the operator T', we refer
to [16, 28] for further details.

Theorem 2.1. The following statments hold true
(i) A pair (\,u) solves (2.3) if and only if (u,u) satisfies Tu = pu, for X\ # 0 and pu:= \~1.

(i) The spectrum of T is given by sp(T) = {0} U {p }ren, where {urtren C R is a sequence
converging to zero, and each eigenvalue py, has finite multiplicity.

(iii) If T : HL(Q) — V denotes the extension of T (cf. (2.4)) to HL(Q), then sp(T) = sp(T).

3. A priori error analysis for the discrete spectral problem using virtual elements

In this section, we introduce the VEM spaces on polygonal /polyhedral meshes related to the
discretisation of (2.1). First, we define the virtual spaces and projections over facets (which in 2D
reduces to the local space over polygons). Then, the bulk spaces are defined and glued together to
construct the global VEM space. We refer to [3, 6] for further details regarding the construction
of the discrete spaces and well-posedness of the discrete problem.

Let Q" be a collection of polygonal/polyhedral meshes on © and F" be the set of all facets
(edges in 2D and faces in 3D ). The diameter of a polygon/polyhedron K is denoted by hx and
the diameter of a facet f is given by hy. The maximum diameter of elements in Q" is represented
by h. It is assumed that there exists a uniform constant p > 0 such that

(M1) Every element K is star-shaped with respect to a ball with a radius greater than phg.
(M2) Every facet f € K is star-shaped with respect to a ball with a radius greater than phg.
(M3) Every facet f € 0K satisfies the inequality hy > phgk.

We split the set of all facets as F" = Fh U F&, where Fi = {f € F': f Cc Q}, Fh = {f €
Fh . f C T}. The set of facets of K € Q" is denoted as F"(K), who in turn are classified as
interior and boundary facets, denoted by F&(K) and F2(K), respectively. The set of elements
K that share f as a facet is denoted by Q’} and the normal jump operator is defined as usual by
[Vu-ng] == (Vulxg — Vu|g)|s -y, where K, K’ € Q% and n; is the outward normal vectors of
f with respect to K. In addition, we denote by VE and V&, the sets of boundary and interior

vertices in QF, respectively. On the other hand, Ay and V; denote the respective Laplace and
gradient operators in the local facet coordinates and 8,1; denotes the normal derivative on each

ridge e € df with respect to f (similarly for 0, s ).
K



3.1. Polynomial Projection operators

The space of polynomials of total degree at most k defined locally on K € Q" (or facet f € F")is
denoted by P (K), and its vector counterparts is denoted by P (K). We also consider the standard
notation P_; (K) = {0}. In this paper, we consider the lowest-case order VEM discretisation where
k = 2. Then, we define local polynomial projection operators in an element K € Q" as follows:

e The vector L? projection 1% : L2(K) — P1(K) with
/K (v— H(}{V) -p1 =0, Vp; € P (K). (3.1)
e The H!-energy projection ITy. : HY(K) — P3(K) is defined as
/K V(II}vn —vs) - Vpa =0, Vpa € Py(K),
/ (ITYvp —vp) = 0.
oK
e The H2-energy projection is defined as HIV: : H3(K) — P2(K) such that
/K Vz(Hyvh —wp): Vipp =0, Vpy € Po(K),

/ (T op, —vp)p1 = 0, Vp1 € Py(f).
oK

Notice that, the previous definitions are also valid for facets f € F", in this case we simply write
HJY and HJYQ. Moreover, the projections operators previously defined are computable directly from
the degrees of freedom of the VEM discrete spaces (to be specified in Section 3.2), we refer to [3, 6]
for further details.

We finalise by stating a result involving classical polynomial approximation theory, written for
a general polynomial order of approximation in the elements K € Q". Recall that similar estimates
can be deduced for facets f € F" and vector valued functions (see e.g. [8]).

Proposition 3.1 (polynomial approximation). Given K € Q" suppose that v € H*(K), with
1 <s<k+1. Then, there exist v, € Pr(K) and a positive constant that depends only on p (cf.
(M1)-(M3)) such that for 0 < r <'s the following estimate holds

[v = Vrlrx S A V] K-

3.2. Discrete spaces

We start by considering the enhanced space on facets f € 9K (see [3]), given by

Vin(f) = {on € B2(f) : Aon € Pa(f),
onlos € COOF), vnle € Py(e), Ve € df,
Vunlay € [CO(0f)]?, 8n;vh|e e Py(e), Veedf,



/H]Y2’l)hp2 :/Uhp27 Vpa GPz(f)}~
f f

Notice that in a 2D setting, one can identify the facets f and ridge e € Jf in the previous space
as polygonal elements K and edges of the polygon e, respectively. Such identifications allow us to
define directly the global 2D VEM space by

Vip ={vn € V: v|x € VIH(K)}.

We remark that the space VA, (f) is richer to its 3D counterpart introduced in [6], where the
condition Afcvh € P1(f) is imposed and the enhancement property is enforced only with respect
to linear polynomials.

Next, following the hierarchical construction of VEM spaces in 3D, we introduce an additional
enhanced space on facets in order to represent normal derivatives of virtual functions in facets, as
follows

Vh(f) = {on € H(f) 1 Agun € Po(f),
vnlay € C°(f), vnle € Pile), Ve € df,

/H?vh:/vh}.
! f

With these building blocks, we are ready to define the local three-dimensional VEM space on a
polyhedron K € Q" as

VIS(K) = {vh € H*(K) : A?v;, € Py(K),

vnle € C%e), Vunle € [C°()FP, Vee ] of,
fedK

vnlg € Vip(f), 0,1 vnly € Vi(f), VfeoK,

v? _
Iy vape = [ vnp2, Vp2 € Po(K)p,
K K

Similarly, the global space is obtained by gluing together the local spaces in the following way
Vi = {vh EV:ulk € V3}]L3(K)}.
Following [3, 6], a unisolvent set of degrees of freedom for V/*(K) can be chosen as
e The values of vy, at the vertices of K,
e The values of Vv, at the vertices of K.
Thanks to this selection, we have that

3#(VE,) for CP,

. h —
dlm(VQD) - {3#(Vho) _ 2#(]}#) for SSP.



and

44 (V) for CP,

. h —
dim(Vgp) = {4#(];60) — 3#(VE) for SSP.

Finally, we introduce the notation Vj(K) (resp. V},) to denote simultaneously the local spaces
VE(K) and V2, (K) (resp. global spaces VA, and V4,). Furthermore, the previous hierarchical
construction is C' continuous along the elements’ facets, which turns into discrete functions that
are C'! continuous globally.

3.8. Discrete weak formulation

We start by defining locally the computable discrete bilinear forms for all uy, vy € Vy, as follows
2 2 2 2 2
alt (up, vp,) ;:/ VALY wy) : VALY vp) + SY (up — Iy up, vy, — e vg),
K

bl (un, vn) = / (KT (V) - T (Vo).
K

where the operator SIV(2 : VXV — R is any symmetric positive bilinear form that satisfies

axar (vp,vp) < Slv(g (vn,vn) < a*ag(vp,vy), Yo, € ker(H?), (3.4)

here, a,,a* are positive constants independent of the element size hy. Notice that the properties
of the stabilization operator are given in (3.4)is crucial to prove the continuity and ellipticity of
a(-,-) , b"(-,-) (defined as the sum of the local contributions for all K € Q") and ellipticity of
a"(-,-), we refer to [17, 29| for further details.

Now we are ready to introduce the VEM discrete weak formulation of (2.1) read as follows:
find (Ap,up) € R x (Vy \ {0}) such that

ah(uh,vh) = )\hbh(uh,vh), Yoy, € Vy,. (3.5)

8.4. The a priori error analysis

We start recalling the orthogonal projection Py : H}(Q) — Vj, defined as follows: For all
¢ € HL(Q) we set PY ¢ € Vj, as unique solution of

/ V(PY¢—¢) Vun, Yo € V.
Q

Remark 3.1. If k additionally satisfies the positive definiteness assumption, then the operator
Py HY(Q) — Vi, given by
b(th¢ - ¢,Uh) = 07 vvh € th

is well defined.

