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Adaptive guaranteed lower eigenvalue bounds
with optimal convergence rates

Carsten Carstensen∗ Sophie Puttkammer˚

Guaranteed lower Dirichlet eigenvalue bounds (GLB) can be computed for the
m-th Laplace operator with a recently introduced extra-stabilized nonconforming
Crouzeix-Raviart (m “ 1) or Morley (m “ 2) finite element eigensolver. Striking
numerical evidence for the superiority of a new adaptive eigensolver motivates the
convergence analysis in this paper with a proof of optimal convergence rates of
the GLB towards a simple eigenvalue. The proof is based on (a generalization
of) known abstract arguments entitled as the axioms of adaptivity. Beyond the
known a priori convergence rates, a medius analysis is enfolded in this paper for
the proof of best-approximation results. This and subordinated L2 error estimates
for locally refined triangulations appear of independent interest. The analysis of
optimal convergence rates of an adaptive mesh-refining algorithm is performed in
3D and highlights a new version of discrete reliability.

1. Introduction

Motivation. Guaranteed lower Dirichlet eigenvalue bounds (GLB) can be computed for
the m-th Laplace operator from a global postprocessing of respective nonconforming finite
element eigensolvers like the Crouzeix-Raviart resp. Morley finite element method (FEM)
for m “ 1 resp. m “ 2 [CG14a, CG14b]. The maximal mesh-size hmax enters as an explicit
parameter and this can be non-effective for an imperative adaptive mesh-refinement. This has
recently motivated the design of extra-stabilized nonconforming finite element eigensolvers
for m “ 1, 2 that directly compute GLB under moderate mesh-size restrictions and allow
an efficacious adaptive mesh-refinement [CZZ20, CEP21, CP21]. The striking superiority of
those adaptive schemes has been displayed in numerical experiments in [CEP21, CP21] and
motivates the mathematical analysis of optimal convergence rates in this paper. This appears
to be the first method that combines the localization of eigenvalues as GLB with their efficient
approximation.

Model problem. The continuous eigenvalue problem (EVP) seeks eigenpairs pλ, uq P R
` ˆ

pV zt0uq with

apu, vq “ λ bpu, vq for all v P V (1.1)

in the Hilbert space V :“ Hm
0 pΩq and its energy scalar product ap ‚ , ‚ q :“ pDm ‚ ,Dm ‚ qL2pΩq

with the gradient D1 :“ ∇ or the Hessian D2 and the L2 scalar product bp ‚ , ‚ q :“ p ‚ , ‚ qL2pΩq
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Adaptive GLB with optimal rates

on a bounded polyhedral Lipschitz domain Ω Ă R
3. The infinite but countably many eigen-

values 0 ă λ1 ď λ2 ď . . . with limjÑ8 λj “ 8 in (1.1) are enumerated in ascending order
counting multiplicities [BO91, Bof10].

Discretization. The discrete space Vh“PmpT q̂ V pT qĂPmpT q̂ PmpT q consists of piecewise
polynomials of degree at most m on the shape-regular triangulation T of Ω Ă R

3 into closed
tetrahedra. Throughout this paper, V pT q abbreviates the Crouzeix-Raviart finite element
space CR1

0pT q [CR73] for m “ 1 and the Morley finite element space MpT q [Mor68, MX06]
for m “ 2. The algebraic eigenvalue problem seeks eigenpairs pλh,uhq P R

` ˆ pVhzt0uq with

ahpuh,vhq “ λhbhpuh,vhq for all vh P Vh. (1.2)

The discrete scalar product ah contains the scalar product apwp ‚ , ‚ q :“ pDm
pw

‚ ,Dm
pw

‚ qL2pΩq

of the piecewise derivatives of order m and some stabilization with explicit (known) constant
κm ą 0 from [CP21], while the bilinear form bh is the L2 scalar product bp ‚ , ‚ q of the
piecewise polynomial components,

ahpvh,whq “ apwpvnc, wncq ` κ´2
m ph´2m

T
pvpw ´ vncq, wpw ´ wncqL2pΩq,

bhpvh,whq “ bpvpw, wpwq for all vh “ pvpw, vncq, wh “ pwpw, wncq P Vh.

The piecewise constant mesh-size function hT P P0pT q has the value hT |T “ hT :“ diampT q
in each tetrahedron T P T and hmax :“ maxTPT hT denotes the maximal mesh-size. The
M :“ dimpPmpT qq finite discrete eigenvalues of (1.2) are enumerated in ascending order
0 ă λhp1q ď λhp2q ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď λhpMq ă 8 counting multiplicity.

GLB. For the biharmonic operator (m “ 2) the discrete eigenvalue problem (1.2) is analysed
in [CP21]. For the Laplace operator (m “ 1) in 2D, (1.2) describes the lowest-order skeleton
method in [CZZ20]; for 3D it is different and suggested in [CP21]. The discrete eigenvalue
problem (1.2) directly computes guaranteed lower bounds [CP21, Thm. 1.1] in that

mintλhpkq, λkuκ2mh2mmax ď 1 implies λhpkq ď λk for all k “ 1, . . . ,M. (1.3)

AFEM. The adaptive algorithm [Dör96, MNS02, CFPP14, CR17] is based on the refinement
indicator ηpT q defined in (1.4) below for any triangulation T and any tetrahedron T P T . Let`
λh,uh

˘
P R

` ˆVh denote the k-th eigenpair of (1.2) with λh :“ λhpkq and uh “ pupw, uncq P
Vh. For any tetrahedron T P T with volume |T | and set of faces FpT q, the local estimator
contribution η2pT q “ pηpT qq2 reads

η2pT q “ |T |2m{3}λhunc}2L2pT q ` |T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwuncsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q (1.4)

with the tangential components rDm
pwuncsF ˆ νF of the jump rDm

pwuncsF along any face F P
FpT q and the (piecewise) gradient D1

pw“∇pw (m“1) or Hessian D2
pw (m“2). Let T :“ TpT0q

denote the set of all admissible regular triangulations computed by successive newest-vertex
bisection (NVB) [Ste08, GSS14] of a regular initial triangulation T0 of Ω Ă R

3. The AFEM
algorithm with Dörfler marking and newest-vertex bisection abbreviates ηℓpT q for any T P
T :“ Tℓ P T and η2ℓ :“ η2pTℓq :“ ř

TPTℓ
η2ℓ pT q. The selection of the set Mℓ in the step Mark

of AFEM4EVP with minimal cardinality is possible at linear cost [PP20].
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AFEM4EVP

Input: regular triangulation T0 and parameters 0 ă θ ď 1 and k P N

for ℓ “ 0, 1, 2, . . . do
Solve the discrete problem (1.2) exactly and compute the k-th algebraic eigenpair

pλℓpkq,uℓpkqq with uℓpkq “ pupw, uncq P PmpTℓq ˆ V pTℓq and T replaced by Tℓ
Compute ηℓpT q for any T P Tℓ from (1.4) with pλh, unc,T q replaced by pλℓpkq, unc,Tℓq
Mark minimal subset Mℓ Ď Tℓ with θη

2
ℓ ď

ř
TPMℓ

η2ℓ pT q
Refine Tℓ with newest-vertex bisection to compute Tℓ`1 with Mℓ Ď TℓzTℓ`1 od

Output: sequence of triangulations pTℓqℓPN0
with pλℓpkq,uℓpkqqℓPN0

and pηℓqℓPN0

Optimal convergence rates. The optimal convergence rates of AFEM4EVP in the error
estimator means that the outputs pTℓqℓPN0

and pηℓqℓPN0
of AFEM4EVP satisfy

sup
ℓPN0

p1 `|Tℓ| ´|T0|qsηℓ « sup
NPN0

p1 `NqsmintηpT q : T P T with |T | ď |T0| `Nu (1.5)

for any s ą 0 and the counting measure | ‚ | “ cardp ‚ q. In other words, if the estimator ηpT q
converges with rate s ą 0 for some optimal selection of triangulations T P T, then the output
ηℓ of AFEM4EVP converges with the same rate.

Theorem 1.1 (rate optimality of AFEM4EVP). Suppose that λk “ λ is a simple eigen-
value of (1.1), then there exist ε ą 0 and 0 ă θ0 ă 1 such that T0 P Tpεq :“ tT P T : hmax :“
maxTPT hT ď εu and θ with 0 ă θ ď θ0 imply (1.5) for any s ą 0.

At first glance the discrete problem (1.2) involves a stabilization that is expected to generate
the additional term κ´2

m |T |´2m{3}upw ´ unc}2L2pT q in the error estimator (1.4). The negative

power of the mesh-size in the latter term prevents a reduction property [MNS02, CFPP14,
CR17] and has to be circumvented. The only other known affirmative result for optimal
convergence rates of an adaptive algorithm with stabilization (and negative powers of the
mesh-size in the discrete problem) is [BN10] on discontinuous Galerkin (dG) schemes. An
over-penalization therein diminishes the influence of the stabilization and eventually shows
the dominance of the remaining a posteriori error terms. In the present case, the stabilization
parameter κm is fixed to maintain the GLB property and this requires a different argument:
Since (1.2) is equivalent to a rational eigenvalue problem for a nonconforming scheme, a careful
perturbation analysis eventually shows efficiency and reliability of the nonconforming error
estimator (1.4) for sufficiently small mesh-sizes. The verification requires a medius analysis
[Gud10], which applies arguments from a posteriori error analysis (e.g., efficiency in (3.10)
below) in an a priori error analysis.

