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Abstract. In this paper we provide some more details on the numerical analy-
sis and we present some enlightening numerical results related to the spectrum
of a finite element least-squares approximation of the linear elasticity formu-
lation introduced recently. We show that, although the formulation is robust
in the incompressible limit for the source problem, its spectrum is strongly
dependent on the Lamé parameters and on the underlying mesh.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we continue the discussion started in [4, 5] about the spectrum of oper-
ators arising from least-squares finite element approximation of partial differential
equations. In [4] several least-squares formulations associated with the Laplace
problem and in [5] two formulations associated with the linear elasticity problem
were considered. Here we continue the analysis of the two-field formulation pre-
sented in [5]. The two-field formulation was introduced in [8] for the approximation
of the source problem and has the merit of providing a robust discretization also
when the system approaches the incompressible limit.

Several methods are available for the computation of the eigenvalues and eigefunc-
tions in linear elasticity and the aim of this paper is not to compete with them.
However, a good knowledge of the properties of the spectrum is useful for several
applications. For instance, if a transient problem is approximated by using the
two-field approach for the space semi-discretization, then the behavior of the solu-
tion depends essentially on the discrete eigenvalues of the operator corresponding
to the least-squares model. Hence, we believe that a study of the approximation
of the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions may be interesting in view of a better
understanding of the scheme under investigation.
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Università degli Studi di Pavia, Italy
E-mail addresses: (∗) linda.alzaben@kaust.edu.sa, (?) f.bertrand@utwente.nl, (†)
daniele.boffi@kaust.edu.sa.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

10
8.

04
13

3v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

N
A

] 
 1

9 
Fe

b 
20

22



2

The aim of this paper is two-fold. First, we complete the analysis presented in [5]
where only a sketch of the main ideas were indicated. Actually, since the least-
squares formulation is not symmetric, the convergence analysis should take into
account the dual problem for which we provide a careful description in this paper.
Second, we present a bunch of numerical experiments that highlight some proper-
ties of the spectrum. A peculiarity of our operators is that the continuous problem
has positive and real eigenvalues, while its approximation may have eigenvalues
everywhere in the complex plane. Our numerical tests show that for small values of
the Lamé constant λ (i.e., when the considered elastic solid is far from being incom-
pressible) the discrete spectrum is generally well-behaving that is, it is distributed
in the right half of the complex plane and has a small imaginary part. On the other
hand, when the solid tends to the incompressible limit, as λ increases, the distribu-
tion of the discrete spectrum is more spread in the entire complex plane, including
eigenvalues with negative real part. We present several examples of this behavior
and discuss how it may depend on the chosen mesh sequence. We conclude that,
although the two-field formulation has been proved to be robust for the approxima-
tion of the source problem corresponding to linear elasticity, the spectrum of the
discrete solution operator is more stable when a small value of λ is considered.

It will be interesting in the future to discuss in more detail the asymptotic exactness
of the least-squares operator associated to linear elasticity proved in [9], and to see
how it is related to eigenvalue problems and to the situation presented in this paper.

In Section 2 we describe the first order system corresponding to linear elasticity
and recall its two-field least-squares representation. Section 3 deals with its finite
element discretization and Section 4 develops the convergence analysis. Finally, we
report our numerical results in Section 5.

2. The continuous problem

Consider a polytopal domain Ω in Rd (d= 2,3). We partition the boundary of the
domain into two open subsets ΓD and ΓN such that ∂Ω = ΓD∪ΓN and ΓD∩ΓN = ∅
with n denoting the outward unit vector normal to ΓN . The linear elasticity prob-
lem that we are going to consider consists of finding a stress tensor σ = (σi,j)d×d
and a displacement field u = (u1, . . . ,ud)> for a given body force f = (f1, . . . ,fd)>
that satisfy the system

(1)


σ−Cε(u) = 0 in Ω,
divσ =−f in Ω,
u = 0 on ΓD,
n ·σ = 0 on ΓN ,

where ε(v) is the symmetric gradient (also known as the strain tensor) given by

ε(v) = 1
2(∇v+ (∇v)>),

and C is the elasticity tensor (a symmetric operator) for isotropic, homogeneous
material defined in terms of the Lamé constants µ and λ as

Cε(v) = λtr(ε(v))I+ 2µε(v),

with I being the identity tensor.
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It is well known that there is a relation between stress and strain tensors such that:

(2) τ = Cε(v) or ε(v) =Aτ ,

where A is the compliance tensor given by

(3) Aτ = 1
2µ

(
τ − λ

dλ+ 2µ tr(τ )I
)
.

If λ is finite, then from (2) we have A = C−1. However, as λ approaches ∞ the
elasticity tensor blows up and the material becomes nearly incompressible or incom-
pressible. For this reason it may be more convenient to use the relation ε(v) =Aτ
if we are interested in formulations that are stable uniformly in λ. We can then
rewrite System (1) as: find a symmetric d×d stress tensor σ and a displacement
vector-field u such that

(4)


Aσ−ε(u) = 0 in Ω,
divσ =−f in Ω,
u = 0 on ΓD,
n ·σ = 0 on ΓN .