Next, we consider the discrete source operators

Ty : Vi — Vi and T, : HY(Q) — Vi, € HA(Q)
Jn— Thfn [ o= Thf =TPYf "’



where T}, f, and T, Py f are the unique solutions of the following discrete source problems
" (T fron) = 0" (fa,on) and  a"(TuPy f,on) = 6"(Py f,on), (3.6)

for all vy, € V}, respectively. It is well known that the operators T, and Tj, satisfy sp(fh) =
sp(Th) and they have the same eigenfunctions (see for instance [17]). In addition, if Z;, := {u) €
Vit b (up,vp) = 0 Vo, € V3 }, we readily see that the spectrum sp(7},) consists of dim(V3,) —
dim(Zp,) =: M eigenvalues repeated according to their respective multiplicity. Moreover, it holds
that sp(73,) = {un 1L, U {0}.

On the other hand, for (T, 1) and (T}, un), we recall the definitions of their spectral projections
F and E,, as

E:=E(u) = (2m)™* /Q(z —T) tdz, (3.7)

Ej, = Ep(p) = (2m) 71 /Q(z —Ty) tdz,

where pp, := 1/An, (A\n # 0). Finally, we establish error estimates for the solution of the source
problems in H? and H' norms (see for instance [16] and [29]).

Lemma 3.1. For s € (1/2,1] it holds
1T =T (2.0 S lIf |20, VfEV,
(T =T (Dllne SENIflha, Ve Hy(Q).

We now prove an useful relation between the continuous and discrete bilinear forms b(-, )
and b (-, ).

Lemma 3.2. For all vy, wy € V}, it holds
b(vn, wn) = b"(vn, wp) = / (F&VU}L - ]‘_‘[(I)((K’VU}L)) : (th - H%th)
Keah VK

Proof. Let vy, wy, € Vi, and K € Q". From the definition of the projector II% (cf. (3.1)) and some
algebraic manipulations, we readily see that

bi (vp, wp) — b};((vh,wh) = / {vah -Vwy, — K,H(}(V’Uh . H%th}

K

= /K {vah Vwy, — T (KII% Vo) -H%th}

= /K {[anh — 1% (kVuy,)] - Vwy, + % (kVoy) - [Vwy, — T Vwy,)
+ % Vwy, - [MT% (kVuy) — kY] + %V, - 6[Voy, — TI% Voy,]

+ IOV, - [k Vo, — H(}((mﬂ(}(Vvh)]}

= / [K',VU}L - H%(nVuh)] - Vuwy,
K



= / kYo, — TI% (kVuy)] - [Vwy, — % V).
K

By taking sum over all K € Q" the result is obtained. O
We now introduce an error estimate for A\, as a consequence of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

Theorem 3.1. For all space R(E) C H?>T%(Q) with s € (1/2,1] there exists hg > 0 independent
of h such that for all h < hq it hold

‘A—Aﬁj)‘ <K¥, j=1,...,m, and
PPV {|u —unl3q+lu— Hfﬂh@,h + [|6Vup — g (V) [0, [Vus — H(}((Vuh)ﬂo,ﬂ}-

Proof. The first inequality follows as a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1. Regarding the sec-
ond inequality, following the arguments used in the proof of the [28, Theorem 4.4] and applying
Lemma 3.2, we readily see that
()\Elj) — N0 (wp, un) = a(u — up, u — up) — Ab(u — up,u — up) + {a”(up, un) — alup, up)}
+ X{b(un, up) — b (up, up) }
S = un o + MV (= wn) [0 + fu = unl3 0 + [u—TI% unl3,
+ |k Vuy, — I (V)| |o,ol[Vur, — T (Vun)[[o,0
Shu—unl3o+ fu—TIE wnl3 ),
+ ||k Vup — I (K V)| [o,0l [ Vun, — (V)|

0,9,

where, in the last step we have used the boundedness of I1% and Poincaré inequality (cf. u—uy €
V). Moreover, the ellipticity of a”(-,-) implies that

" (uny un)| = |A; a" (un, un)| Z [N >0,
and the result follows. O
An error estimate for the solutions of the source problems (2.4) and (3.6) is given below.
Lemma 3.3. Given any f € R(E) setw :=Tf and wy, := fhf, then, the following estimate holds
w—wl20 S B {Jw = wnlzg + o~ T whl2}
+ Ak Vw — T (kVw) |[o.qv + [w — PY w]1.q,
where R(E) denotes the range of the operator E (cf. (3.7)).

Proof. Given f € R(E), set w :=Tf and wy, := Tf as the solutions of problems (2.4) and (3.6)
(respectively), let v € V' the unique solution of the following weak variational formulation: find
v € V, such that

a(v,z) = /QV('LU —wp)-Vz VzeW (3.8)



It is easy to check that T'(w — wy) = v (cf. (2.4)), and the Lax-Milgram Theorem implies |v|2 o <
||5]]co.0|w — wh|1,0. In addition, since v € H?T5(Q2), we have that there exists v; € V}, such
v —vrl2.0 S h®|v|2+s,q (cf. [21]). Then, testing (3.8) with w —wy, € V, we get
|w — wh'iﬂ = / V(w —wp) - V(w — wp)
Q
=a(v— v, w—wp) + alvr,w — wy)
=a(v —vr,w—wy) + alw,vr) — a(wy, vr) + a"(wy,vr) — a”(wp, vr)

=a(v—v,w—wp)+ {ah(wh, vr) — a(wp,vr)} + {b(f,vr) — bh(thf, vr)}.

From [16, Lemma 10], we have that
w—wnf2 g < h*{Jw = wnlog + [w = ¥ wnla flw = wnlie + {b(f,0r) = 0" (PY fon)}. (39)

Now, by adding and subtracting the term b(PY f,v;), applying Lemma 3.2 and f = p~'w in
the last term of (3.9), we arrive at

b(f7vl)_bh(73hvf’vf) :b(f_prf’UI)+{b(Pivava)_bh(thf7v1)}
b(f—P}Yf,U])

Y /K KV (Pof) — % (kY (Py )] - [Vor — I (V)]

KeQh

= u_l{b(w — PYw,vr)

+ Z /K[KV(P;LVU)) — 1% (kV(PY w))] - [Vvr — H(])((V’UI)}}. (3.10)

KeQh

Next, by adding and subtracting the terms Vv and ITY Vv, applying the Cauchy-Scwharz inequality
and the additional regularity of v in (3.10), we obtain

b(f,vr) = b"(Py f,vr) < [bw — Py w,vr)| + b ||k V (Phw) — T (k¥ (Pyw))lo.0lw — whl1,0.

Note that the addition and subtraction of the terms K Vw and 1% (kVw) together with the triangle
inequality, the assumption k € L>(f2) and the fact that |w — Prw|1,0 = in{/ |lw — zp|1,0 applied
zZh€Vh

to the last term of the above expression, we obtain
b(f, 1) = VM (PY foor) S blw = PYw,vn)| + W {[PYw = wh g

+ [[KVw — T (V) lo.0 + [w = PY w0 bl —

< [b(w = Py w, vr))

1,0

+ hHs{\w — U)}L|17Q + ||r<;Vw — H?{(HVIU)HQQ}W} — Y,U]»L|1,Q. (311)

10



Finally, by inserting the estimate (3.11) in the right-hand side of (3.9) and multiplying by
w—wp|7TL in (3.9) we have
1,0

|lw —wpl2.0 S hs{|w —wpla,0+ |w— Hvzwh|2,h}
+ h1+s{|w —wp|1,0 + ||[kKVw — H(}((I@Vw)ﬂo,g} + [b(w — PY w,v5)]
S hs{|w — whl2,0 + |w— HV2wh|2,h}
+ AT ||k Vo — T (kVw)||o.qv + [b(w — Py w, vr)|
S 0 {Jw = wnlag + Jw = T wyla }

+ h1+s||HVw — H%(KVM)HO’Q’U + |w— ’thw

L9

As a consequence of the previous result, we have

Corollary 3.1. If the assumption in Remark 3.1 is satisfied, then

|lw—wpl2.0 S h5{|u} —wpla.0+ |w— Hvzwh|2,h} + h1+s||f<Vw — H(IJ((FLV’LU)HQ’Q,

for all f € R(E) C H2"5(Q) such that w:=Tf and wy, := Ty f.
We finalise by introducing an error estimate in the H'! semi-norm for the spectral problem (3.5).