Outline. The remaining parts of this paper are devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1 and are
organized as follows. A general interpolation operator I and a right-inverse J in Section 2
allow for a simultaneous analysis for m “ 1 and m “ 2 in the Crouzeix-Raviart and Morley
FEM. The medius analysis in Section 3 provides new best-approximation results and thereby
prepares the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 4–5. The proof of the optimal convergence rates
requires a framework extended from [CFPP14, CR17] in Appendix A.

The results hold in 2D and 3D and are presented in 3D for brevity.
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2. Preliminaries

This section summarizes abstract conditions (I1)–(I4) on an interpolation operator I : V Ñ
V pT q and (J1)–(J4) on a right inverse J : V pT q Ñ V . The conditions hold for the Crouzeix-
Raviart and the Morley finite element space in the two model examples for the Laplacian
m “ 1 and the bi-Laplacian m “ 2.

2.1. Notation

Standard notation on Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces applies throughout this paper; p ‚ , ‚ qL2pΩq

abbreviates the L2 scalar product and HmpT q abbreviates HmpintpT qq for a tetrahedron T P
T . The vector spaceHmpT q :“ tv P L2pΩq : v|T P HmpT qu consists of piecewiseHm functions
and is equipped with the semi-norm ~ ‚ ~2

pw :“ pDm
pw

‚ ,Dm
pw

‚ qL2pΩq. The piecewise gradient
D1

pw or piecewise Hessian D2
pw is understood with respect to the (non-displayed) regular

triangulation T P T of the bounded polyhedral Lipschitz domain Ω Ă R
3 into tetrahedra. The

triangulation T is computed by successive newest-vertex bisection (NVB) [Ste08, GSS14] of a
regular initial triangulation T0 (plus some initialization of tagged tetrahedra) of Ω Ă R

3. The
set T :“ TpT0q of all admissible triangulations is (uniformly) shape-regular. For any T P T, let
TpT q abbreviate the set of all admissible refinements of T . For any 0 ă ε ă 1 let Tpεq :“ tT P
T : hmax :“ maxTPT hT ď εu denote the set of all admissible triangulations with maximal
mesh-size hmax ď ε. The context-depending notation | ‚ | denotes the Euclidean length of a
vector, the cardinality of a finite set, as well as the non-trivial three-, two-, or one-dimensional
Lebesgue measure of a subset of R3. For any positive, piecewise polynomial ̺ P PkpT q with
̺ ě 0, k P N0, p ‚ , ‚ q̺ :“ p̺ ‚ , ‚ qL2pΩq abbreviates the weighted L

2 scalar product with induced

̺-weighted L2 norm } ‚ }̺ :“ }̺1{2 ‚ }L2pΩq. The discrete space PmpT q :“ tpm P L2pΩq : pm|T P
PmpT q is a polynomial of degree at most m for any T P T u consists of piecewise polynomials,
the spaces CR1

0pT q resp. MpT q will be defined in Subsection 2.4.1 resp. 2.4.2 below. Given
a function v P L2pωq, define the integral mean

ş́
ω
v dx :“ 1{|ω|

ş
ω
v dx. The L2 projection

Π0 onto the piecewise constant functions P0pT q reads pΠ0fq|T :“
ş́
T
f dx for all f P L2pΩq

and T P T . Let σ :“ mint1, σregu denote the minimum of one and the index of elliptic
regularity σreg ą 0 for the source problem of the m-Laplacian p´1qm∆m in Hm

0 pΩq: Given
any right-hand side f P L2pΩq, the weak solution u P V to p´1qm∆mu “ f satisfies

u P Hm`σpΩq and }u}Hm`σpΩq ď Cpσq}f}L2pΩq. (2.1)

(This is well-established for m “ 1 [Neč67, GT83, Dau88, Gri92, Agm10] and m “ 2 in 2D
[BR80] with σreg ą 1{2 and otherwise a hypothesis throughout this paper.) The Sobolev space
Hm`spΩq is defined for 0 ă s ă 1 by complex interpolation of HmpΩq and Hm`1pΩq, m P N0.
Throughout this paper, a . b abbreviates a ď Cb with a generic constant C depending on σ
in (2.1) and the shape-regularity of T P T only; a « b stands for a . b . a.

2.2. Interpolation

The operators I and J concern the (nonconforming) discrete space V pT q Ă PmpT q and
V :“ Hm

0 pΩq for an admissible triangulation T P T. An advantage of separate interest is
that the analysis with I and J is performed simultaneously for m ě 1, while the examples in
Subsection 2.4 below concern m “ 1, 2.
Suppose that, for each admissible triangulation T P T, there exists a linear interpolation
operator I onto V pT q that is defined on V ` V ppT q for any refinement pT P TpT q and that
satisfies the following properties with universal positive constants κm and κd; in all examples
below κm is known and the existence of κd is clarified.
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(I1) Any T P T and v P HmpT q satisfy }v ´ Iv}L2pT q ď κmh
m
T |v ´ Iv|HmpT q.

(I2) The piecewise derivative Dm
pw of any v P V ` V ppT q satisfies Dm

pwIv “ Π0D
m
pwv.

(I3) The operator I acts as identity in non-refined tetrahedra in that p1´ Iqpvnc|T “ 0 in T P
T X pT for all pvnc P V ppT q. The interpolation operator pI associated with V ppT q satisfies
I ˝ pI “ I in V ` V ppT q.

(I4) Any T P T and pvnc P V ppT q satisfy }pvnc ´ Ipvnc}L2pT q ď κdh
m
T |pvnc ´ Ipvnc|HmpT q.

Corollary 2.1 (properties of I). (a) Given pT P TpT q, any v P V `V ppT q and wnc P V pT q
satisfy apwpv ´ Iv, wncq “ 0 and ~v ´ Iv~pw “ min

vncPV pT q
~v ´ vnc~pw.

(b) Any v P Hm`spΩq with 1{2 ă s ď 1 satisfies ~p1 ´ Iqv~pw ď phmax{πqs}v}Hm`spΩq.

(c) Any v, w P V and vnc P V pT q satisfy apwpv, vncq “ apwpIv, vncq and
apwpv, p1 ´ Iqwq “ apwpp1 ´ Iqv, p1 ´ Iqwq ď min

vncPV pT q
~v ´ vnc~pw min

wncPV pT q
~w ´ wnc~pw.

(d) Any w P V and v P V ` V pT q satisfy
bpv, p1 ´ Iqwq ď }hmT v}L2pΩq}h´m

T
p1 ´ Iqw}L2pΩq ď κm}hmT v}L2pΩq min

wncPV pT q
~w ´ wnc~pw.

Proof. SinceDm
pwwnc P P0pT ;R3mq, (I2) implies (a). In combination with a piecewise Poincaré

inequality, (I2) implies (b) (see [CP21, Cor. 2.2.a] for details). The first claim in (c) follows
from (a). The combination of (a) with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality proves (c). The Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, the approximation property (I1), and (c) conclude the proof of (d). l

2.3. Conforming companion

Given any tetrahedron T P T in a triangulation T P T, let VpT q denote the set of its vertices
(0-subsimplices) and let FpT q denote the set of its faces (2-subsimplices). A linear operator
J : V pT q Ñ V is called conforming companion if (J1)–(J4) hold with universal constants
M1,M2, M4 (that exclusively depend on T).

(J1) J is a right inverse to the interpolation I in the sense that I ˝ J “ 1 in V pT q.

(J2) }h´m
T

p1´Jqvnc}L2pΩq`~p1´Jqvnc~pw ď
´
M1

ÿ

TPT

|T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwvncsF ˆνF }2L2pF q

¯1{2

ď M2 minvPV ~vnc ´ v~pw for any vnc P V pT q.

(J3) p1 ´ JqpV pT qq K PmpT q holds in L2pΩq.

(J4) |vnc´Jvnc|2HmpKq ď M4

ÿ

TPT pΩpKqq

|T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwvncsF ˆνF }2L2pF q holds for any vnc P

V pT q and K P T with the set T pΩpKqq :“ tT P T : distpT,Kq “ 0u of adjacent
tetrahedra.

The properties (J1)–(J4) [CGS15, Gal15a, CP21] are stated for convenient quotation through-
out this paper. The localized version (J4) applies at the very end (in Theorem 4.6) and implies
parts of (J2). The second inequality in (J2) is the efficiency of a posteriori error estimators.
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Remark 2.2 (on (J4)) For any refinement pT P TpT q of a triangulation T P T, let R1 :“ tK P
T : DT P T zpT with distpK,T q “ 0u Ă T denote the set of coarse but not fine tetrahedra
plus one layer of coarse tetrahedra around. Then (J4) and a finite overlap argument imply
the existence of M5 ą 0 such that any vnc P V pT q satisfies

}Dm
pwpvnc ´ Jvncq}2

L2pT z pT q
ď M5

ÿ

TPR1

|T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwvncsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q.