We are interested in the spectrum of the solution operator associated with (4),
hence, we replace the source term f by ωu, where ω is the eigenvalue associated
with u. Since our problem is symmetric, we are looking for real eigenvalues ω ∈ R
such that for non vanishing u and some σ the following set of equations is satisfied

(5)


Aσ−ε(u) = 0 in Ω,
divσ =−ωu in Ω,
u = 0 on ΓD,
n ·σ = 0 on ΓN .

The eigenvalue Problem (5) is compact due to the regularity properties of the
solution of System (4). Therefore, the eigenvalues are real and positive and form
an increasing sequence

0< ω1 ≤ ω2 ≤ ·· · ≤ ωi ≤ ·· · with lim
i→∞

ωi =∞,

repeated according to their multiplicity so that each eigenvalue ωi corresponds to
a one dimensional eigenspace Ei.

We rewrite (4) following the least-squares principle approach introduced in [8]. As
stated by the authors and as a consequence of the above considerations, this ap-
proach has the important advantage of automatically stabilizing the stress-displace-
ment system in the incompressible limit when comparing it to other approaches,
thus being more robust. The so called two-field formulation (in the unknowns u
and σ) was achieved by applying the L2 norm and minimizing the functional

(6) F(τ ,v; f) = ||Aτ −ε(v)||20 + ||divτ + f||20,

in XN ×H1
0,D(Ω)d, where

X =
{

H(div;Ω)d if ΓN 6= ∅,
{τ ∈H(div;Ω)d :

∫
Ω tr(τ )dx = 0} if ΓN = ∅,
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and XN being its subspace
XN = {τ ∈X : n ·τ = 0 on ΓN}.

Applying the same strategy to (5) would lead to a non-linear problem. Following
the original idea developed in [4] for the Laplace operator, in [5] the spectrum of
the operators associated with the least-squares source formulation was considered.

2.1. The variational formulation. The minimization of the functional corre-
sponding to the source problem in (6), gives rise to the variational problem: find
(σ,u) ∈XN ×H1

0,D(Ω)d such that

(7)
{

(Aσ,Aτ ) + (divσ,divτ )− (Aτ ,ε(u)) =−(f,divτ ) ∀τ ∈XN ,

−(Aσ,ε(v)) + (ε(u),ε(v)) = 0 ∀v ∈H1
0,D(Ω)d,

so that the eigenvalue variational problem associated with the two-field formulation
reads: find (ω,u) ∈ R×H1

0,D(Ω)d with u 6= 0 such that for some σ ∈XN we have

(8)
{

(Aσ,Aτ ) + (divσ,divτ )− (Aτ ,ε(u)) =−ω(u,divτ ) ∀τ ∈XN ,

−(Aσ,ε(v)) + (ε(u),ε(v)) = 0 ∀v ∈H1
0,D(Ω)d.

As discussed in [5, 4], problem (8) has the following non symmetric structure

(9)
(
A B>

B C

)(
x
y

)
= ω

(
0 D
0 0

)(
x
y

)
,

where the operators are associated to the bilinear forms as follows

(10)


A : (Aσ,Aτ ) + (divσ,divτ ),
B :−(Aσ,ε(v)),
C : (ε(u),ε(v)),
D :−(u,divτ ),

such that x and y are associated to σ and u, respectively, in an abstract setting.
Compared to the Laplacian case in [4], we can see that the operators B> and −D
are different from each other, being related to the bilinear forms −(Aτ ,ε(u)) and
(u,divτ ). In particular, it is not possible to show that (9) corresponds to a symmet-
ric problem. Thus, we might expect complex eigenvalues among the approximation
of the solutions of (8) even if the eigenvalues of the continuous problem are real.
This is different from the structure of the FOSLS of the Poisson equation in [4]
which corresponds to a symmetric problem when applying the integration by part
to the bilinear form associated to −D (see [4, Sec. 2.1]).

3. Galerkin discretization

The discrete variational formulation associated with (8) is established by intro-
ducing finite dimensional subspaces Σh ⊂XN , Uh ⊂H1

0,D(Ω)d and by considering
discrete variables σh ⊂ Σh and uh ⊂ Uh, respectively. Then the Galerkin approx-
imation of the eigenvalue problem is: find (ωh,uh) ∈ C×Uh with a non vanishing
uh and some σh ∈ Σh such that

(11)
{

(Aσh,Aτ ) + (divσh,divτ )− (Aτ ,ε(uh)) =−ωh(uh,divτ ) ∀τ ∈ Σh,
−(Aσh,ε(v)) + (ε(uh),ε(v)) = 0 ∀v ∈ Uh.
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This discrete eigenvalue problem has the same structure as in (9) with the natural
definition of matrices that are associated with the bilinear forms defined in (10).
Looking at the problem from an algebraic point of view, the solution of this prob-
lem satisfies some properties that are discussed in [5, 4]. In general, our discrete
eigenvalue problem in (11) has the form of a generalized eigenvalue problem

(12) Mx= ωNx,

where in our framework the matrix M is symmetric and invertible, while N is
non-symmetric and singular. The aim of this paper is not to discuss how to solve
efficiently our problem. We just indicate that a possible way to resolve the singu-
larity of the system is to switch the roles of the two matricesM,N and to consider
the solutions (γ,x) of the problem

Nx= γMx.

If γ = 0 we will say that the corresponding eigenvalue of (12) is ω =∞. The
remaining finite eigenmodes are (ω,x) where ω = 1

γ .
We report the following proposition from [5] that classifies the eigenvalues of our
problem.