Lemma 3.4. For all eigenpairs (,ug),uh) offh such that |lupll10 =1 (j = 1,2,...,m), there exists

an eigenfunction u € H}(Q) of T associated with p such that
lu—uplro S hs{\w — Whlz,0 4w — Hywﬂlh} + 0|k Vw — g (kVw)|[o,0 + [w — Py w10
Proof. The proof follows with the same arguments presented in [16, Lemma 11]. O

Theorem 3.2. If u and uy solve the continuous and discrete spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5),
respectively. Then, there exists s € (1/2,1] such that

2
lu —unli,0 S hs{\“ — upl2,0 + |u— I} uh\lh} + W kYU — T (V)| |00 + [u— Py uli0.

Proof. The proof can be obtained from Lemma 3.4 with the same arguments as used in the proof
of [16, Theorem 12] and

|6Vw — M (kVw)llo.0 < 17" ||6Vu — M (kVu)o.0.

4. Residual-based a posteriori error analysis

This section aims to define a residual-type estimator based on computable quantities of the
VEM solution. In addition, we establish the reliability and efficiency of the proposed estimator.The
upper bound follows from the residual equation combined with polynomial projections, stabilization
terms, and interpolation estimates, while the lower bound is guaranteed through properties of
bubble functions.

11



4.1. Error estimators

For each K € Q" and f € 0K, the local estimators corresponding to the volume residual, the
jump residual, the data oscillation, and the stabilisation term are defined by

Ek = Bl div (I (kI (Vup)) |13+ (4.1a)
2
T% = h (V2T un)nd I + B3 I (RTT (V) - 2 . (4.1b)
A% = hgcl|dn (8% (Vup) — W (KI5 (Vun))) |15 (4.1¢)
S%( = SIV(Q (Uh - HX2uh,uh - HX2uh). (41(21)
Notice that, the volume residual =2 := 3 Kean E%. contains a polynomial approximation of the

right-hand related to the buckling eigenvalue problem (cf. (2.1a)); recovering the full residual
requires the use of higher-order approximations. In addition, the jump residual 72 := > ferh J f2,

and the stabilisation term S? := Y Keqh S?%. are composed by computable polynomial projections
of the discrete solution uj. On the other hand, the data oscillation A? := 3" ., A% measures the
polynomial approximation error of kVII}uy. Finally, the respective global total error estimator
is defined as follows:

0 = Z Ny = Z [Ek + Ak + Sk + Z jf2=E2+J2+A2+SZ.
KeQh KeQh ferFh

4.2. Reliability

This section aims to prove an upper bound of the error in terms of the a posteriori error
estimator. We start by rewriting the term a(u — up, v) in terms of residual equations, from which
the local error estimators emerge in a natural way during the subsequent analysis.

Lemma 4.1. If u and uy, solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), then for every v € V, the
following identity holds:

alu — up,v) = Ab(u,v) — Apb(up,v) + Z aK(HIv(zuh — Up, V)
KeQh

Y /K(R(Vuh—ﬂg{(Vuh)))-Vv— > /K)\hdiv (I (KT (Vaup)))

KeQh KeQh

— Z /f[[(VQH?uh)nff]] Vo + Z /f[[)\hﬂgg(liﬂ%(Vuh)) nﬂ]]v

feFh ferk

Y [ N (RI(F) T R (F) -5
Kean 7K

Proof. Fix v € V. Since (A, u) solves the weak buckling eigenvalue problem (cf. (2.3)), basic
algebraic manipulations lead to

a(u — up,v) = Ab(u,v) — Apb(up, v) + Apb(un, v) — alup, v)

= Ab(u,v) — Apb(up,v) + Z [—aK(uh - Hquh,v) - aK(HXQuh,v)
KeQh
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+ An Z /(R(Vuh—ﬂ%(Vuh))-Vv—&-)\h/ % (kIS (Vuy,)) - Vo
Keqr VK K

+ )xh/ [RIT0 (Vup,) — I (I (Vuy))] - Vo (4.2)
K
Next, integration by parts and using that H? up, € Po(K) imply that
v? 2(17V?
Z ar (I up,v) = Z / (V (I uh)nK) - Vo. (4.3)
KeqQr Kean 0K
Whereas, integration by parts lead to
> / I3 (kI (Vup)) - Vo = — / div (TI% (kI1% (Vup))) v
Kean /K Keqr VK

+ th /a . (T (kD% (Vup)) - i ) 0. (4.4)

The proof finishes by applying the boundary conditions (2.2a)-(2.2b) together with the discrete
jump operator in (4.3)- (4.4), and subsequently substituting the result into (4.2). O

In what follows, we will construct the reliability estimate for 7.

Theorem 4.1. If u and wuy solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively, then the
following result holds true

A+
2

lu—upl1.0 + [|[KVup — I (kVun)|[o.0 + || Vun — I (Vuy)|

lu —upl2.0 S+ 0,0

Proof. Let us define e :=u —up € V and ey € V},. Then, for any s € {2,3} and ¢t € {0,1,...,s},
the following estimate holds
le —erleo S P elso- (4.5)

Testing the error equation in Lemma 4.1 by v =e —e; € V yields
lel3.0 = ale,e —er) + a(u,er) — alun, er) + a(up, er) — a”(up, er)
= [Ab(u, ) — Apb(un, e)] + [An{b(un, er) — 0" (un, er) }] + [a" (un, er) — alun, er)]
+ Z aK(HXQuh — up, e —ey)

KeQh
s 3 [ 0(Tun ~ T () - Ve - )
KeQh
= Y [ i (T T (T (e~ )
Kth
. fezf:z; /f[[(wﬂfzzuh)nﬂ]] -V(e—er)

13



+ Z AHAhH%(RH%(VUh)) . n{(]](e — 61)

feFl

+ > / M (KII% (Vup) — T (KII% (V) - V(e — er)
Kean K

9
=Y Ej, (4.6)

where the error terms are defined by
Eq = \o(u,e) — M\pb(up, e),
Ey = A\ {b(up, e1) — b"(uner)},
Es = ah(uh, er) — alup,er),

2
E, = Z aK(HX Up — up, e —ey),

KEQ"

Es =\ th /K(E(Vuh — 0% (Vun))) - V(e — er),

Eg = th/K)\h div (% (kMY (Vuy))) (e — er),

Eri=— f§£ /Jc[[(VQHZ2Uh)nf<]] V(e —er),

Buim 30 [ DI (eIt (Fun)) - n]e ).
feFh f

Ey := Z / An (RH(I)((VUh) - H(}((nl_[?((Vuh))) ~V(e—er).
KeQh K

Notice that the terms Es3, Ey, and E; were estimated in [16, Theorem 14].