The superset R1 of T zpT serves as a simple example and could indeed be replaced by T zpT
provided J may depend on pT ; cf. [CP20, §6] for details in the two model problems below. l

Corollary 2.3 (properties of J). Any w P V and vnc P V pT q satisfy

(a) }vnc ´ Jvnc}L2pΩq “ }p1 ´ IqJvnc}L2pΩq ď κm~hmT pvnc ´ Jvncq~pw

ď hmmaxκmM2 min
vPV

~vnc ´ v~pw;

(b) bpw, vnc ´ Jvncq “ bpw ´ Iw, vnc ´ Jvncq ď }w ´ Iw}L2pΩq}vnc ´ Jvnc}L2pΩq

ď h2mmaxκ
2
mM2 min

wncPV pT q
~w ´ wnc~pw min

vPV
~vnc ´ v~pw;

(c) apwpw, vnc ´ Jvncq “ apwpw ´ Iw, vnc ´ Jvncq ď ~w ´ Iw~pw~vnc ´ Jvnc~pw

ď M2 min
wncPV pT q

~w ´ wnc~pw min
vPV

~v ´ vnc~pw.

Proof. The combination of (J1), (I1), and (J2) proves (a). The claim (b) follows from (J3),
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (I1), and (a). Corollary 2.1.c and (J1)–(J2) lead to (c). l

2.4. Examples

Two examples for V pT q Ă PmpT q are analysed simultaneously in this paper for m “ 1, 2. It
is appealing to follow our methodology for m ě 3 [WX13] in future research.

2.4.1. Crouzeix-Raviart finite elements for the Laplacian (m “ 1)

Given the shape-regular triangulation T P T, let F (resp. FpΩq or FpBΩq) denote the set
of all (resp. interior or boundary) faces. Throughout this paper, the model problem with
m “ 1 approximates the Dirichlet eigenvectors u P H1

0 pΩq of the Laplacian ´∆u “ λu in the
Crouzeix-Raviart finite element space [CR73]

V pT q :“ CR1
0pT q :“ tv P P1pT q : v is continuous at midpF q for all F P FpΩq and

vpmidpF qq “ 0 for all F P FpBΩqu.

Given the face-oriented basis functions ψF P CR1pT q with ψF pmidpEqq “ δEF for all faces
E,F P F (δEF is Kronecker’s delta), the standard interpolation operator reads

ICRpvq :“
ÿ

FPFpΩq

ˆ
´
ż

F

v dσ

˙
ψF for any v P H1

0 pΩq ` CR1
0ppT q.

The interpolation operator ICR satisfies (I1)–(I4) with κ1 :“
a

1{π2 ` 1{120, see [CP20, Sec.
4.2–4.4] and the references therein. The constant κ1 is provided in [CG14a, CG14b, CZZ20].
The design of the conforming companion J : CR1

0pT q Ñ S5
0pT q :“ P5pT q X C0pΩq with (J1)–

(J4) is a straightforward generalization of [CGS15, Prop. 2.3] to 3D. The arguments in [CGS15,
Prop. 2.3] can be localized [CEHL12, Thm. 5.1] and lead with [CBJ02, Thm. 3.2],[CGS13,
Thm. 4.9] to (J2) and (J4).
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2.4.2. Morley finite elements for the bi-Laplacian (m “ 2)

Given the shape-regular triangulation T P T, let E (resp. EpΩq or EpBΩq) denote the set of all
(resp. interior or boundary) edges. Let FpEq :“ tF P F : E Ă F u denote the set of all faces
containing the edge E P E . For any face F P F , let νF denote the unit normal with fixed
orientation and r ‚ sF the jump across F . The model problem with m “ 2 approximates the
Dirichlet eigenvectors u P H2

0 pΩq of the bi-Laplacian ∆2u “ λu in the discrete Morley finite
element space [Mor68, MX06]

V pT q :“ MpT q :“
!
v P P2pT q : ´

ż

E

rvsF ds “ 0 for all E P E and F P FpEq,

and ´
ż

F

r∇vsF ¨ νF dσ “ 0 for all F P F
)
.

Given the nodal basis functions ΦE,ΦF for any E P E and F P F (see [CP21, Eq. (2.1)–(2.2)]
for details), the standard interpolation operator [CG14a, Gal15a, CP20, CP21] reads

IM pvq :“
ÿ

EPEpΩq

ˆ
´
ż

E

v ds

˙
φE `

ÿ

FPFpΩq

ˆ
´
ż

F

∇v ¨ νF dσ

˙
φF for any v P H2

0 pΩq `MppT q.

The operator IM satisfies (I1)–(I4) with κ2 :“ κ1{π`
a

p3κ21 ` 2κ1q{80 as discussed in [CP20,
CP21]; κ2 is provided in [CG14a, CP21].
There exists a conforming companion J :MpT q Ñ V based on the Hsieh-Clough-Tocher FEM
[Cia78, Chap. 6] with (J1)–(J4) in [Gal15a, VZ19, CP20] in 2D and on the Worsey-Farin FEM
[WF87] with (J1)–(J3) in [CP21] in 3D. Since the arguments in the proof of (J2) in [CP21,
Thm. 3.1.b] are local, (J4) follows in 3D as well.

3. Medius analysis

This section shows that (I1)–(I2) and (J1)–(J3) lead to best-approximation and error estimates
in weaker Sobolev norms.

3.1. Main result and layout of the proof

Throughout this paper, k P N is the number of a simple exact eigenvalue λ ” λk. The aim of
this section is the proof of Theorem 3.1 with } ‚ }δ defined in (3.1) below.

Theorem 3.1 (best-approximation). Let pλ, uq P R
` ˆ V denote the k-th continuous

eigenpair of (1.1) with a simple eigenvalue λ ” λk and }u}L2pΩq “ 1. There exist ε5 ą 0 and
C0 ą 0 such that, for all T P Tpε5q :“ tT P T : hmax ď ε5u, there exists a discrete eigenpair
pλh,uhq P R

` ˆ Vh of number k of (1.2) with λh ” λhpkq, uh “ pupw, uncq, }unc}L2pΩq “ 1,
and bpu, uncq ą 0 such that

(a) λhpkq is a simple algebraic eigenvalue of (3.3) with λk{2 ď λhpkq,

(b) λhpjq ď λj for all j “ 1, . . . , k ` 1,

(c) |λ´ λh| ` ~u´ unc~2
pw ` h´2σ

max}u´ unc}2L2pΩq ` }unc}2δ ď C0~u´ Iu~2
pw.

Some comments on related results and an outline of the proof of Theorem 3.1 are in order
before Subsections 3.2–3.5 provide details.
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Remark 3.2 (known convergence results) The analysis in [CP21] (§ 2.3.3 for m “ 1 and
Thm. 1.2 for m “ 2) guarantees the convergence of the eigenvalues λh to λ and the com-
ponent upw P PmpT q to u P V . The assumption that λ “ λk is a simple eigenvalue of (1.1)
and the convergence λhpkq ” λh Ñ λ as hmax Ñ 0 lead to the existence of ε0 ą 0 such
that the number M :“ dimpPmpT qq of discrete eigenvalues of (1.2) is larger than k ` 1 and
λhpk ´ 1q ă λhpkq ” λh ă λhpk ` 1q as well as λk{2 ď λhpkq for all T P Tpε0q. Then the
eigenfunction uh “ pupw, uncq P Vhzt0u is unique.

The convergence analysis in [CP21] displays convergence of the eigenvector upw P PmpT q but
not for the nonconforming component unc P V pT q. This section focusses on the convergence
analysis for unc P V pT q. Recall that k P N is fixed and pλ, uq denotes the k-th eigenpair of (1.1)
with a simple eigenvalue λ ” λk ą 0 and }u}L2pΩq “ 1. Set ε1 :“ mintε0, p2λk`1κ

2
mq´1{p2mqu

and suppose T P Tpε1q. Let pλh,uhq denote the k-th discrete eigenpair in (1.2) with λh ”
λhpkq ą 0, uh “ pupw, uncq P Vh, }unc}L2pΩq “ 1, and bpu, uncq ě 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.a. This follows from Remark 3.2 for ε1 :“ mintε0, p2λk`1κ
2
mq´1{p2mqu. l

Proof of Theorem 3.1.b. The choice ε1 :“ mintε0, p2λk`1κ
2
mq´1{p2mqu implies for all j “

1, . . . , k that λjκ
2
mh

2m
max ď λk`1κ

2
mε

2m
1 “ 1{2. Hence (1.3) proves Theorem 3.1.b. l

Remark 3.3 (weight δ) The piecewise constant weight δ P P0pT q in the weighted L2 norm
} ‚ }δ :“ }

?
δ ‚ }L2pΩq on the left-hand side of Theorem 3.1.c reads

δ :“ 1

1 ´ λhκ2mh
2m
T

´ 1 “ λhκ
2
mh

2m
T

1 ´ λhκ2mh
2m
T

“ λhκ
2
mh

2m
T p1 ` δq P P0pT q. (3.1)

Notice that hmax ď ε1 implies δ ď δmax :“ p1 ´ λhκ
2
mh

2m
maxq´1 ´ 1 ď 1. The constant

Cδ :“ 2λκ2m satisfies δ ď Cδh
2m
T

ď Cδh
2m
max (because λh ď λ from Theorem 3.1.b) and δ

converges to zero as the maximal mesh-size hmax Ñ 0 approaches zero.