Proposition 1. Consider the matrices associated with the bilinear forms defined
in (10). Then the following generalized eigenvalue problem

(13)
(
A B>

B C

)(
σ̂h
ûh

)
= ωh

(
0 D
0 0

)(
σ̂h
ûh

)
has three families of eigenvalues, specifically:

• ωh =∞ with multiplicity equal to dim(Σh)

• ωh =∞ with multiplicity equal to dim(ker(D)) if D is not full rank

• ωh = complex eigenvalues counted with their multiplicity equal to rank(D)

We are actually interested in the eigenpairs corresponding to a non-zero displace-
ment uh 6= 0. This can be easily identified by considering the following Schur
complement approach. We can rewrite the algebraic linear system of the block
matrices in (13) as follows:

(14)
{
Aσ̂h+B>ûh = ωhDûh,
Bσ̂h+Cûh = 0.

Looking at the pair of interest, and using the fact that A is invertible, we can
rewrite the first equation in (14) as follows:

σ̂h =A−1(ωhD−B>)ûh.

Now by substituting the value of σ̂h in the second equation of System (14) and by
combining common terms together, we arrive to the Schur complement linked only
to the displacement given by

(15) (BA−1B>−C)ûh = ωhBA
−1Dûh.
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Remark 1. In general, one can deduce two Schur complements associated with
System (14), one linked with the σ̂h variable and another to the variable ûh. That
is, we can initially seek for the pair (ωh, σ̂h) and then obtain the eigenpair (ωh, ûh)
(see [2, Sec. 3.1]). If one naively picks the Schur complement associated with σ̂h,
artificial displacement (that is ûh = 0 ) which is not related to our problem occurs,
thus, wrong solution would then be present. Hence, one needs to be careful while
selecting the proper Schur complement associated to the variable of interest in order
to ensure that we are considering only genuine pairs for the displacement.

4. Convergence analysis

The convergence analysis of eigenvalue problems has the standard abstract setting
presented in [7, 3]. Usually the analysis is divided into two steps: first consider-
ing the convergence of eigenmodes (with the absence of superior modes) that is a
consequence of the convergence of the discrete solution operator to the continuous
one, then discussing the rate of convergence.

To this end we introduce the solution operator T : L2(Ω)→ L2(Ω) associated with
formulation (8). Given f ∈ L2(Ω)d we define T f ∈H1

0 (Ω)d being the second compo-
nent u of the solution of (7), which solves the following problem for some σ ∈XN

(16)
{

(Aσ,Aτ ) + (divσ,divτ )− (Aτ ,ε(T f)) =−(f,divτ ) ∀τ ∈XN ,

−(Aσ,ε(v)) + (ε(T f),ε(v)) = 0 ∀v ∈H1
0,D(Ω)d.

Since the range of the operator T is included in the space H1
0 (Ω)d which is compact

in L2, then T is compact.

The discrete solution operator Th :L2(Ω)→L2(Ω) with f∈L2(Ω)d is defined as the
second component Thf ∈ Uh of the solution of the Galerkin approximation of (7)
which solves the following problem for some σh ∈ Σh

(17)
{

(Aσh,Aτ ) + (divσh,divτ )− (Aτ ,ε(Thf)) =−(f,divτ ) ∀τ ∈ Σh,
−(Aσh,ε(v)) + (ε(Thf),ε(v)) = 0 ∀v ∈ Uh.

In [5] it was stated that the uniform convergence of Th to T holds true, so that
the discrete eigenvalues converge to the continuous ones without spurious modes.
In the next theorem we will give a rigorous proof of the uniform convergence, by
giving more details than what was previously published.

We start by recalling the expression of the generic dual problem associated with
the variational formulation of the source problem as follows: given g ∈ L2(Ω)d find
χ ∈XN and p ∈H1

0 (Ω)d such that

(18)
{

(Aχ,Aξ) + (divχ,divξ)− (Aξ,ε(p)) = 0 ∀ξ ∈XN ,

−(Aχ,ε(v)) + (ε(p),ε(v)) = (g,v) ∀v ∈H1
0,D(Ω)d.

Theorem 2. Let s > 1/2 be such that u∈H1+s(Ω)d, where u is the second compo-
nent of the solution to (7), and such that the following stability of the dual problem
holds true
(19) ||p||s+1 + ||χ||s+ ||divχ||s+1 ≤ C||g||0.



7

Let uh ∈ Uh be the numerical solution corresponding to u. Assume that the finite
element spaces Σh and Uh satisfy the following approximation properties
(20) inf

τ∈Σh

||χ−τ ||div ≤ Chs(||χ||s+ ||divχ||1+s),

(21) inf
v∈Uh

||p−v||1 ≤ Chs||p||1+s,

then we have
||u−uh||0 ≤ Chs||f||0.

Proof. Consider the dual problem (18) and recall the stability bound (19). By
choosing g = u−uh and taking the test functions in (18) to be ξ = σ−σh, v =
u−uh, we have

||u−uh||20 = (Aχ,A(σ−σh)) + (divχ,div(σ−σh))
− (A(σ−σh),ε(p))− (Aχ,ε(u−uh))
+ (ε(p),ε(u−uh)).