We now proceed to bound the remaining terms Ej, let (A, u) # (0,0) be an eigenpair of T,
with a simple eigenvalue . For each mesh Q" let (s, us) be the corresponding discrete solution
of the spectral problem, such that |us|1,o = 1 and satistying

lim (A=A =0 and lim |u— upl|e.0 =0.
h—0 h—0

Following the arguments presented in [16] and using the fact that b(u,u) < 1 in Ej, we obtain

A+ A
2

<A+Ah <)\+)\h

B S 25 e ) S S TV (=) [ o S

|u—uh|1,Q|u—uh|2,Q. (4.7)

Next, for the term E5, we apply the Lemma 3.2 to deduce

Br=M Y / (nVuh - H%(nVu;J) : (veI - H%vef)
Kean VK
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S Y IEVun — D% (kVu)|lo.x || Ver — % Verllox
KeQh
S 6V — I (kVun)|lo.ole — erl10
S |6V, — T (kVun)|lo,.ole — erl2.0
< ||kVup, — H?((K/Vuh)ﬂoygﬂu — Upl2,0- (4.8)

In turn, for the terms Es5, Eg y Fg we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, estimate (4.5) and
definitions (4.1a), (4.1b) and (4.1d) to obtain

Es+ Eg+ Eg < Z {||Vuh — 0% (Vup)llo,x + A || A div (IT (KIT% (Vun))) llo,x
KeQh

o Rl A (KT (Vun) = T (KT (Van))) [l }lelz,c

< {IVun - I (Vun)llog + 2+ A fu = unlz. (4.9)

Lastly, for term Eg we apply the standard trace inequality in the Sobolev space H! (see for
instance [21]) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

Es S Jlu—upl2.0. (4.10)

The result follows by inserting the estimates (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), (4.10), the inequalities [16, (39),
(40) and (43)] into (4.6), and multiplying by |u — uh|2_751), ie.,

A+ A
2

\u — ’U,h|17Q + ||I<:,Vuh — H%(K,V’uhﬂ

lu —uple.0 S 1+ 0.0+ |[Vun — I (Vur)||o,0-

O

Corollary 4.1. If u and uy solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively. Then, the
inequality holds

A+ A
2

2
u =TI uplon S0+ lu — unl1,0 + [|[KVuy — % (KVu)oq + [[Vun, — D% (V) [lo.q-

Proof. The proof follows by applying the triangle inequality, Theorem 4.1 and (4.1d). Indded,

2 2
lu — 103 uplapn < |u—unl2.o + |un — I uplon

A+ A
S0t S5 = g + |8V, — (V) lo.g

1/2
+ IV = W (Van) oo+ { Y 8%}
KeQh

A+ A
St " — w0 + ||6Vun — D (6Vun) 0.0 + [V, — I (Vaun)|lo,0-

O
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Corollary 4.2. If u and uy solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively. Then, the
following estimate holds
e A+ A 0 o 2
‘)\ — )\h| S {T] + T|u — Uh|17Q + ||Hvuh — HK(K,VU)(LQ + ||V7.Lh - HK(VU]—L)H(LQ}
+ |6 Vup — O (Vup)|[o.f | Vun, — g (Vug) o,
Proof. The result follows by adding the term |u — upl5 o + |[&Vun — Mg (kVun)|lo.al[Vun —

1% (Vup)|lo.o to the square of the estimate in Corollary 4.1, and subsequently applying Theo-
rem 3.1 together with Corollary 4.1. O

Theorem 4.2. If u and uy, solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively, then there
exists hg > 0 such that for all h < hg the following estimates hold true

2
|u — Uh|27Q + |u — H[Z uh|27h + H/@Vuh — H?((RVuh)HO,QHVuh — H?{(Vuh) (4.11)
Al S (412)

Proof. From Theorem 4.1, the definition of Sk (cf. (4.1d)) and Theorem 3.2 we have

lu—unlag + [ — I uplon + [£Vun — % (V) lo.ol | Vun — TI% (Vun) oo
)\+

Sn+ " = up 10 + [|[KVuy — T (VW) Jo.0 + |[Vun — TE%(Vug)||o.0

+ HHVUh — 5 (kVup) 0,0l [Vun — g (Vug) oo

+||&Vup — I (KVu) 0.0 + [|Vur — T (Vur)|lo,0

A+ A
S+ h{ {“_“h|29+|u—ﬂzv?Uh\2h}+h1+s||"3vu—ﬂ%('<vu)||o,ﬂ+|u—
K

+ |[&Vup, — Mg (V) |Jo.0[Vun, — T (V)

where, in the last line of the above inequality, we have proceeded as in [28, Theorem 4.4]. Thus,
there exists hg > 0 such that for all h < hg, the estimate (4.11) holds true.

Moreover, by applying Theorem 3.2, the estimate (4.11) and Corollary 4.2, there exists hg > 0
such that for all 0 < h < hg the estimate (4.12) holds. O

4.3. Efficiency

This subsection aims to prove the efficiency (lower bound for the error) of the global volume and
jump estimators = and J up to the data oscillation A, the stabilisation estimator S and higher-
order terms. We begin by recalling properties of element v, and facet 1) bubble functions in the
space HZ(K) (see [34, Section 3.7] for construction details in two-dimensions and [16, Remark 6]
for a discussion regarding the three-dimensional case).

ax |l x §/ Vi Qs Vi € Py(K), (4.13a)
K

Vax € Pa(K), (4.13b)

S /qunﬂ V(¥ray), Vqr € Po(f), (4.13¢)
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) - V(@rap)llos < k5 llagllo.s, Vay € Po(f), (4.13d)
SonPlrarllox S 0D [brarlax, Vay € Po(f), (4.13e)
K=K+ K- K=K+ K-

S Wrarhx Y BPRsarllos Yay € Po(f), (4.13f)
K=K+ K~ K=K+ K-

ST rallox S B larllo.r, Vqy € Po(f). (4.13g)

K=K+,K-
Moreover, the following local inverse estimates were established in [38]
olx ShEHvlloxe and  |vlox S hiP[lollox, Yo € VT (4.14)
The following result establishes an estimate for the volume estimator =.

Lemma 4.2. If u and uy, solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively, then
Ex S Ju—unlox + Sk + hrc| A — Apunli ik + hrAx + hi||Vuy, — T (Vug) o,k -

Proof. Let K € Q". Consider 1x as the interior bubble function defined in K and vy :=
VYA div (I (KI19% (Vuy))). Since vg € HE(K), from now on we will denote its extension by v
by zero in . Thus, from the residual error equation in Lemma (4.1) we readily see that

/K An div (TT (KTT% (Vun))) v = Abg (4, v) — Anbic (un, v) + ag (T wp, — un, v) — @ (w — up, v)
Y /K (K(Vup — T (Vun))) - Vo
+ /K Ay (KIT (Vuup) — T (KIT% (V) - Vo
Next, we apply (4.13a) in the previous identity to obtain
[ div (T (KIE (V) |12 50 < /K G div (T (KIT (V) 2
= b(\u — Apun, v) + ax (ITY up — up,v) — a(u — up, v)
oY /K (K(Vun — T (V) - Vo
T /K A (RIT (V) — T (KT (Vuy))) - Vo

2
S Au = Apunlr ol g + T us — un o,k |vl2,x
+ [t — w2,k |v]2, 5 + [|Vun — e (Vup)| o,k |v]1,x
+ A (KI5 (Vup) — g (KM% (Vun))) o [vh,x. (4.15)

Since v € H§(K), 0 < ¢x < 1 and Ap div (II) (I1% (Vup))) € Po(K) € Vy, the estimates (4.13b)
and (4.14) lead to

o1, S hig | div (T (KT (Vun))) [fo,x» (4.16a)
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vl2, ik S Rl An div (T (RIT% (Vun))) o, (4.16b)

Thus, by replacing the estimates (4.16a) and (4.16b) on the right-hand side of (4.15), and applying
the definitions of Ag and Sk we have

[ div (T (KT (Vun))) llo, i S hich A = Awunli i + Rl [T un — upl k
+hi|u = unlax + it [[Vun — TG (Vun)lo.x
+ hi A (KRG (Vup) — e (KT (Vun))) ok
S ht M — Apupli ke + hi Sk + hit | Vun, — TT% (V)| o.x
+ hl_(2|u — Upla,x + hl_(lAK.

Therefore, by using the definition of the local volume estimator Zx and multiplying by h% in the
above inequality, we obtain the result. O

Now, the following result can be obtained following the arguments as those applied in [16,
Lemma 19].

Lemma 4.3. If u and uy, solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively, then
2
Sk S lu—unlz,x + [u = T unle, i + [u —unlix + Ju — Mun|i k.
The following result establishes an upper bound for the local jump estimator Jy (cf. (4.1b)).
Lemma 4.4. If u and uy, solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively, then

Jr < Z {‘“_Uh|271<+SK+hK\u—uh|2,K+(hK+h%()|)\u—)\huh|17K
KeQ’;

+ (h[{ + h})HVuh — H%(Vuh)H(),K + hg=K + (hK + h%()AK + hKSK}
+ B2V wn)nlo.s-

Proof. Given any facet f € F". Let us define ¢; as the corresponding facet bubble function, and
define the test functions vy 5 := ¥ [((VERup)nk) - nk],v2 5 = W[ A% (kII% (Vuy,)) - nf(]] €
HZ(TTUT~) C V. Since v; ¢ (i = 1,2) is a polynomial function, v; s can be extended to KT UK ™,
where KT, K~ € Qj, have f as a common facet. Without losing generality, this extension is denoted
by v;.