Remark 3.4 (related work) This section extends the analysis in [CGS15, Section 2–3] to a
simultaneous analysis of the Crouzeix-Raviart and Morley FEM and to the extra-stabilized
discrete eigenvalue problem (EVP) (1.2) and to 3D.

Remark 3.5 (equivalent problem) Since λhκ
2
mh

2m
max ď λk`1κ

2
mε

2m
1 “ 1{2, (1.2) is equivalent to

a reduced rational eigenvalue problem that seeks pλh, uncq P R
` ˆ pV pT qzt0uq with

apwpunc, vncq “ λh

´ unc

1 ´ λhκ2mh
2m
T

, vnc

¯
L2pΩq

for all vnc P V pT q (3.2)

and upw “ p1 ´ λhκ
2
mh

2m
T

q´1unc [CP21, Prop. 2.5, § 2.3.3].

Outline of the proof of Theorem 3.1.c. The outline of the proof of Theorem 3.1.c pro-
vides an overview and clarifies the various steps for a reduction of ε1 to ε5, before the technical
details follow in the subsequent subsections. The coefficient p1´λhκ

2
mh

2m
T

q´1 “ 1`δ P P0pT q
with λh ” λhpkq on the right-hand side of (3.2) is frozen in the intermediate EVP.

Definition 3.6 (intermediate EVP). Recall p ‚ , ‚ q1`δ :“ pp1 ` δq ‚ , ‚ qL2pΩq. Let pµ, φq P
R

` ˆ V pT qzt0u solve the (algebraic) eigenvalue problem

apwpφ, vncq “ µpφ, vncq1`δ for all vnc P V pT q. (3.3)
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The two coefficient matrices in (3.3) are SPD and there existN :“ dimV pT q (algebraic) eigen-
pairs pµ1, φ1q, . . . , pµN , φN q of (3.3). The eigenvectors φ1, . . . , φN are p ‚ , ‚ q1`δ-orthonormal
and the eigenvalues µ1 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď µN are enumerated in ascending order counting multiplicities.

Since λh is an eigenvalue of the rational problem (3.2), λh P tµ1, . . . , µNu belongs to the
eigenvalues of (3.3). Lemma 3.9 below guarantees the convergence |µj ´λhpjq| Ñ 0 as hmax Ñ
0 for j “ 1, . . . , k`1. Hence there exist positive ε2 ď mint1{2, ε1u andM6 such that T P Tpε2q
implies

(H1) µk “ λhpkq is a simple algebraic eigenvalue of (3.3),

(H2) max
j“1,...,N

j ­“k

λk

|λk ´ µj|
ď M6.

The intermediate EVP and the following associated source problem allow for the control of
the extra-stabilization.

Definition 3.7 (auxiliary source problem). Let znc P V pT q denote the solution to

apwpznc, vncq “ pλu, vncq1`δ for all vnc P V pT q. (3.4)

For any T P Tpε2q, Subsection 3.3 below provides C1, C2 ą 0 that satisfy

}u´ unc}L2pΩq ď C1}u´ znc}L2pΩq, (3.5)

C´1
2 }u´ znc}L2pΩq ď hσmax~u´ znc~pw ` }δλu}L2pΩq. (3.6)

The proof of (3.5) in Subsection 3.3 extends [CGS15, Lem. 2.4]. The proof of (3.6) utilizes
another continuous source problem with the right-hand side u ´ Jznc. For all T P Tpε2q,
Subsection 3.4 below provides a constant C3 ą 0 such that

C´1
3 ~u´ znc~pw ď ~u´ Iu~pw ` }δλu}L2pΩq. (3.7)

The proof of (3.7) below rests upon a decomposition of ~u´ znc~2
pw into terms controlled by

the conditions (I1)–(I2) and (J1)–(J3). Since hmax ď 1, the combination of (3.5)–(3.7) reads

}u´ unc}L2pΩq ď C1C2

`
C3h

σ
max~u´ Iu~pw ` p1 `C3q}δλu}L2pΩq

˘
. (3.8)

The control of }δλu}L2pΩq on the right-hand side of (3.8) consists of two steps and leads to

c1 :“ 2λ2κ2mC1C2p1 ` C3q and ε3 :“ mintε2, p2c1q´1{2mu. A triangle inequality }δλu}L2pΩq ď
}δλpu´uncq}L2pΩq `}δλunc}L2pΩq, the estimate δ ď 2λκ2mh

2m
max in Remark 3.3, and (3.8) imply

}δλu}L2pΩq ď c1C3h
2m
max

1 ` C3

hσmax~u´ Iu~pw ` c1h
2m
max}δλu}L2pΩq ` }δλunc}L2pΩq.

The choice of ε3 shows c1h
2m
max}δλu}L2pΩq ď }δλu}L2pΩq{2 for any T P Tpε3q. Therefore

}δλu}L2pΩq ď C3{p1 ` C3qhσmax~u´ Iu~pw ` 2}δλunc}L2pΩq. (3.9)

Notice that }δunc}L2pΩq ď 2λκ2mh
m
max}hm

T
unc}L2pΩq (from Remark 3.3) allows for the applica-

tion of an efficiency estimate

C´1
4 }hmT unc}L2pΩq ď hmmax}u´ unc}L2pΩq ` λ´1~u´ Iu~pw (3.10)

9
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based on Verführt’s bubble-function methodology [Ver13]; see Subsection 3.4 for the proof of
(3.10). Abbreviate c2 :“ 4λ2κ2mC1C2p1 ` C3qC4 and C5 :“ 2C1C2

`
2C3 ` 4λκ2mp1 ` C3qC4

˘
.

The combination of (3.9)–(3.10) controls }δλu}L2pΩq in (3.8) and shows

}u´ unc}L2pΩq ď C5

2
hσmax~u´ Iu~pw ` c2h

2m
max}u´ unc}L2pΩq. (3.11)

The choice ε4 :“ mintε3, p2c2q´1{2mu ă 1 shows c2h
2m
max}u ´ unc}L2pΩq ď }u ´ unc}L2pΩq{2 for

T P Tpε4q. This and (3.11) show the central estimate in Theorem 3.1.c

}u´ unc}L2pΩq ď C5h
σ
max~u´ Iu~pw. (3.12)

Note that (3.12) and (I2) imply the convergence }u ´ unc}L2pΩq Ñ 0 as hmax Ñ 0. This and
some ε5 ď ε4 ensures bpu, uncq ą 0 for all T P Tpε5q. Based on this outline, it remains to prove
(3.5)–(3.7), (3.10), and (3.12) and to identify C0, . . . , C4 below. The remaining estimates in
Theorem 3.1.c follow in Subsection 3.5.

3.2. Intermediate EVP

Recall ε1 :“ mintε0, p2λk`1κ
2
mq´1{p2mqu and that pλh,uhq denotes the k-th eigenpair of (1.2)

with λh ” λhpkq ą 0, uh “ pupw, uncq P Vh, }unc}L2pΩq “ 1, and bpu, uncq ě 0. Recall the
intermediate EVP (3.3) and that pλh, uncq P R

` ˆ V pT q solves the rational EVP (3.2).

Remark 3.8 (} ‚ }1`δ « } ‚ }L2pΩq) The weighted norm } ‚ }1`δ is equivalent to the L2-norm.
Since λhκ

2
mε

2m
1 ă λk`1κ

2
mε

2m
1 ď 1{2 and 1 ď p1 ` δq|T ď 2 for all T P T P Tpε1q, }vnc}L2pΩq ď

}vnc}1`δ ď
?
2}vnc}L2pΩq holds for any vnc P V pT q. l

Lemma 3.9 (comparison of (1.2) with (3.3)). Given T P Tpε1q, let λhpjq denote the j-th
eigenvalue of (1.2), and µj the j-th eigenvalue of (3.3) for any j “ 1, . . . , k ` 1. Then

p1 ´ λk`1κ
2
mh

2m
maxqµj ď p1 ´ λhpjqκ2mh2mmaxqµj ď λhpjq ď µj ` 2λ2hκ

2
mh

2m
max. (3.13)

The upper bound λhpjq ď µj ` 2λ2hκ
2
mh

2m
max holds for all j “ 1, . . . , N ; N :“ dimV pT q.