Now using the error equations of (7), for all τh ∈ Σh and vh ∈ Uh we arrive to
||u−uh||20 = (A(χ−τh),A(σ−σh)) + (div(χ−τh),div(σ−σh))

− (A(σ−σh),ε(p−vh))− (A(χ−τh),ε(u−uh))
+ (ε(p−vh),ε(u−uh)).

After using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, the definitions of || · ||div, || · ||1, and
collecting common terms, we arrive to

||u−uh||20 ≤ C(||χ−τh||div + ||p−vh||1)(||σ−σh||div + ||u−uh||1)
≤ C(||χ−τh||div + ||p−vh||1)||f||0.

Applying the approximation properties of Σh and Uh to the above and using the
regularity of the dual problem in (19) we get

||u−uh||20 ≤ Chs||u−uh||0||f||0.
�

Remark 2. The regularity assumed in (19) requires some explanation. Actually,
it has been recently observed [10] that a dual problem arising from least-squares
formulations does not necessarily share the same regularity properties as the original
problem. By inspecting the variational form (18) it can be observed that formally
the solution of the dual problem satisfies the following strong formulation

Aχ= ε(p)−C∇w
−divχ= w(22)

where w satisies
−div(Cε(w)) = g.

We can then deduce the existence of a suitable s so that (19) is satisfied. However,
we cannot conclude that if u is more regular, then the same regularity can be
automatically transferred to the solution of the dual problem. We will go back to
this discussion when estimating the rate of convergence of the approximation of the
eigenvalues.
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Remark 3. The approximation properties (20) and (21) stated in Theorem 2 are
satisfied by the most natural finite element spaces that can be used for the approx-
imation of our problem. For instance Raviart–Thomas finite element enjoy (20)
and standard Lagrangian finite element achieve (21). An interesting question is
whether such estimates depend on the Lamé coefficients. Actually, the constants C
are independent of the coefficients, while it can be expected that the norms of the
dual solution might be affected by them.

The uniform convergence implies the convergence of the discrete eigenvalues which
we recall in the next proposition (see [7] and [3]).

Proposition 3. Assume that the operator Th converges in norm to T as h goes to
zero, that is,
(23) ||T −Th||L(X)→ 0.
Let κ̃i = κ̃i+1 = · · ·= κ̃i+m−1 be an eigenvalue of multiplicity m of the operator T .
Then for h small enough, (so that the total number of discrete finite eigenvalues is
greater than or equal to i+m− 1), the m discrete eigenvalues κ̃j,h (j = i, . . . , i+
m−1) of with Th converge to κ̃j . Moreover, let E =

⊕i+m−1
j=i Ej be the continuous

eigenspace spanned by {ui, . . . ,ui+m−1}, and Eh =
⊕i+m−1
j=i Ej,h be the direct sum

of the corresponding discrete eigenspaces spanned by {ui,h, . . . ,ui+m−1,h}. Then
the corresponding eigenfunctions converge, that is
(24) δ(E,Eh)→ 0,
where δ denotes the gap between Hilbert subspaces.

Moving to the rate of convergence, we start by stating the classical result for the
convergence of the eigenfunctions (see, for instance, [3, Thm. 7.1]).

Theorem 4. Let X be L2(Ω)d or H1(Ω)d. With the same notation and assump-
tions of Proposition 3 we have that

δ(E,Eh)≤ C||(T −Th)|E ||L(X)

where the gap δ is evaluated in the norm of X.

The estimation of the rate of convergence for the eigenvalues requires a more
careful analysis since the discrete eigenvalue problem is not symmetric. To this
aim, we embed our problem in the framework of general variationally posed eigen-
value problems as follows. A general variationally posed eigenvalue problem reads:
given a Hilbert space X and suitably defined bilinear forms Ã : X ×X → R and
B̃ :X ×X →R, find eigenvalues ξ ∈C and non vanishing eigenfunctions U ∈X such
that

Ã(U ,V) = ξB̃(U ,V) ∀V ∈ X .
We then introduce the solution operator T : X → X associated with the general
formulation so that if F ∈ X then T F ∈ X is the solution of the problem

Ã(T F ,V) = B̃(F ,V) ∀V ∈ X .
For the moment we proceed formally and assume that the operator T is well defined.
It is out of the scope of this paper to recall all the detail of the general theory which
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we are going to apply to our specific formulation. We identify X with its dual so
that the adjoint operator T ∗ : X →X is associated with the dual problem, that is,
given G ∈ X we have that T ∗G ∈ X is equal to the solution of the problem

Ã(V,T ∗G) = B̃(V,G) ∀V ∈ X .

Given a finite element space Xh ⊂X , we can consider the discrete eigenvalue prob-
lem: find eigenvalues ξh ∈ C and non vanishing eigenfunctions Uh ∈ Xh such that

Ã(Uh,V) = ξhB̃(Uh,V) ∀V ∈ Xh.

Analogously, we can consider the discrete solution operator Th :X →X that satisfies
ThF ∈ Xh and

Ã(ThF ,V) = B̃(F ,V) ∀V ∈ Xh,
for F ∈ X and its adjoint T ∗h : X →X which satisfies T ∗h G ∈ Xh and

(25) Ã(V,T ∗h G) = B̃(V,G) ∀V ∈ Xh,

for G ∈ X .