First, note that the estimates (4.14) and (4.13g), together with ((M3)) lead to

il < hil/zHQiHO,K, (4.17a)
lvil2,xc S h7 *Ilillo.x- (4.17b)

where i = 1,2, q; = [((V2TIRun)nk) - nk], and g = [N II% (KIT% (Vuy,)) nf(]]
Next, the identities in [16, (22)-(24)], together with Lemma 4.1 and (4.13c) imply that

BV w)nd I3 < /f (V2T )] - Vo,

18



= Z {CLK(Uh —u,v1) + Abg (u,v1) — Apbi (up, v1)
KeQ’fl

2
+ag (I up, — up,v1)

+ )\h/ (k(Vup, — TI% (Vuy))) - Vo
K
— /K A div (TT (RIT% (Vuy))) v1
+/ A (KLY (V) — I (KT (Vug))) - Vvl}
K

+ /f AT (KTT% (Vg )) - nd o

<S> {IU — unl2,x|v1

l
KeQ}

1,K

2.k + [Au — Apupl1,x|v1

2
+ Jup = 1wl [v1]2,x + [V, — T (Vun) o,k |v1 1,5

+ || An div (TL (kI1% (Vun))) o,k |1 ][0, 5

A (RTT (V) — T (RIT (V) ||o,K|v|1,K}

lo, -

+ I (KT (Vug)) - nfe] o, llvr

Inserting (4.17a) and (4.17a) in the previous inequality and multiplying by h3/2, lead to

ROV wn)nfdllos < {|u—uhz,K+thu—Ahuh|1,K
KeQ’;
+hf|Vuh—H(l)((Vuh”0,K+EK+thK+SK}

!

o+ B2 DT (5T () - .-

Similarly, we use Lemma 4.1 and (4.13c) to arrive at
B DT (RTTG (Vean)) - DI < /f [TTG (ST (Vun)) - v

= Z {(IK(U}L —u, v2) + Abg (u, v2) — Apbr (up, v2)

h
KEQf
V2
+ ax () up — up, v2)

+ /K (K(Vun — T (Vun))) - Vo

_ /K A div (IT) (RIT% (Vug))) vo

19
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//\h KITG (Vuy,) — 9 (RT3 (Vuy,))) - va}

/[[ VQHK up, nK]] Vg

52{

l
KeQ}

l2.x + [Au — Apup|1,kv2|1 K

+ [un — Y unlo, i lvalo,x + |[Vun — T (V) o,k [v21, 5
+ |[An div (TG (RT3 (Vun))) o, |[va] 0,5

+ [ An (KT (Vup) — T (kI (Vug)))
+ [T (RTT (Vun)) - mi]

[vl1,x

Thus,

R I (T (Vun) - e log S D {hfu — uplo,x + W3 Au = Myup | i
KeQh

h?HVuh — H(I)((vuh,)HO,K + thK + h?AK + hfSK}
+ R 2V un)ng]llo.s- (4.19)

The result follows from the addition of (4.18) and (4.19), together with Lemma 4.2 and the
inequality hy < hg. O

Finally, we introduce the efficiency result of the global volume and jump estimators (up to data
oscillation, stabilisation, and higher-order terms) as a direct consequence of Lemmas 4.2-4.4 and
summation for all K € Q"

Theorem 4.3. If u and uy, solve the spectral problems (2.3) and (3.5), respectively. Then,
E+ T S |u—upleo+ S+ HOTs,
where the higher-order terms are given by
HOTSs := (h + h?)[Au — Apunli.a + (B + B?)||Vup, — O% (Vug)|lo.q + hZ + (b + h*)A + hS
+ 30 WP ) o
feFh
5. Numerical results

This section presents several numerical experiments showing the performance of the estimator
introduced in Section 4. We test the behaviour of the estimator under uniform and adaptive
refinement for a variety of polytopal meshes. Finally, we study the applicability of the adaptive
routine with an application-oriented problem.
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The method is implemented in the library vem++ formally introduced in [15] and the generalised
eigenvalue problem arising from such discretisations is solved inside vem++ with the library SLEPC
(cf. [23]). We follow the standard strategy

SOLVE — ESTIMATE — MARK — REFINE.

We adopt two alternatives for the REFINE stage: the two dimensional adaptive refinement uses the
Matlab-based method from [37], connecting each edge mid-point to the polygon barycenter. On the
other hand, the three dimensional routine employs the library pdest [9] through the GridapP4est
module of the Julia package Gridap [4]. While restricted to cubical meshes, p4est supports the
generation of hanging nodes, which are naturally handled by the VEM. It is worth noting that the
refinement strategy does not rely on the specific features of vem++. As a consequence, the proposed
implementation can be applied to more general (possibly non-convex) polytopal meshes, provided
that a suitable refinement routine is chosen. In addition, we employ a Dorfler/Bulk marking
strategy as follows: mark the subset of mesh elements Q" C Q" with the largest estimated errors
such that for §, = 1 € [0, 1], we have

6 > M < D M

KeQh KeQl

The experimental order of convergence r;;1(x) against the total number of degrees of freedom
#DoFs and the effectivity index eff are computed as follows

log(*m) (7);
*j n;)
r()n = —d——s s effy = 728

log( #DoFs, )

where n; and e; , = |\; , — A;| are the error and global total error estimator associated to the i-th
eigenvalue (same notation holds for all the contributing terms of the error estimator cf. (4.1)). It
is worth noting that the convergence rate holds for the errors and for the global error estimator,
together with each of its constituent terms. Finally, we remark that the stabilisation operator can
be modified by introduce a coeflicient o as follows:

2 2 2
Sy (up, — T up,up, — Iy up).

The influence of the parameters o on the accuracy of the scheme was previously addressed in
[30] through a sensitivity analysis (see also [16]). In particular, we select the DOFI-DOFI type of
stabilisation as in [29] and oo = 1 for both 2D and 3D case.

5.1. Example 1. The estimator under uniform refinement

This test solves the buckling eigenvalue problem (2.1) with the plane stress tensor taken as
the identity (k = Ijxq4), focusing on the first eigenvalue A; in both two and three dimension.
We consider the unit square Q = (0,1)? under a variety of discretisations (see Figure 1(a)-1(c))
with boundary CP boundary conditions (cf. (2.2b)) and the unit cube 2 = (0,1)® with the
discretisation shown in Figure 1(d) and SSP conditions as in (2.2a), the stabilisation parameter
is set to unity value.
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) Voronoi. ) Perturbed Voronoi. ¢) Square. ) Cube (cross-section).

Figure 1: Example 1. Polytopal discretisations used for the uniform refinement test.

It is well known that the lowest buckling coefﬁcient of the proposed 2D problem is given by
A1 ~ 5.3037 (see e.g. [27]) with L = 1 and D = 72. Whereas, the associated lowest eigenvalue
for the 3D has an exact value of \; = 372 for L,D =1 (cf. [17]). Note that, the convexity
of the considered domains ensures the smoothness of the associated eigenfunction u;. Therefore,
the optimal convergence rate is recovered for the error e; j, and the global error estimator 7 (see
Table 1-2). Moreover, for any K € Q" and constant &, the local data oscillation Agx (cf. (4.1c)) is
exactly zero since kVIIY uy, = IT1).(kVII} uy), confirmed experimentally in both 2D and 3D cases.

The convergence history of the eigenvalue error e; ;, together with the global error estimator 7
under (two-dimensional) uniform refinement is reported in Table 1. Whereas, the three dimensional
behaviour (associated with the eigenvalue error e; ) is summarised in Table 2, for this particular
case, the dominant terms of the estimator (J and S) decay slower than =, indicating optimal
performance of the estimator once the mesh is sufficiently fine (results for very fine meshes are
omitted due to the high computational cost). The reliability of the estimator is confirmed (see
Theorem 4.2) and the expected convergence rate of O(h?) is achieved (cf. Theorem 3.1) for both
experiments. Finally, the effectivity index eff remains bounded for each test case as predicted by
Theorem 4.3.