Proof of the upper bound. Since the eigenfunctions φ1, . . . , φN of (3.3) are p ‚ , ‚ q1`δ-ortho-
normal, apwpφj , φℓq “ µjδjℓ and pφj , φℓq1`δ “ δjℓ for all j, ℓ “ 1, . . . , N . Set ψj :“ p1 `
δqφj and Uj :“ spantpψ1, φ1q, . . . , pψj , φjqu Ă Vh. Since bpψj , φℓq “ pφj , φℓq1`δ “ δjℓ, the
functions φ1, . . . , φN are linear independent and so dimpUjq “ j for any j “ 1, . . . , N . The
discrete min-max principle [SF08, Bof10] for the algebraic eigenvalue problem (1.2) shows

λhpjq ď max
vhPUjzt0u

ahpvh,vhq{bhpvh,vhq. (3.14)

The maximum in (3.14) is attained for some vh “ pψ, φq P Ujzt0u with φ “ řj
ℓ“1 αℓφℓ P

V pT q, ψ “ řj
ℓ“1 αℓψℓ “ p1 ` δqφ P PmpT q, and 1 “ }φ}21`δ “ řj

ℓ“1 α
2
ℓ . Then bhpvh,vhq “

}p1`δqφ}2
L2pΩq ě 1 and ahpvh,vhq “ ~φ~2

pw`}κ´1
m h´m

T
pψ´φq}2

L2pΩq. Since apwpφj , φℓq “ µjδjℓ

for ℓ, j “ 1, . . . , N ,
řj

ℓ“1 α
2
ℓ “ 1 implies ~φ~2

pw “ řj
ℓ“1 α

2
ℓµℓ ď µj . Since δ “ λhκ

2
mh

2m
T

p1` δq
a.e. in Ω, the stabilization term in ah reads

}κ´1
m h´m

T
pψ ´ φq}2L2pΩq “ }κ´1

m h´m
T

δφ}2L2pΩq “ λ2hκ
2
m}hmT p1 ` δqφ}2L2pΩq.

10
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The bound 1 ` δ ď 2 from Remark 3.3 and }φ}1`δ “ 1 imply }hm
T

p1 ` δqφ}2
L2pΩq ď 2h2mmax.

Consequently, }κ´1
m h´m

T
pψ ´ φq}2

L2pΩq ď 2λ2hκ
2
mh

2m
max. The substitution of the resulting esti-

mates bhpvh,vhq ě 1 and ahpvh,vhq ď µj ` 2λ2hκ
2
mh

2m
max in (3.14) concludes the proof of

λhpjq ď µj ` 2λ2hκ
2
mh

2m
max in (3.13) for j “ 1, . . . , N . l

Proof of the lower bound. This situation is similar to [CZZ20, Thm. 6.4] and adapted below
for completeness. For j “ 1, . . . , k ` 1, let pλhpjq,φhpjqq P R

` ˆ Vh denote the first bh-
orthonormal eigenpairs of (1.2) with φhpjq “ pφpwpjq, φncpjqq. The test functions pvnc, vncq P
V pT q ˆ V pT q Ă Vh and pvpw, 0q P Vh in (1.2) show

apwpφncpjq, vncq “ λhpjqbpφpwpjq, vncq and φpwpjq ´ φncpjq “ λhpjqκ2mh2mT φpwpjq. (3.15)

For ξ “ pξ1, . . . , ξjq P R
j with

řj
ℓ“1 ξ

2
ℓ “ 1, set

vnc :“
jÿ

ℓ“1

ξℓφncpℓq, vpw :“
jÿ

ℓ“1

ξℓφpwpℓq, and wpw :“
jÿ

ℓ“1

ξℓλhpℓqφpwpℓq.

Since pφpwpαq, φpwpβqqL2pΩq “ δαβ for α, β “ 1, . . . , k ` 1, }vpw}L2pΩq “ 1 and }wpw}L2pΩq “břj
ℓ“1 ξ

2
ℓλhpℓq2 ď λhpjq. The combination of this with (3.15) and a Cauchy-Schwarz in-

equality leads to ~vnc~2
pw “ bpwpw, vncq ď λhpjq}vnc}L2pΩq and vpw ´ vnc “ κ2mh

2m
T
wpw. This

and a reverse triangle inequality result in

0 ă 1 ´ λhpjqκ2mh2mmax ď 1 ´ κ2mh
2m
max}wpw}L2pΩq ď }vpw ´ κ2mh

2m
T wpw}L2pΩq “ }vnc}L2pΩq.

(3.16)

This holds for all vnc P Uj :“ spantφncp1q, . . . , φncpjqu Ă V pT q with coefficients pξ1, . . . , ξjq P
R
j of Euclidean norm one. Hence dimpUjq “ j and the discrete min-max principle [SF08,

Bof10] for (3.3) show

µj ď max
vncPUjzt0u

~vnc~2
pw{}vnc}21`δ. (3.17)

Let vnc “ řj
ℓ“1 αℓφncpℓq P Uj denote a maximizer in (3.17) with

řj
ℓ“1 α

2
ℓ “ 1. The combina-

tion of ~vnc~2
pw ď λhpjq}vnc}L2pΩq, (3.16)–(3.17), and }vnc}L2pΩq ď }vnc}1`δ from Remark 3.8

provides

µj ď
~vnc~2

pw

}vnc}21`δ

ď
~vnc~2

pw

}vnc}2L2pΩq

ď λhpjq
1 ´ λhpjqκ2mh2mmax

.

Recall λhpjq ď λhpk ` 1q ď λk`1 from the lower bound property (1.3) to conclude the proof
of the associated lower bound for all j “ 1, . . . , k. l

The subsequent corollaries adapt the notation µj, λhpjq, λj from Lemma 3.9.

Corollary 3.10. For any j “ 1, . . . , k` 1, it holds |µj ´ λhpjq| ` |µj ´λj | Ñ 0 as hmax Ñ 0.

Proof. The a priori convergence analysis [CP21, Thm. 1.2] implies limhmaxÑ0 λhpjq Ñ λj .
Lemma 3.9 shows |λhpjq ´ µj| ď h2mmaxκ

2
mmaxt2λ2h, λhpjqµju Ñ 0 as hmax Ñ 0. l

Corollary 3.11. There exists 0 ă ε2 ď mint1{2, ε1u such that (H1)–(H2) hold for T P Tpε2q.

Proof. Corollary 3.10 and λh “ λhpkq P tµ1, . . . , µNu lead to εa ą 0 such that λh “ λhpkq “
µk has the correct index k for all T P Tpεaq. It also leads to some εb ą 0 such that µk´1 ă
µk ă µk`1 for all T P Tpεbq. Then ε2 :“ mint1{2, ε1, εa, εbu and T P Tpε2q imply (H1)–(H2).l
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3.3. Proof of (3.5)–(3.6) for the L
2 error control

Recall M6 from (H2), δ from Remark 3.3, the norm equivalence from Remark 3.8, and the
auxiliary source problem (3.4).

Proof of (3.5). Recall the following straightforward result from [CGS15, Eq. (2.8)]: Any
u, v P L2pΩq with }u}L2pΩq “ }v}L2pΩq “ 1 satisfy

`
1 ` bpu, vq

˘
}u´ v}2L2pΩq “ 2min

tPR
}u´ tv}2L2pΩq.

This, a triangle inequality, t :“ pznc, uncq1`δ}φk}2
L2pΩq, and vnc :“ znc ´ tunc lead to

2´1{2}u´ unc}L2pΩq ď }u´ tunc}L2pΩq ď }u´ znc}L2pΩq ` }vnc}L2pΩq. (3.18)

Since the eigenvectors φ1, . . . , φN of (3.3) are p ‚ , ‚ q1`δ-orthonormal and form a basis of V pT q,
there exist Fourier coefficients α1, . . . , αN P R with vnc “ řN

j“1 αjφj and }vnc}21`δ “ řN
j“1 α

2
j .

Since pλh, uncq solves (3.2), (H1) implies unc P spantφku with }unc}L2pΩq “ 1. Hence unc “
˘φk{}φk}L2pΩq, t “ ˘pznc, φkq1`δ}φk}L2pΩq, and punc, φkq1`δ “ ˘}φk}´1

L2pΩq
. Consequently,

αk “ pvnc, φkq1`δ “ pznc, φkq1`δ ´ tpunc, φkq1`δ “ 0.

Since punc, φjq1`δ “ 0 for all j “ 1, . . . , N with j ­“ k, αj “ pvnc, φjq1`δ “ pznc, φjq1`δ. Since
φj is an eigenvector in (3.3) and znc solves (3.4), it follows

αj “ pznc, φjq1`δ “ 1

µj
apwpznc, φjq “ λ

µj
pu, φjq1`δ .

Hence pu´ znc, φjq1`δ “ pµj{λ´ 1qαj . These values for the coefficients αj and the separation
condition (H2) imply

}vnc}21`δ “
ÿ

j‰k

α2
j “

ÿ

j‰k

ˇ̌
ˇ λ

µj ´ λ

ˇ̌
ˇ|αj ||pu ´ znc, φjq1`δ| ď M6

ÿ

j‰k

pu ´ znc, α
1
jφjq1`δ

for a sign in α1
j P t˘αju such that |pu ´ znc, αjφjq1`δ | “ pu ´ znc, α

1
jφjq1`δ and with the

abbreviation
ř

j‰k “ řN
j“1,j‰k. This and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality show

M´1
6 }vnc}21`δ ď

´
u´ znc,

ÿ

j‰k

α1
jφj

¯
1`δ

ď }u´ znc}1`δ}vnc}1`δ.

The norm equivalence in Remark 3.8 proves }vnc}L2pΩq ď }vnc}1`δ ď
?
2M6}u ´ znc}L2pΩq.