We assume that the eigenmodes of Th are approximating correctly the ones of T
and we discuss the rate of convergence. We consider now an eigenvalue ξi = ξi+1 =
· · ·= ξi+m−1 of T of multiplicity m and the corresponding discrete eigenvalues ξj,h
(j = i, . . . , i+m−1) of Th approximating it. We denote by Ej the eigenspace of T
corresponding to ξj and by E∗j the one of T ∗. The following theorem summarizes
the rate of convergence of the discrete eigenvalues (see, for instance, [3, Thm. 7.3]).

Theorem 5. Let {Ui, . . . ,Ui+m−1} form a basis for the eigenspace E =
⊕i+m−1
j=i Ej

and let {U∗i , . . . ,U∗i+m−1} be the dual basis of the corresponding eigenspace E∗ =⊕i+m−1
j=i E∗j associated with T ∗. Then for j = i, . . . , i+m−1,

(26)

|ξj− ξj,h| ≤ C


m∑

k,`=1
|((T −Th)Uk,U∗` )|+‖(T −Th)|E‖L(X )‖(T ∗−T ∗h )|E∗‖L(X )

 .
Remark 4. In the general case of non symmetric problems, the previous theorem
should take into account also the ascent multiplicities of the eigenvalues. In our
case, however, the continuous problem is symmetric so that we know that the ascent
multiplicities of our eigenvalues are always equal to one.

We now conclude this section by showing how the abstract results apply to our
specific problem. As noted in Section 2, the eigenvalues ωi of the continuous prob-
lem (5) are real, positive and form an increasing sequence with each being repeated
according to its multiplicity. One the contrary, the discrete eigenvalues ωi,h of (11)
are complex and can be ordered according to their modules

0≤ |ω1,h| ≤ |ω2,h| ≤ |ω3,h| ≤ · · ·

and again repeated according to their multiplicities. The convergence of the eigen-
values and absence of spurious modes can, for instance, be stated as follows (see [7,
Thm. 9.1]).
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Theorem 6. Let us assume that the convergence in norm (23) is satisfied. For
all compact sets K in the complex plane that do not contain any eigenvalue of the
continuous problem, there exists h0 such that for all h < h0 no eigenvalue of the
discrete problem belongs to K.

As a consequence of the previous theorem, a more concrete representation of the
eigenvalue convergence in the complex plane can be given as follows.

Property 1. Let B be a ball with radius R > 0 and let S = {ωi}ni=1 be the set
of n (depending on R) eigenvalues, counted with their multiplicity, being inside
B, (i.e. |ωi| < R). Then, ∀R > 0 and ∀ε > 0, ∃h0 such that for h < h0 exactly n
discrete eigenvalues, counted with their multiplicity, are inside B, that is |ωi,h|<R.
Moreover, the n discrete eigenvalues can be sorted such that

(27) |ωi−ωi,h|< ε i= 1,2 . . . ,n.

In [5] the following theorem was stated concerning the rate of convergence of the
eigenvalues. We are now going to prove it rigorously by using the abstract setting
that we have introduced.

Theorem 7. Let ωi = ωi+1 = · · ·= ωi+m−1 be an eigenvalue of (8) of multiplicity
m and denote by E =

⊕i+m−1
j=i Ej the corresponding eigenspace. Let E∗ be the

corresponding eigenspace of the adjoint problem. If the discrete spaces Σh and Uh
satisfy the approximation properties in Theorem 2, then for h small enough (so that
dimUh ≥ i+m−1) the m discrete eigenvalues ωi,h, ωi+1,h, . . . , ωi+m−1,h of (11)
converge to ωi. Denote by Eh the direct sum of the discrete eigenspaces and consider
the following quantities

ρ(h) = sup
u∈E
||u||=1

inf
τ∈Σh
v∈Uh

(||σ−τ ||div + ||u−v||1)

ρ∗(h) = sup
p∈E∗
||p||=1

inf
ξ∈Σh

q∈Uh

(||χ−ξ||div + ||p−q||1)

where σ is the other component of the solution of (8) corresponding to u and
analogously ξ is the other component corresponding to p for the dual problem.

Then the following error estimates hold true

δ(E,Eh)≤ Cρ(h),

|ωj−ωj,h| ≤ Cρ(h)ρ∗(h) j = i, . . . , i+m−1,

where the gap δ is evaluated in the H1(Ω) norm.

Proof. The estimate for the eigenspaces is a direct consequence of Theorem 4 and of
the a priori estimates for the approximation of the source problem (7). Indeed, since
T is the solution operator associated with u (with T f = κ̃f = u), by the definition
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of the operator norm and the standard energy estimates, and by considering the
other component σ of the solution of (7), we have

δ(E,Eh)≤ C||(T −Th)|E ||L(H1)

= C sup
f∈E
||f||1=1

||(T −Th)f||1

≤ C sup
u∈E
||u||1=1

||u−uh||1

≤ C sup
u∈E
||u||1=1

(||u−uh||1 + ||σ−σh||div)

≤ C sup
u∈E
||u||1=1

inf
τ∈Σh
v∈Uh

(||u−v||1 + ||σ−τ ||div)

= Cρ(h).

In order to show the estimate for the eigenvalues we are going to use the results
presented in Theorem 5. The correspondence between the abstract setting and our
problem is given by the following identifications

X = XN ×H1
0,D(Ω)d

U = (σ,u)
V = (τ ,v)
Ã(U ,V) = (Aσ,Aτ ) + (divσ,divτ )− (Aτ ,ε(u))− (Aσ,ε(v)) + (ε(u),ε(v))
B̃(U ,V) =−(u,divτ ).