O BS

(a) L-shaped. ) Fichera cube. ) Perfored circle. (d) Perfored cube (cross-
section).

Figure 2: Example 2. Polytopal discretisations used for the adaptive refinement test.
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‘ Qn ‘#DoFs‘ eLn ‘ r(ewn) ‘ n? ‘ r(n?) ‘ =2 ‘ r(Z?) ‘ J? ‘ r(J?) ‘ S? ‘ r(S?%) ‘ A? ‘T(A2)‘ eff ‘
606 | 3.11e-01 * 9.22e-+00 * 7.28e-01 * 4.80e-+00 * 3.69e+00 * 8.38e-33| * [2.97e+01

2406 | 1.23e-01 |1.34e+00|2.61e+00|1.83e+00| 5.28e-02 |3.81e-+00|1.22e+00|1.99e+00|1.34e+00|1.47e+00|2.04e-33| * |2.12e+01

5406 | 6.62e-02 |1.53e-+00|1.30e+00|1.72e+00| 1.04e-02 |4.02e+00| 6.02e-01 [1.75e+00| 6.91e-01 |1.63e-+00|9.02e-34| * |1.97e+01

5 | 9597 | 3.94e-02 |1.81e+00]| 7.59¢-01 |1.88e+00]| 3.31e-03 |3.98e+00| 3.49¢-01 | 1.90e+00| 4.06e-01 |1.85e+00|5.10e-34| * |1.92e+01
§ 14997 | 2.33e-02 |2.37e+00]| 4.66e-01 |2.19e+00| 1.44e-03 |3.74e+00| 2.21e-01 |2.05e+00| 2.44e-01 |2.29¢+00|3.22e-34| * |2.00e+01
>O 21594 | 1.63e-02 |1.95e+00| 3.21e-01 |2.05e+00| 6.80e-04 |4.10e+00| 1.54e-01 |1.98e+00| 1.66e-01 |2.10e+00|2.16e-34| * |1.97e+01
29394 | 1.37e-02 |1.11e+00] 2.52¢-01 | 1.58e+00| 3.70e-04 |3.95e¢+00| 1.16e-01 |1.84e+00| 1.35e-01 |1.33e+00|1.68e-34| * |1.83e+01
38364 | 1.12e-02 |1.52e+00| 1.95e-01 |1.90e+00| 2.21e-04 |3.85e+00]| 8.80e-02 |2.06e+00| 1.07e-01 |1.77e+00|1.26e-34| * |1.74e+01
48579 | 9.21e-03 |1.66e+00| 1.56e-01 |1.89e-+00]| 1.28e-04 |4.63e+00| 6.93e-02 |2.03e+00| 8.68e-02 |1.77e+00|9.69e-35| * |1.70e+01
59976 | 7.40e-03 |2.08e+00]| 1.25e-01 |2.09e-+00| 8.75e-05 |3.63e+00| 5.71e-02 | 1.85e+00| 6.82e-02 |2.29¢+00|8.21e-35| * |1.69e+01

Avg * * 1.71e+00 * 1.90e+00 * 3.97e+00 * 1.94e-+00 * 1.83e+00 * *11.99e+401
606 |1.63e+00 * 1.37e+01 * 6.97e-01 * 3.08e+00 * 9.88e-+00 * 7.98e-33| * [8.39e+00

| 2406 | 6.66e-01 |1.30e+00|6.48e+00|1.08e+00| 1.77e-01 |1.99¢+00|1.11e+00|1.48e+00|5.19e+00| 9.34e-01 |2.63e-33 *19.72e4+00
% 5406 | 3.29¢-01 |1.74e+00]|3.40e+00|1.59e+00| 4.02e-02 |3.66e+00| 5.62e-01 |1.69e+00|2.80e+00|1.53e+00{1.29¢-33| * |1.03e+01
>S 9597 | 2.04e-01 |1.68e+00(2.15e+00|1.59e+00| 1.59¢-02 |3.23e+00| 3.50e-01 |1.65¢+00|1.79¢+00|1.56e+00|6.88¢-34| * |1.06e+01
2 14997 | 1.30e-01 |2.03e+00|1.39e+00|1.96e+00| 6.28¢-03 |4.16e+00| 2.27e-01 |1.94e+00|1.16e+00|1.94e+00|4.78¢-34| * |1.07e+01
’é 21594 | 9.27e-02 |1.84e+00{1.00e+00|1.81e+00| 3.38¢-03 |3.40e+00| 1.66e-01 |1.73e+00| 8.31e-01 |1.82¢+00|3.31e-34| * |1.08e+01
% 29394 | 7.08¢-02 |1.75¢+00| 7.62e-01 |1.76e+00| 1.84¢-03 |3.96e+00| 1.22¢-01 |1.99e+00| 6.38¢-01 |1.71e+00|2.41e-34| * |1.08e+01
A1 38364 | 5.51e-02 |1.89¢-+00| 5.89¢-01 |1.93¢-+00]| 1.19¢-03 |3.28¢-+00] 9.47¢-02 | 1.90e+00| 4.93¢-01 |1.94e+00|1.93¢-34| * [1.07e-+01
48579 | 4.38¢-02 |1.94e+00]| 4.69e-01 |1.93e+00| 6.62¢-04 {4.94e+00| 7.51e-02 |1.96e+00| 3.93e-01 |1.92e+00|1.45e-34| * |1.07e+01
59976 | 3.64e-02 |1.75e+00] 3.89e-01 |1.76e+00| 4.37e-04 |3.94e+00| 6.27e-02 |1.71e+00| 3.26e-01 |1.77e+00|1.22e-34| * |1.07e+01

Avg. * * 1.77e+00 * 1.71e+00 * 3.62e+-00 * 1.78e+00 * 1.68e+00 * *11.03e+01
363 | 4.56e-01 * 1.45e+01 * 1.54e+00 * 8.90e-+00 * 4.04e-+00 * 3.76e-33| * [3.17e+01

1323 | 1.34e-01 [1.90e+00|3.92¢-+00|2.02¢+00| 1.31e-01 |3.82¢+00|2.54e+00|1.94¢+00|1.25¢+00|1.81e+00|1.34e-33| * [2.93e+01

2883 | 6.15¢-02 |2.00e+00|1.78e¢+400|2.03e+00| 2.76e-02 |4.00e-+00|1.17e+00|2.00e+00| 5.82¢-01 |1.96e+00|6.65¢-34| * |2.89e+01

© | 5043 | 3.50e-02 |2.01e+00{1.01e+00|2.03e+00| 8.93e-03 [4.03e+00| 6.65¢-01 [2.01e+00| 3.33¢-01 |2.00e+00(2.89¢-34| * |2.87e+01
g 7803 | 2.26e-02 |2.01e+00| 6.47e-01 |2.03e+00| 3.70e-03 |4.04e+00| 4.28e-01 [2.01e+00| 2.15e-01 |2.01e+00|2.35e-34| * |2.87e+01
@1 11163 | 1.57e-02 |2.01e+00| 4.50e-01 2.02e+00| 1.79e-03 |4.04e+00| 2.99¢-01 |2.01e+00| 1.50e-01 [2.01e+00|1.55e-34| * |2.86e+01
15123 | 1.16e-02 |2.01e+00| 3.31e-01 [2.02e+00| 9.71e-04 |4.04e+00| 2.20e-01 {2.01e+00| 1.10e-01 |2.01e+00|1.04e-34| * |2.85e+01
19683 | 8.92e-03 |2.00e+00| 2.54e-01 [2.02e+00| 5.71e-04 |4.04e+00| 1.69e-01 {2.01e+00| 8.46e-02 |2.01e+00|7.36e-35| * |2.85e+01
24843 | 7.07e-03 |2.00e+00] 2.01e-01 |2.02e+00| 3.57e-04 |4.03e+00]| 1.34e-01 |2.01e+00| 6.70e-02 |2.01e+00|6.64e-35| * |2.84e+01
30603 | 5.74e-03 |1.99¢+00| 1.63e-01 |2.02e+00| 2.34e-04 {4.03e+00| 1.08e-01 |2.01e+00| 5.43e-02 |2.01e+006.04e-35| * |2.84e+01

Avg.| * * 1.99e+00 * 2.02e+00 * 4.01e+00 * 2.00e-+00 * 1.98e+4-00 * *12.90e+01

Table 1: Example 1. Convergence history for a variety of 2D meshes of the eigenvalue error e1 , = |A1 5 — A1}, and
the global error estimator n? together with the volume residual, jump residual, stabilisation and data oscillation

terms 22, 72, §2, and A2. The effectivity index eff of the estimator is also shown in the last column.