This and (3.18) conclude the proof of (3.5) with C1 :“
?
2p1 `

?
2M6q. l

Proof of (3.6). Given the solution znc P V pT q to (3.4), let w P V :“ Hm
0 pΩq solve

apw,ϕq “ bpu ´ Jznc, ϕq for all ϕ P V. (3.19)

Since u ´ Jznc P V Ă L2pΩq, the elliptic regularity (2.1) guarantees w P Hm`σpΩq and

}w}Hm`σpΩq ď Cpσq}u ´ Jznc}L2pΩq. (3.20)

12
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The combination of (3.20) with Corollary 2.1.b shows

~w ´ Iw~pw ď phmax{πqσ}w}Hm`σpΩq ď Cpσqphmax{πqσ}u´ Jznc}L2pΩq. (3.21)

The test function ϕ “ u´ Jznc in the auxiliary problem (3.19) leads to

}u´ Jznc}2L2pΩq “ apu,w ´ JIwq ` apwpw, znc ´ Jzncq ` apu, JIwq ´ apwpw, zncq. (3.22)

Since (J1) asserts Ipw ´ JIwq “ 0, Corollary 2.1.c and a triangle inequality show

apu,w ´ JIwq “ apwpu, p1 ´ Iqpw ´ JIwqq ď ~u´ znc~pwp~w ´ Iw~pw ` ~Iw ´ JIw~pwq.

Then (J2) implies that apu,w ´ JIwq ď p1 ` M2q~w ´ Iw~pw~u ´ znc~pw. Corollary 2.3.c
proves for the second term in the right-hand side of (3.22) that

apwpw, znc ´ Jzncq ď M2~w ´ Iw~pw~u´ znc~pw.

Corollary 2.1.c ensures apwpw, zncq “ apwpIw, zncq. Since pλ, uq is an eigenpair of (1.1) and
znc satisfies (3.4), this implies

apu, JIwq ´ apwpw, zncq “ bpλu, JIwq ´ apwpIw, zncq “ λbpu, JIw ´ Iw ´ δIwq.

Corollary 2.3.b shows bpu, JIw ´ Iwq ď M2κ
2
mh

2m
max~u ´ znc~pw~w ´ Iw~pw. The discrete

Friedrichs inequality

}vnc}L2pΩq ď CdF~vnc~pw for all vnc P V pT q with CdF :“ CF p1 `M2q `M2h
m
max (3.23)

is a direct consequence of the Friedrichs inequality }v}L2pΩq ď CF ~v~ for any v P V and (J2);
cf. [CH17, Cor. 4.11] for details in case m “ 1; the proof for m “ 2 is analogous. This, (I2),
and the boundedness of Π0 imply C´1

dF }Iw}L2pΩq ď ~Iw~pw “ }Π0D
mw}L2pΩq ď }w}HmpΩq.

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality leads to

´bpλu, δIwq ď }δλu}L2pΩq}Iw}L2pΩq ď CdF}δλu}L2pΩq}w}Hm`σpΩq.

This bounds the last term on the right-hand side of (3.22). The substitution in (3.22) and
λκ2mh

2m
max ď 1{2 result in

}u´ Jznc}2L2pΩq ďp1 ` 5M2{2q~w ´ Iw~pw~u´ znc~pw ` CdF}δλu}L2pΩq}w}Hm`σpΩq.

This and (3.20)–(3.21) imply

Cpσq´1}u´ Jznc}L2pΩq ď phmax{πqσp1 ` 5M2{2q~u´ znc~pw ` CdF}δλu}L2pΩq.

Corollary 2.3.a implies }znc ´ Jznc}L2pΩq ď M2κmh
m
max~u ´ znc~pw. This, 0 ă σ ď 1 ď m,

hmax ă 1, and a triangle inequality show

}u´ znc}L2pΩq ď }Jznc ´ znc}L2pΩq ` }u´ Jznc}L2pΩq ď C2

`
hσmax~u´ znc~pw ` }δλu}L2pΩq

˘

with the constant C2 :“ max
 
Cpσqp1 ` 5M2{2q{πσ `M2κm, CpσqCdF

(
. l
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3.4. Proof of (3.7) and (3.10) for the energy error control

Recall δ from Remark 3.3 and that znc P V pT q solves (3.4).

Proof of (3.7). Elementary algebra with apwpznc, uq “ apwpznc, Iuq from Corollary 2.1.c shows

~u´ znc~2
pw “apu, u ´ JIuq ` apwpu, Jznc ´ zncq ` apu, JIu ´ Jzncq ` apwpznc, znc ´ Iuq.

(3.24)

Corollary 2.1.c and Corollary 2.3.c control the terms in the decomposition

apu, u ´ JIuq ` apwpu, Jznc ´ zncq “ apwpu, u ´ Iuq ` apwpu, Iu ´ JIuq ` apwpu, Jznc ´ zncq
ď p1 `M2q~u ´ Iu~2

pw `M2~u´ Iu~pw~u´ znc~pw.

Recall that pλ, uq is an eigenpair of (1.1) and znc satisfies (3.4). Consequently,

apu, JIu ´ Jzncq ` apwpznc, znc ´ Iuq “ bpλu, JIu ´ Jznc ` p1 ` δqpznc ´ Iuqq
“ λbpu, pJ ´ 1qpIu ´ zncqq ` λbpδu, znc ´ Iuq.

Corollary 2.3.b, κ2mλh
2m
max ď 1{2, and a triangle inequality show

λbpu, pJ ´ 1qpIu ´ zncqq ď M2{2~u ´ Iu~pwp~u´ Iu~pw ` ~u´ znc~pwq.

Since Cauchy-Schwarz and triangle inequalities show bpδλu, znc ´ Iuq ď }δλu}L2pΩqp}u ´
znc}L2pΩq ` }u´ Iu}L2pΩqq, (I1) provides the first and (3.6) the second estimate in

bpδλu, znc ´ Iuq ď}δλu}L2pΩqp}u ´ znc}L2pΩq ` κmh
m
max~u´ Iu~pwq

ď}δλu}L2pΩqpC2h
σ
max~u´ znc~pw `C2}δλu}L2pΩq ` κmh

m
max~u´ Iu~pwq.

Since hmmax~u´ Iu~pw ď hσmax~u´ znc~pw from Corollary 2.1.a, a weighted Young inequality
shows bpδλu, znc ´ Iuq ď ppC2 `κmq2h2σmax `C2q}δλu}2

L2pΩq ` ~u´ znc~2
pw{4. The substitution

of the displayed estimates in (3.24) shows

~u´ znc~2
pw ďp1 ` 3M2{2q~u´ Iu~2

pw ` 3M2{2~u´ Iu~pw~u´ znc~pw

` ppC2 ` κmq2h2σmax ` C2q}δλu}2L2pΩq ` ~u´ znc~2
pw{4.

This and 3M2{2~u ´ Iu~pw~u ´ znc~pw ď 9M2
2 {4~u ´ Iu~2

pw ` ~u´ znc~2
pw{4 conclude the

proof of (3.7) with C2
3 :“ 2maxt1 ` 3M2{2 ` 9M2

2{4, pC2 ` κmq2h2σmax ` C2u. l

Proof of (3.10). The proof of the efficiency estimate of the volume residual is based on
Verführt’s bubble-function methodology [Ver13], comparable to [BdVNS07, Thm. 2], [Gal15b,
Prop. 3.1], and given here for completeness. Let ϕz P S1pT q :“ P1pT qXCpΩq denote the nodal
basis function associated with the vertex z P V. For any T P T , let bT :“ 44m

ś
zPVpT q ϕ

m
z P

P4mpT q XW
m,8
0 pT q Ă V denote the volume-bubble-function with supppbT q “ T and }bT }8 “

1. An inverse estimate }p}L2pT q ď cb}p}bT for any polynomial p P PmpT q leads to

c´2
b }unc}2L2pT q ď }unc}2bT “ punc, uqbT ´ punc, u ´ uncqbT . (3.25)

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and }bT }8 “ 1 show punc, u ´ uncqbT ď }unc}L2pT q}u ´
unc}L2pT q. An integration by parts proves

ş
T
DmpbTuncqdx “ 0 since bTunc P Hm

0 pT q, i.e.,

14



Adaptive GLB with optimal rates

DmbTunc is L2-orthogonal to P0pT q. Recall that pλ, uq is an eigenpair of (1.1) and the sup-
port of bTunc is T . This, (I2), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality result in

λbpu, bTuncq “ apwpu, bTuncq “ pDmu,DmpbTuncqqL2pT q ď |u´ Iu|HmpT q|bTunc|HmpT q.

An inverse estimate for polynomials in P5mpT q with the constant cinv and the boundedness
of bT show λbpu, bTuncq ď cinvh

´m
T |u´ Iu|HmpT q}unc}L2pT q. This provides c

´2
b hmT }unc}L2pT q ď

hmT }u ´ unc}L2pT q ` cinvλ
´1|u ´ Iu|HmpT q for all T P T in (3.25). The sum over all T P T

concludes the proof of (3.10) with C4 “ c2b maxt1, cinvu. l

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.1.c

Proof of (3.12) for ε4 ą 0. Recall c1 :“ 2λ2κ2mC1C2p1 ` C3q and (3.8) as a result of (3.5)–
(3.7). A triangle inequality, Remark 3.3, and (3.8) show

}δλu}L2pΩq ď 2λ2κ2mh
2m
max}u´ unc}L2pΩq ` }δλunc}L2pΩq

ď c1C3h
2m
max

1 ` C3

hσmax~u´ Iu~pw ` c1h
2m
max}δλu}L2pΩq ` }δλunc}L2pΩq.