With these identifications we are now in a position to give a representation of the
solution operator T and of its adjoint T ∗. It is interesting to remark that the
bilinear form Ã is symmetric, so that the non symmetry of the problem comes from
the fact that the bilinear form on the right hand side B̃ is not symmetric. For this
reason, according to (25), the adjoint operator will be constructed by keeping the
same left hand side of our equation and by considering the transpose of the right
hand side.

More precisely, given F = G = (G, f) ∈ X , T F will be given by (σ,u) ∈ X solution
of (7), while T ∗G is given by the solution (χ,p) ∈ X of the following dual problem

(28)
{

(Aχ,Aξ) + (divχ,divξ)− (Aξ,ε(p)) = 0 ∀ξ ∈XN ,

−(Aχ,ε(v)) + (ε(p),ε(v)) =−(divG,v) ∀v ∈H1
0,D(Ω)d.

The definition of the discrete operators Th and T ∗h is completely analogous and
makes use of the discrete space Xh = (Σh,Uh).

Theorem 5 bounds the error in the eigenvalues with the sum of two terms. The
bound for the first term uses the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2,
together with the definitions of ρ(h) and ρ∗(h). Let us focus on the second term.
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We have to estimate the product of the following two quantities
‖(T −Th)|E‖L(X )

‖(T ∗−T ∗h )|E∗‖L(X )

Actually, the result will follow by observing that the first term is bounded by Cρ(h)
and the second one by Cρ∗(h).

If (σ,u) is an eigenfunction in E , then the following a priori estimate is valid
‖σ−σh‖div +‖u−uh‖1 ≤ Cρ(h)‖u‖0

Since u is an eigenfunction, its L2(Ω)-norm is bounded by the H1(Ω)-norm and we
have that ‖u‖1 ≤ ‖U‖X , so that we can conclude the desired result

‖(T −Th)|E‖L(X ) ≤ Cρ(h).

The estimate for the adjoint operator is performed analogously observing that, if
(χ,p) is an eigenfunction in E∗, then the following a priori bound holds true

‖χ−χh‖div +‖p−ph‖1 ≤ Cρ∗(h)‖divχ‖0
By the standard relations between the eigenspaces E and E∗ and the fact that χ is
an eigenfunction of the dual problem we can finally conclude that

‖(T ∗−T ∗h )|E∗‖L(X ) ≤ Cρ∗(h).

�

Remark 5. A natural question is whether the results of the previous theorem guar-
antee the double order of convergence for the approximation of the eigenvalues. The
double order of convergence would follow if we can show that ρ∗(h) is asymptotically
equivalent to ρ(h). This is a tricky question because it involves the regularity of
the dual problem. In general, as already mentioned in Remark 2, we cannot expect
from the solution of the dual problem the same regularity as for the original one.
On the other hand, we do not need the regularity of a generic solution, but only of
the solution corresponding to an eigenfunction. At the moment, only partial results
in this direction are available; in particular, we can prove that the dual solution
of the FOSLS approximation of the Poisson equation has the same regularity as
the original one when an eigenfunction is considered [4]. The same result can be
proved for some DPG formulations [6]. On the other hand, the numerical results
of the next section confirm that in our examples the double order of convergence is
achieved.

5. Numerical Results

In this section we present several numerical results related to the formulation that
we have described. Some preliminary results were already present in [5]. However
in that case, for simplicity, a special constitutive law was considered so that the
problem was equivalent to a Stokes system. Now we solve the true linear elastic-
ity problem and we are interested in showing how the reported numerical results
are robust with respect to the Lamé constants, in particular when tending to the
incompressible limit. The behavior of the computed spectrum will give us useful
information on some properties of the solution operator.
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(a) Right (b) Crossed (c) Nonuniform

Figure 1. Meshes on the unit square with N = 4

We are not focusing on the efficiency of the numerical solver, but we are mainly
interested in representing the computed spectrum in the complex plane as a function
of the mesh and of the Lamé constants.

To this end, we consider a 2D linear elasticity problem with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions, where the compliance tensor is given by

(29) Aτ = 1
2µ (τ − λ

2λ+ 2µ tr(τ )I).

In all our tests the Lamé constants are µ= 1 and λ varying from 1, 100, 104 to 108.
Moreover, different mesh structures are studied and investigated.

We start by presenting the rate of convergence for the first and second eigenvalues on
different meshes. Then, the spread of eigenvalues in the complex plane is explored
for each mesh as it is refined.

In order to avoid artifacts introduced by the fact that we are rewriting the elasticity
equation as a first order system, we considered only genuine eigenvalues of (8) in
the sense that they correspond to eigenfunctions for which the displacement is not
zero. These eigenvalues are related to the Schur complement described in (15).

A first order scheme based on Raviart–Thomas elements (RT0) for the approxi-
mated space Σh is considered with continuous Galerkin of degree one for the space
Uh, with h being the mesh size or step size.

These finite element spaces satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2. The general matri-
ces in System 13 were constructed with FEniCS [1] and then matrices correspond-
ing to the Schur complement in 14 were extracted and used to solve the eigenvalue
problem.