[ Q" [#DoBs] evn [ rlewn) | v [ v | 22 [ @) | J2 [ rI) [ 8 [ (s [ A [r@H] et ]
1372 |3.82e+00 * 8.29e-+01 * 7.41e+01 * 6.74e-+00 * 2.03e+00 * 6.76e-31| * |2.17e+01

5324 |1.92e+00|1.53e+00|1.79e+01|3.39e+00|1.49e+01|3.55e¢+00|1.79e+00|2.94e+00|1.21e+00|1.14e+00{1.97e-31| * [9.33e+00

13500 |1.06e+00|1.90e+00|6.32e+00|3.36e+00|4.76e+00{3.68e+00| 8.27¢-01 |2.48¢+00| 7.33¢-01 |1.62e+00(1.59¢-31| * |5.93e+00

& | 27436 | 6.70e-01 |1.96e+00|2.87e+00|3.34e+00|1.91e+00|3.86e+00| 4.78¢-01 |2.32e+00| 4.79¢-01 |1.80e-+00{9.04e-32| * [4.28e+00
5 48668 | 4.58¢-01 |1.99¢+001.54e+00|3.24e+00| 8.99¢-01 |3.95¢+00| 3.11e-01 |2.24e+00| 3.34e-01 |1.88¢+00(6.30e-32| * |3.38e+00
78732 | 3.32¢-01 |2.01e+00| 9.38¢-01 |3.11e+00| 4.74e-01 |3.99e+00| 2.19e-01 |2.19e+00| 2.45e-01 |1.93e400{4.87¢-32| * |2.83e+00
119164 | 2.51e-01 |2.02¢+00| 6.22¢-01 |2.98e+00| 2.73¢-01 {4.01e+00| 1.63¢-01 |2.16e+00| 1.87¢-01 |1.96e+00|2.56e-32| * |2.48¢+00
171500 | 1.96e-01 |2.02e-+00| 4.40e-01 |2.86e+00| 1.67e-01 |4.02e+00| 1.26e-01 |2.13e+00| 1.47e-01 |1.98e+00|2.46e-32| * |2.24e+00

Avg. * * 1.92e+00 * 3.18e-+00 * 3.87e+00 * 2.35e+00 * 1.76e+00 * *16.52e+00

Table 2: Example 1. Convergence history for the 3D cube mesh of the eigenvalue error e, = [A1,, — A1], and the
global error estimator 2 together with the volume residual, jump residual, stabilisation and data oscillation terms
=2, 72, 52, and A2. The effectivity index eff of the estimator is also shown in the last column.

23



5.2. Example 2. The estimator under adaptive refinement
In this experiment we consider (2.1) loaded in the z-direction by a linearly distributed in-plane
traction, i.e. the plane stress tensor function is given by

1—koy 0 O
1—koy O . 2 4
Kop = 0 0 and K3p = 0 0 0], with ko€ <0,=,1,= 7.

3773
0 0 0

We begin by examining the classical L-shaped and Fichera cube domains (shown in Figs 2(a)-
2(b)), given by Q = (0,1)%\ (1/2,1)? and Q = (0,1)3\ (1/2,1)3. For this test, CP boundary
conditions are imposed and the parameter g is set to 0 for the two-dimensional and 2/3 for the
three-dimensional case. Exact eigenvalues for the L-shaped domain in the isotropic case k = [3xq
are available in the literature [28].

The second part of this test considers perfored domains. The two-dimensional domain consist
on a circle centred in (1/2,1/2) with radius 1/2, the perforations are given by four circles with
radius 1/16 centred at (1/4,1/4), (1/4,3/4), (3/4,1/4), and (3/4,3/4) (see Fig 2(c)). Whereas,
the three-dimensional domain is given by (0,1)%\ (1/4,3/4)3, a unit cube domain perfored with
an inner cube (cf. Fig 2(d)). In this test, we impose SSP conditions on the outer boundary and is
set free in the perforations, the respective values for kg are set to 1 and 4/3. The first eigenvalue
for a similar perfored circle domain (i.e. the perforations are located in different positions) in the
isotropic case k = Ijxq and CP-free boundary conditions is available in [1].

Note that the non-convexity of the domains proposed, together with the presence of perfora-
tions, naturally calls for adaptive refinement routines. These geometric features generate singu-
larities at re-entrant corners and around internal boundaries, and adaptive refinement provides
an efficient way to recover optimal accuracy while avoiding unnecessary global mesh refinement.
We recall that to the best of the authors’ knowledge, no exact eigenvalues have been reported for
the configurations proposed in this numerical example, which here are compute with the values
D,L=1.

Table 3 summarise the convergence history of the global error estimator 7; (i = 1,2,3) under
adaptive refinement. We recover the convergence rate predicted by Theorem 3.1 for all the tested
values of ko and meshes shown in Fig 2. Moreover, the eigenvalues JA; ;, obtained by our scheme
are displayed in Table 3 for each refinement step and the snapshot of the associated eigenfunctions
for each test case are shown in Figs 3,4,5, and 6, respectively.

On the other hand, we observe that the marking procedure is inherently tied to the eigenvalue
we are interested in. For example, in the perforated cube section of Table 3, the third eigenvalue
computed by the scheme in the last refinement step has a value of 164.6964, which is larger than
the first eigenvalue 70.17242. These values appear directly in the global volume estimator = and
the global jump estimator 7. Then, when targeting the third eigenvalue, fewer elements need to be
included in 7 in order to meet the criterion required by the D"orfler/Bulk marking strategy. This
explains why four refinement steps for the first eigenvalue produce 150684 total DoFs, whereas
five refinement steps for the third eigenvalue yield only 134 967 total DoFs.

5.3. Example 3. Buckling behaviour of turbine blades and the influence of internal air-cooling
passages

While Section 5.2 investigated perforated domains purely from a numerical analysis standpoint
(cf. Figs 2(c), 2(d)), this example illustrates their relevance in a engineering-type application.
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]2