Since 0 ă ε3 :“ mintε2, p2c1q´1{2mu ensures c1h
2m
max ď 1{2 for all T P Tpε3q, the previous

displayed estimate reads }δλu}L2pΩq ď c1C3h
2m
max

1`C3
hσmax~u´Iu~pw`}δλu}L2pΩq{2`}δλunc}L2pΩq.

This implies (3.9). The bound (3.9) for }δλu}L2pΩq recasts (3.8) as

C´1
1 C´1

2 }u´ unc}L2pΩq ď 2C3h
σ
max~u´ Iu~pw ` 2p1 ` C3qλ}δunc}L2pΩq.

Remark 3.3 and (3.10) control the last term in

p2κ2mC4q´1}δunc}L2pΩq ď C´1
4 λhmmax}hmT unc}L2pΩq ď λh2mmax}u´ unc}L2pΩq ` hmmax~u´ Iu~pw.

Recall that c2 :“ 4λ2κ2mC1C2p1 ` C3qC4 and ε4 :“ mintε3, p2c2q´1{2mu ă 1 ensure c2h
2m
max ď

1{2. Hence the last term in (3.11) is ď }u´unc}L2pΩq{2 and can be absorbed. This concludes

the proof of (3.12) with C5 :“ 2C1C2

`
2C3 ` 4κ2mλp1 ` C3qC4

˘
. l

Recall 0 ă ε5 ď ε4 such that bpu, uncq ą 0 for any T P Tpε5q.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.c for ε5. Recall λh ď λ and }u}L2pΩq “ }unc}L2pΩq “ 1. The continuous
eigenpair pλ, uq in (1.1) satisfies λ “ ~u~2. The discrete eigenpair pλh, uncq solves (3.2) and
so λh “ ~unc~2

pw{}unc}21`δ with }unc}L2pΩq “ 1. Then

~u´ unc~2
pw “ λ´ 2apwpu, uncq ` λh}unc}21`δ and }unc}21`δ ´ 1 “ bpδunc, uncq “ }unc}2δ .

This and elementary algebra show for the left-hand side of Theorem 3.1.c that

LHS :“ λ´ λh ` ~u´ unc~2
pw ` }unc}2δ “ 2λ ´ 2apwpu, uncq ` p1 ` λhq}unc}2δ .

Since u is the eigenfunction in (1.1) and 2bpu, u ´ uncq “ }u ´ unc}2L2pΩq from }unc}L2pΩq “
1 “ }u}L2pΩq, it follows

λ “ λbpu, uncq ` λbpu, u ´ uncq “ λbpu, unc ´ Juncq ` apwpu, Juncq ` λ{2 }u´ unc}2L2pΩq.

15



Adaptive GLB with optimal rates

The combination of the last two displayed identities eventually leads to

LHS “p1 ` λhq}unc}2δ ` λ}u´ unc}2L2pΩq ` 2λbpu, unc ´ Juncq ` 2apwpu, Junc ´ uncq. (3.26)

Recall 2λκ2mh
2m
max ď 1. The combination of Remark 3.3 and (3.10) implies that

}unc}δ ď
?
2κmλ

1{2}hmT u}L2pΩq ď C4}u´ unc}L2pΩq `
a
2{λκmC4~u´ Iu~pw

and (3.12) controls }u´ unc}L2pΩq ď C5h
σ
max~u´ Iu~pw. Corollary 2.3.b asserts 2λbpu, unc ´

Juncq ď M2~u ´ Iu~pw~u ´ unc~pw. Corollary 2.3.c shows apwpu, Junc ´ uncq ď M2~u ´
Iu~pw~u´ unc~pw. Since λh ď λ, these estimates lead in (3.26) to

LHSď
`
p1`λqC2

4 pC5h
σ
max `

a
2{λκmq2 `λC2

5h
2σ
max

˘
~u´ Iu~2 `3M2~u´ Iu~pw~unc ´ u~pw.

A weighted Young inequality and the absorption of ~unc ´ u~2
pw{2 conclude the proof of

Theorem 3.1.c with C0 :“ maxtC2
5 , 2pp1`λqC2

4 pC5h
σ
max `

a
2{λκmq2 `λC2

5h
2σ
maxq ` 9M2

2 u. l

4. Optimal convergence rates

This section verifies some general axioms of adaptivity [CFPP14, CR17] sufficient for optimal
rates for AFEM4EVP and prepares the conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.

4.1. Stability and reduction

The 2-level notation of Table 4.1 concerns one coarse triangulation T P T and one fine tri-
angulation pT P TpT q. Let pλ, uq P R

` ˆ V denote the k-th continuous eigenpair of (1.1)
with a simple eigenvalue λ ” λk and the normalization }u}L2pΩq “ 1. Choose ε5 ą 0 as in

Theorem 3.1, suppose T P Tpε5q, and let pT P TpT q be any admissible refinement of T .

Definition 4.1 (2-level notation). Let pλh,uhq P R
` ˆVh (resp. ppλh, puhq P R

` ˆ pVh) with
uh “ pupw, uncq P Vh :“ PmpT qˆV pT q (resp. puh “ ppupw, puncq P pVh :“ PmppT qˆV ppT q) denote
the k-th discrete eigenpair of (1.2) with the simple algebraic eigenvalue λh ” λhpkq (resp.
pλh ” pλhpkq), the normalization }unc}L2pΩq “ 1 (resp. }punc}L2pΩq “ 1), and the sign convention

bpu, uncq ą 0 (resp. bpu, puncq ą 0). Recall phmax :“ max
TPpT hT ď hmax :“ maxTPT hT ď

ε5, λh, pλh ď λ from Theorem 3.1.b, and δ from Remark 3.3 with its analogue pδ :“ p1 ´
pλhκ2mh2mpT q´1 ´ 1 P P0ppT q on the fine level. The constant Cδ :“ 2λκ2m satisfies δ ď Cδh

2m
T

and

pδ ď Cδh
2m
pT . Recall the estimator η2pT q for any T P T from (1.4) and define pη2pT q, for any

T P pT with volume |T | and the set of faces pFpT q, by

pη2pT q :“ |T |2m{3}pλhpunc}2L2pT q ` |T |1{3
ÿ

FP pFpT q

}rDm
pwpuncsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q. (4.1)

The sum conventions η2pMq :“ ř
TPM η2pT q for M Ă T and pη2p xMq :“ ř

TP xM pη2pT q for
xM Ă pT from Table 4.1 apply throughout this section. Abbreviate the distance function

δ2pT , pT q :“ }λhunc ´ pλhpunc}2L2pΩq ` ~unc ´ punc~2
pw. (4.2)

Theorem 4.2 (stability and reduction). There exist Λ1,Λ2 ą 0, such that, for any T
and pT from Definition 4.1, the following holds
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pλh,uhq P R
` ˆ Vh k-th eigenpair in (1.2) ppλh, puhq P R

` ˆ pVh k-th eigenpair in (1.2)

with uh “ pupw, uncq P PmpT q ˆ V pT q with puh “ ppupw, puncq P PmppT q ˆ V ppT q
}unc}L2pΩq “ 1, bpu, uncq ą 0, λh ď λ }punc}L2pΩq “ 1, bpu, puncq ą 0, pλh ď λ

hmax :“ maxTPT hT phmax :“ max
TP pT hT

δ :“ p1 ´ λhκ
2
mh

2m
T

q´1 ´ 1 ď Cδh
2m
T

ď 1 pδ :“ p1 ´ pλhκ2mh2mpT q´1 ´ 1 ď Cδh
2m
pT ď 1

η2pT q from (1.4) for T P T pη2pT q from (4.1) for T P pT
η2pMq :“ ř

TPM η2pT q for M Ď T pη2p xMq :“ ř
TP xM pη2pT q for xM Ď pT

Table 4.1.: 2-level notation with respect to T P Tpεq (left) and an admissible refinement pT P TpT q
(right)

(A1) Stability.
∣

∣ηpT X pT q ´ pηpT X pT q
∣

∣ ď Λ1δpT , pT q,

(A2) Reduction. pηppT zT q ď 2´1{12ηpT zpT q ` Λ2δpT , pT q.

Proof. A reverse triangle inequality in R
L for the number L :“ |T X pT | of tetrahedra in T X pT

and one for each common tetrahedra T P T X pT and each of its faces F P FpT q lead to

ˇ̌
ηpT X pT q ´ pηpT X pT q

ˇ̌2 ď
ÿ

TPT X pT

´
|T |2m{3}λhunc ´ pλhpunc}2L2pT q

` |T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwpunc ´ puncqsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q

¯
.