5.1. Rate of convergence on the square domain. In order to confirm the con-
vergence rate stated in Section 4, we first consider a square domain Ω =]0,1[2 and
three different mesh sequences. We use the following meshes: a non-symmetric
uniform mesh (Right), a symmetric uniform mesh (Crossed), and a non-symmetric
and non-structured mesh (Nonuniform). The integer N refers to the number of
subdivisions on each side of the square. An example of such meshes is given in
Figure 1. We computed with FEniCS the reference solutions providing an estimate
of the first and second eigenvalues for the different cases we want to approximate.
We used a high order scheme and an adaptive algorithm with the classical SOLVE-
ESTIMATE-MARK-REFINE strategy. The values of the reference eigenvalues are
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λ= 1 λ= 100 λ= 104 λ= 108

ω1 37.266072200953786 52.31315105053875 52.3443693 52.344691
ω2 37.2660721997643 91.4778227239564 92.11827609964527 92.12439336305897

Table 1. Estimates of the first and second eigenvalues on a square

(a) Right mesh (b) Crossed mesh (c) Nonuniform mesh

(d) Right mesh (e) Crossed mesh (f) Nonuniform mesh

Figure 2. Rate of convergence for the first and second eigenvalues
on squared domain

(a) Left (b) Uniform (c) Nonuniform

Figure 3. Meshes for L-shaped domain with N = 4

reported in Table 1.
Figure 2 shows the rate of convergence for both the first and the second approxi-
mated eigenvalues. Clearly both eigenvalues match the theoretical result in Theo-
rem 7 with the rate being of second order on all meshes provided.

5.2. Rate of convergence on the L-shaped domain. The second domain that
is considered is the L-shaped domain obtained by removing a quarter of the square
]0,1[2. It is known that on such domain singularities due to the re-entrant corner
may occur. We also consider three sequences of triangulations: (Left), (Crossed or
Uniform), and (Nonuniform) meshes. These are illustrated in Figure 3 with N = 4.
In order to compare the approximated eigenvalues with a reference value, the same
adaptive code, as in the previous case, was used to find the estimate for the first
and second eigenvalues for different λ. These estimated values are reported in Table



15

λ= 1 λ= 100 λ= 104 λ= 108

ω1 54.36578831544661 127.990463 128.52363885700083 128.5293816640767
ω2 69.08352886532845 147.44431322194393 148.06735898422232 148.07344440728022

Table 2. Estimates of the first and second eigenvalues on an L-
shaped domain

2. It is well known that the rate of convergence is reduced when the eigenfunction

(a) Left mesh (b) Uniform mesh (c) Nonuniform mesh

(d) Left mesh (e) Uniform mesh (f) Nonuniform mesh

Figure 4. Rate of convergence for the first and second eigenvalues
L-shaped domain

is singular. This is expected in particular in the case of the first eigenvalue.

When looking at the computed results, a particular phenomenon is present when
approximating the first eigenvalue close to the incompressible limit. This is clearly
seen in Figures 4(a), 4(b), and 4(c) for all meshes. Actually, the expected rate of
convergence is achieved but there is a strange pre-asymptotic behavior when the
value of λ increases. By looking at the computed eigenfunctions it looks like this
phenomenon is related to a sort of locking caused by the location of the degrees of
freedom in the proximity to the re-entered corner. When the system approaches
the incompressible limit, the displacement presents a recirculation close to the re-
entrant corner. A coarse mesh is not capable to represent such vortex. For λ = 1
this situation doesn’t occur. In order to better describe this phenomenon, we report
in Figures 5(a) and 5(c) the eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue on
the mesh after three refinements for λ= 100. We see that the correct vortex is not
well approximated, possibly because of the mesh being coarse so that there are not
enough degrees of freedom close to the re-entrant corner. As we refine, specifically
starting from the fifth iteration and onwards, the expected circulation is noticed
as Figures 5(b) and 5(d) illustrate. This might be the reason why we need a fine
mesh to observe the expected rate for the first eigenvalue. On the contrary, the
re-entrant corner has no negative effects on the second eigenvalue even for coarse
meshes. This can be seen, for example, in Figure 6 which illustrates the second
eigenfunction on a Nonuniform mesh with N = 16 and λ= 100.
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(a) Left mesh with N = 16 (b) Left mesh with N = 64

(c) Nonuniform mesh with N = 16 (d) Nonuniform mesh with N = 64

Figure 5. First eigenfunction for λ= 100 on L-shaped domain

Figure 6. Second eigenfunction for λ = 100 on Nonuniform L-
shaped domain

5.3. The distribution of the eigenvalues in the complex plane. In this sec-
tion we discuss the distribution of the spectrum of the discrete operator in the
complex plane. This is the main motivation of our paper and provide us with
some properties of the solution operator that are not visible when considering the
source problem. Needless to say, the knowledge of the spectrum of the operator
has important consequences for the design of numerical schemes, for instance when
a transient problem is approximated.

We consider the distribution of the eigenvalues in the case of the two domains
previously considered (square and L-shaped) and the same range of Lamé constants.