#DOFS‘ ALh ‘ 0 ‘ r(n?) #DOFS‘ A2h ‘ n3 ‘ r(n3) ‘#DOFS‘ A3 ‘ n? ‘ r(n3) ‘
21618 |171.59229|7.64e+00 * 21618 |257.95567|1.82e+01 * 21618 |284.78435|1.69e+01 *
28032 |174.17526 |4.65e+00|3.82e4-00| 28896 |264.14787|1.16e+01|3.11e4+00| 33693 |290.21865|1.03e+01|2.25e+-00
38547 |175.50164 |2.68e+00|3.46e+00| 40839 [267.53076|6.89¢+00|3.01e+00| 47931 |{292.98084 |5.95¢+00|3.09¢+00
54630 |176.26211 |1.51e+00|3.30e-+00| 56997 |269.49691|4.02¢+00|3.24e+00| 71622 |294.89883 |3.30e+00 |2.94e+00
88581 |176.91846 | 8.45e-01 |2.40e+00| 93060 [270.94045|2.22e+4-00|2.43e+00|124317{296.28080 | 1.69e+00|2.41e+00
137970 |177.34288 | 4.70e-01 |2.64e+00|146022 |271.77504|1.23e+-00|2.62e+00{ 191100 |{296.93796 | 9.46e-01 |2.71e+00
219516 |177.51347| 2.82¢e-01 |2.20e+00{219957 |272.20495| 7.29e-01 |2.54e+00{296409 |297.25558 | 5.86e-01 |2.18e+00
366699 |177.67225| 1.73e-01 |1.90e+00|364734|272.55606 | 4.55¢-01 |1.87¢-+00|514893(297.61744| 3.57¢-01 |1.79¢+00
* * * 2.70e+00| * * * 2.69e-+00| * * * 2.48e-+00
17604 | 87.64595 {4.07e+01 * 17604 |124.34059|1.34e+02 * 17604 |151.83164|1.81e+02 *
31940 | 93.63479 |2.97e+01|1.58e+00| 32252 |145.80585|1.10e+02{1.00e+00| 38840 |160.73295|1.39e+02|1.01e+00
55084 | 97.62630 |1.96e+01|2.30e+00| 59324 [154.18331|6.93e+01|2.25e+00| 54120 {173.03266 |8.01e+01|4.96e+00
111972{100.76571 |1.32e+01|1.67e+00| 99188 {163.33531|4.85e+01|2.09e+00| 83320 |182.78053|5.96e+01|2.06e+00
245936 |103.50021|9.08e+00|1.42e+00{220916 | 171.40649|2.98e+01|1.82e+00{ 163480 {192.79947 |4.16e+-01 | 1.59e+00
* * * 1.74e+00 * * * 1.79e+00| * * * 2.41e+00
3147 ]100.38706| 2.79e-01 * 3147 |119.70873| 3.63e-01 * 3147 |177.87490| 5.59e-01 *
4077 |108.57435| 1.89e-01 |3.00e+00| 3945 [132.72194| 2.41e-01 |3.61e+00| 3777 |203.42516| 4.03e-01 |3.58e+00
5547 |117.77372| 1.21e-01 |2.89e+00| 5715 |146.84074| 1.59e-01 |2.27e+00| 4800 [229.51096| 2.71e-01 |3.33e+00
8484 |122.67488| 7.70e-02 |2.13e+00| 9225 |155.03149| 1.00e-01 |1.92e+00| 7296 |252.59657| 2.19e-01 |1.02e+00
13881 |125.24802| 4.65e-02 |2.05e+00| 14367 |158.41632| 6.01e-02 |2.30e+00| 10548 {259.30938| 1.20e-01 |3.26e+00
20448 [126.80516 | 2.82e-02 |2.58e+00| 22188 [160.76700| 3.67e-02 |2.27e+00| 15894 |265.42276| 7.00e-02 |2.62e+00
31878 |128.01394| 1.81e-02 |2.00e+00| 35772 [162.61391| 2.34e-02 [1.89e+00| 24162 {270.19999 | 4.36e-02 |2.26e+00
51735 |128.79951| 1.17e-02 |1.80e+00| 57180 [163.95736| 1.52e-02 |1.85e+00| 40176 |273.62860| 2.74e-02 |1.83e-+00
81276 |129.40151 | 7.38e-03 |2.04e+00| 92091 [164.81363| 9.74e-03 |1.86e+00| 65019 {276.10676| 1.70e-02 |1.98e-+00
131361 (129.78774 | 4.65¢-03 | 1.92e+00| 146646 | 165.36872| 6.13e-03 |1.99e+00|104229 |277.61611| 1.06e-02 |2.01e+00
* * * 2.27e+00| * * * 2.22e+00| ¥ * * 2.43e-+00
18280 | 67.65476 9.26e+00 * 18280 | 82.97469 |2.05e+01 * 18280 |123.46614|1.07e+02 *
29940 | 68.41144 |5.87e+00|2.77e400| 34872 | 84.29090 |1.35e+01|1.95e+00| 35168 |143.63909|1.03e+02| 1.84e-01
66604 | 69.31176 |3.71e+00|1.72e+00| 79500 | 86.32963 |8.77e+00|1.56e+00| 49996 |151.15309|7.08e+01|3.16e+00
150684 | 70.17242 |2.26e+00|1.82e+00 (163592 | 88.27421 |5.57e+00|1.89e+00| 82652 |156.66908|5.82e+01|1.16e+00
* * * * * * * * 134976 |164.69644 |4.22e+-01 |1.97e+00
Avg. * * * 2.10e-+00 * * * 1.80e+00| * * * 1.62e+00

o
L-shaped

z
o3

win
Fichera cube

z
o3

Perfored circle

z
o3

SIS
Perfored cube

Table 3: Example 2. Convergence history for a variety of 2D and 3D meshes, and different values of ko of the
first three eigenvalues A; ;. The values of the global total error estimator 1722 associated to the i—th eigenvalue
(i = 1,2, 3) together with their rate of convergence are also displayed.

Modern jet turbine engines operate by compressing air to very high pressures and temperatures.
When this compressed air mixes with fuel and ignites, the resulting hot, high-pressure gases expand
through the turbine causing it to rotate and generate the mechanical forces needed to drive the
engine. Naturally, the hot gases in the inner chambers of the engine raise the temperature of
the turbine blades, which can be damaged when exposed to excessively high thermal loads. To
overcome this issue internal air-cooling passages have been previously proposed (see eg. [5, 19]).
The air-cooling passages allow the cold air to flow through the engine blades which creates a film
that protects the surface from high temperatures.

In this simulation, we consider only the mechanical part of this phenomena with adimensional
units, Figure 7 show the domain configuration, including the axial holes acting as the air-cooling
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Figure 3: Example 2. Snapshots of the polynomial projection of the first three eigenfunctions in the last refinement
step for the L-shaped mesh with kg = 0.
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Figure 4: Example 2. Snapshots of the polynomial projection of the first three eigenfunctions in the last refinement
step for the perfored circle mesh with kg = %
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Figure 5: Example 2. Snapshots of the polynomial projection of the first three eigenfunctions in the last refinement
step for the perfored Fichera cube mesh with kg = 1, the isosurfaces are computed from paraview starting from the
mean value of the projected virtual function on each vertex.

26



.

|

| g 0.0e+00
| [-0.1

| 02

2 2
(a) Hv U1, h- (C) Hv U3, h-

Figure 6: Example 2. Snapshots of the polynomial projection of the first three eigenfunctions in the last refinement
step for the perfored Perfored cube mesh with kg = %, the isosurfaces are computed from paraview starting from
the mean value of the projected virtual function on each vertex.

passages. The domain is embedded in the unit square with boundary I" defined in both the external
part of the blade turbine and the axial holes and shear load is imposed, i.e.,

(0 ;).

We explore the two type of boundary conditions presented in this paper (SSP and CP), with the
material parameters (see [33]) given by L = 1, t = 1073, v = 0.3, and two different cases for the
young modulus: room temperature case (298K) with a value of E = 156GPa and high temperature
case (1073K) with a value of E = 103GPa. These parameters correspond to Nickel-based superal-
loys, typically used in turbine blades and lead to D = 14.2857 in the room temperature case and
D = 9.4322 in the high temperature case. We recall that the effect of the physical parameters
relies on the computation of the first non-dimensional critical loading factor Aq .

The critical load factor for each study are reported in Table 4 using the proposed scheme with
both uniform and adaptive refinements. The adaptive routine provides very accurate solutions with
respect to the uniformly refined, pointing out that approximately 94% fewer degrees of freedom
were require to achieve these results. Note that, at high temperature, the turbine blade section’s
load-bearing capacity decreases by about 34% compared to room temperature. Furthermore, the
CP boundary condition consistently yields a higher critical load factor than the SSP case at both
temperatures, in line with the expected physical behaviour. Finally, snapshots of the associated
eigenfunctions are shown in Figure 8.
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Temperature | Boundary condition | Type of refinement | Refinement iterations| #DoFs| A1,
p Yy yp ks s

sSSP uniform 5 1009299| 5659
Room (208K) adéptwe 12 46 947| 6004
cp uniform 5 1009299|12632
adaptive 12 73956|12640
| e e
High (1073K) acaptive
cp uniform 5 1009299| 8340
adaptive 12 73956| 8345

Table 4: Example 3. Critical load factor for the turbine blade with air-cooling passages (axial holes) at different
temperatures under (SSP) and (CP) boundary conditions, using uniform and adaptive refinement.

Air-cooling passages
(axial holes)

0 Turbine blade cross-section 1

Figure 7: Example 3. Cross-section of a turbine blade with air-cooling passages (axial holes) embedded in the unit
square, the effect of the shear load k and the boundary I' are highlighted.
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