We note that we are taking specific outer zoom with the values on the axes being
large in order to show the spread of a large portion of the spectrum. Moreover,
different scales are considered depending on each case in order to better highlight
the behavior of the specific approximation.
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(a) λ= 1 (b) λ= 100

(c) λ= 104 (d) λ= 108

Figure 7. Eigenvalues of a square on a refined Right mesh

We recall that the exact eigenvalues are real positive, so that we would expect that
the discrete eigenvalues, for h small enough, distribute along the positive real axis
of the complex plane. This is actually a naive interpretation of the convergence
results presented in the previous sections. Indeed, by inspecting carefully the result
presented in Property 1, it can be seen that computed eigenvalues can also be
spread in different regions of the complex plane, as far as they lie outside a ball
centered at the origin. The larger the ball, the smaller in general should h be in
order to detect this behavior.

Figure 7 shows the spectrum of our operator on the Right mesh for different values of
λ. Each plot reports with different colors the results computed on four successfully
refined meshes.

As shown in Figure 7(a), we observe that for a small value of λ, the spectrum is well
behaving close to the positive real axis with some non real eigenvalues appearing as
we refine. In this case, all values are located in the right half of the complex plane,
that is, they have positive real part.

When λ increases, we can see from Figure 7 that eigenvalues with negative real
part show up. Also in this case some non real eigenvalues are present, even if their
imaginary part is not as large as we will see in the next examples.

The results for the Crossed mesh are reported in Figure 8. In this case, all eigenval-
ues have positive real part and are located to the right side of the complex plane.
The more we refine, the more the scheme produces complex eigenvalues moving
away from the region of interest and diverging. For small values of λ (Figure 8(a)),
most eigenvalues are positive and real with some complex being present for finer
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(a) λ= 1 (b) λ= 100

(c) λ= 104 (d) λ= 108

Figure 8. Eigenvalues of a square on a refined Crossed mesh

(a) λ= 1 (b) λ= 100

(c) λ= 104 (d) λ= 108

Figure 9. Eigenvalues of a square on a refined Nonuniform mesh

meshes. As λ becomes larger in Figure 8, the spectrum is spread more and more
with complex eigenvalues having positive real part.

Finally, the spectrum computed with the Nonuniform mesh has a different struc-
ture. The eigenvalues appear to be more spread all over the complex plane as
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(a) λ= 1 (b) λ= 100 (c) λ= 108

Figure 10. Eigenvalues of a Left L-shaped domain

(a) λ= 1 (b) λ= 100 (c) λ= 108

Figure 11. Eigenvalues of a Uniform L-shaped domain

(a) λ= 1 (b) λ= 100 (c) λ= 108

Figure 12. Eigenvalues of Nonuniform L-shaped domain

Figure 9 shows. As in the previous observations, the values of the eigenvalues, for
λ = 1, are concentrated to the right of the complex plane. However, in this case,
the eigenvalues are scattered much more when comparing them to the Right and
Crossed meshes for λ = 1. The spectrum gets surprisingly more symmetric with
respect to the origin when moving towards the incompressible limit.

In what follows we present some results for the L-shaped domain. We only present
the cases where λ = 10r for (r = 0,2,8) since there are no significant differences
between r = 4 and 8.

We start by exploring the Left mesh structure in Figure 10. Looking at the spectrum
in this case, we see a similar behavior as for the case of the Right mesh on the square.

For Uniform meshes, as Figure 11 shows, occurrence of complex eigenvalues for
λ = 1 are more present than in the previous case. Moreover, complex eigenvalues
appear for higher values of λ and grow when refining. The significant eigenvalues
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(a) Square domain (b) L-shaped domain

Figure 13. Eigenvalues within a circle of radius R for Nonuniform
mesh on a square and L-shaped domains

are those close to the origin which are positive and real or close to being real in the
limit.

The Nonuniform mesh shows again a similar picturesque behavior as in the case
of the square domain. Figure 12 shows the distribution of eigenvalues for this
case. Even for small λ there are eigenvalues with large imaginary part in this case,
although with positive real part.

An interesting observation, that matches the convergence of eigenvalues in Prop-
erty 1, is clearly observed on Nonuniform meshes. To show this, we choose a
Nonuniform mesh with λ = 108 for both domains. As seen in Figure 13, when
refining the mesh, eigenvalues are distributed allover the complex plane, within a
circle of radius R centered at the origin. The more we refine, the larger the circle
becomes, indicating that the number of positive and finite eigenvalues of interest
are present inside that circle. The circle can be taken larger and larger as the mesh
size h approaches zero.

We conclude our numerical experiments with more pictures for different values of
the zoom parameters, so that the convergence behavior corresponding to Property 1
can be better appreciated. Figure 14 reports eigenvalues of both domains with
λ = 108. The outer zoom lens in Figures 14(a) and 14(d) gives a clear picture on
the spread of eigenvalues in the complex plane. Looking at an intermediate zoom
lens as 14(b) and 14(e) show, the structure of eigenvalues for both domains is still
not aliened with the region of interest as the spread is apparent. On the other hand,
a zoomed in picture as Figure 14(c) gives eigenvalues, on a square, which are real
and positive with respect to the previously reported pictures. Similar level of zoom
show the same nice behavior in the case of the L-shaped domain (see Figure 14(f)).
Thus, the scheme produces real and positive eigenvalues in the region of interest
with no spurious modes as expected.
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(a) Zoom out (b) Intermediate zoom (c) Zoom in

(d) Zoom out (e) Intermediate zoom (f) Zoom in

Figure 14. Eigenvalues for meshes zooming to region close to the
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