The discrete jump control from [CR17, Lem. 5.2] with constant Cjcpℓq (that only depends on
the shape-regularity of T and the polynomial degree ℓ P N0) reads

ÿ

TPT

|T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rgsF }2L2pF q ď Cjcpℓq2}g}2L2pΩq for any g P PℓpT q.

The combination of the two displayed estimates concludes the proof of (A1) with Λ2
1 “

max
 
maxTPT0 |T |2m{3, Cjcp0q2

(
. For any tetrahedron K P T zpT , let pT pKq :“ tT P pT : T Ă

Ku denote its fine triangulation. The newest-vertex bisection guarantees |T | ď |K|{2 for the
volume |T | of any T P pT pKq. This, a triangle inequality, and pa`bq2 ď p1`βqa2`p1`1{βqb2
for a, b ě 0, β “ 21{6 ´ 1 ą 0 show

pη2ppT pKqq ď 2´1{6η2pKq ` p1 ` 1{βq
ÿ

TP pT pKq

´
|T |2m{3}λhunc ´ pλhpunc}2L2pKq

` |T |1{3
ÿ

FP pFpT q

}rDm
pwppunc ´ uncqsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q

¯
.

The summation over all K P T zpT and the above jump control conclude the proof of (A2)
with Λ2

2 “ 21{6{p21{6 ´ 1q max
 
maxTPT0 |T |2m{3, Cjcp0q2

(
. The arguments for (A1)–(A2) are

similiar for other problems; cf., e.g., [CKNS08, CFPP14, CR17, CH18] for more details. l
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4.2. Towards discrete reliability

Given the 2-level notation of Definition 4.1 with respect to T and pT , let R1 :“ tK P T :

DT P T zpT with distpK,T q “ 0u Ă T denote the set of coarse but not fine tetrahedra plus one
layer of coarse tetrahedra around. Lemma 4.3–4.5 prepare the proof of the discrete reliability
in Theorem 4.6 below. Let pI : V ` V ppT q Ñ V ppT q denote the interpolation operator on the
fine level of pT so that (I3) and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality show, for any v P V ` V ppT q and
any w P V ` V pT q ` V ppT q, that

|bppI ´ pIqv,wq| ď}pI ´ pIqv}
L2pT z pT q}w}

L2pT z pT q,

|apwppI ´ pIqv,wq| ď}Dm
pwpI ´ pIqv}

L2pT z pT q}D
m
pww}

L2pT z pT q.
(4.3)

Lemma 4.3 (distance control I). There exists C6 ą 0 such that any T P Tpε5q and the
difference e :“ punc ´ unc satisfy

C´1
6 ~e~2

pw ď }Dm
pwpunc´Juncq}2

L2pT z pT q
`}hmT λhunc}2L2pT z pT q

`}e}2L2pΩq`}δunc}2L2pΩq`}pδpunc}2L2pΩq.

Proof. Corollary 2.1.c shows apwpe, punc ´ Juncq “ apw
`
punc, punc ´ pIJunc

˘
´ apw

`
unc, Ippunc ´

Juncq
˘
. Since pλh, uncq and ppλh, puncq solve (3.2), this and (J1) lead to

apwpe, punc ´ Juncq “b
`pλhpunc, p1 ` pδqppunc ´ pIJuncq

˘
´ b

`
λhunc, p1 ` δqpIpunc ´ uncq

˘

“bppλhpunc ´ λhunc, eq ` bppλhpunc, pδeq ´ bpλhunc, δeq
` b

`pλhpunc, p1`pδqpunc ´ pIJuncq
˘

` b
`
λhunc, p1`δqppunc ´ Ipuncq

˘
. (4.4)

Elementary algebra with }unc}L2pΩq “ }punc}L2pΩq “ 1 shows (as, e.g., in [CG11, Lem. 3.1])

bppλhpunc ´ λhunc, eq “
pλh ` λh

2
}e}2L2pΩq `

pλh ´ λh

2
bppunc ` unc, punc ´ uncq “

pλh ` λh

2
}e}2L2pΩq.

Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities verify

bppλhpunc, pδeq ´ bpλhunc, δeq ď }e}L2pΩq

`pλh}pδpunc}L2pΩq ` λh}δunc}L2pΩq

˘
.

Since 1` pδ ď 2 and pλh ď λ from Table 4.1, the right inverse property (J1) and (4.3) result in

b
`
p1 ` pδqpλhpunc, unc ´ pIJunc

˘
“b

`
p1 ` pδqpλhpunc, pI ´ pIqJunc

˘

ď2}hmT λpunc}L2pT z pT q
}h´m

T
pI ´ pIqJunc}L2pT z pT q

.

The triangle inequality }hm
T
λpunc}L2pT z pT q ď hmmaxλ}e}L2pΩq ` }hm

T
λunc}L2pT z pT q and λ{λh ď 2

from Theorem 3.1.a imply }hm
T
λunc}L2pT z pT q

ď 2}hm
T
λhunc}L2pT z pT q

. Since the interpolation

operators I and pI satisfy (I3)–(I4), it follows that

}h´m
T

pI ´ pIqJunc}L2pT z pT q “ }h´m
T

p1 ´ IqpIJunc}L2pT z pT q ď κd}Dm
pwp1 ´ IqpIJunc}L2pT z pT q.

Recall Dm
pwunc P P0pT ;R3mq. The condition (I2) and the L2-orthogonal projections Π0 (resp.

pΠ0) onto P0pT q (resp. P0ppT q) lead to the estimate

κ´1
d }h´m

T
pI ´ pIqJunc}L2pT z pT q

ď }pΠ0 ´ pΠ0qDmJunc}L2pT z pT q
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“}pΠ0 ´ pΠ0qDm
pwpJunc ´ uncq}

L2pT z pT q ď }Dm
pwpJunc ´ uncq}

L2pT z pT q.

The estimate (4.3) and δ ď 1 from Table 4.1 imply the first inequality and (I4) and Corollary 2.1.a
the second in

b
`
λhunc, p1 ` δqppunc ´ Ipuncq

˘
“ b

`
λhunc, p1 ` δqppI ´ Iqpunc

˘

ď2}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q}h
´m
T

ppunc ´ Ipuncq}
L2pT z pT q ď 2κd}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q~e~pw.

The combination of the six previously displayed estimates and λh, pλh ď λ lead in (4.4) to

apwpe, punc ´ Juncq ď 2κd}Dm
pwpunc ´ Juncq}

L2pT z pT q

`
λhmmax}e}L2pΩq ` 2}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q

˘

`λ}e}L2pΩq

`
}e}L2pΩq ` }δunc}L2pΩq ` }pδpunc}L2pΩq

˘
` 2κd~e~pw}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q

.

Additionally, Corollary 2.3.c and (4.3) show

apwpe, Junc ´ uncq “ apwpp1 ´ Iqe, Junc ´ uncq “ apw
`
ppI ´ Iqpunc, Junc ´ unc

˘

ď }Dm
pwp1 ´ Iqe}

L2pT z pT q
}Dm

pwpunc ´ Juncq}
L2pT z pT q

.

Condition (I2) and the boundedness of Π0 show }Dm
pwp1´ Iqe}

L2pT z pT q
ď ~e~pw. This and the

combination of the two previously displayed estimates with a triangle inequality prove

~e~2
pw “apwpe, Junc ´ uncq ` apwpe, punc ´ Juncq

ď}Dm
pwpunc ´ Juncq}

L2pT z pT q

`
~e~pw ` 2κdλh

m
max}e}L2pΩq ` 4κd}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q

˘

` λ}e}L2pΩq

`
}e}L2pΩq ` }δunc}L2pΩq ` }pδpunc}L2pΩq

˘
` 2κd~e~pw}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q

ďp1 ` 4κ2d ` κ2dλ
2h2mmaxq}Dm

pwpunc ´ Juncq}2
L2pT z pT q

` }δunc}2L2pΩq ` }pδpunc}2L2pΩq

` p1 ` λ ` λ2{2q}e}2L2pΩq ` p1 ` 4κ2dq}hmT λhunc}2L2pT z pT q
` ~e~2

pw{2

with weighted Young inequalities in the last step. This concludes the proof with C6 :“
2maxt1 ` 4κ2d ` κ2dλ

2h2mmax, 1 ` λ` λ2{2u. l

4.2.1. Reliability and efficiency

A first consequence of Lemma 4.3 is the reliability of the error estimator ηpT q from (1.4).

Theorem 4.4 (reliability and efficiency). There exist Crel, Ceff , and ε6 ą 0 such that
C´1
eff ηpT q ď ~u´ unc~pw ď Crel ηpT q holds for T P Tpε6q.

Proof of reliability. Lemma 4.3 holds for any refinement pT P TpT q of T P Tpε5q and we may
consider a sequence pT “ pTℓ of uniform mesh-refinements of T . The reliability follows in the
limit as phmax Ñ 0 for ℓ Ñ 8 and ~u ´ punc~pw Ñ 0 from Theorem 3.1.c. The left-hand side

of Lemma 4.3 converges to C´1
6 ~u ´ unc~pw. On the right-hand side, }pδpunc}L2pΩq ď Cδ

ph2mmax

converges to zero and }e}L2pΩq Ñ }u´ unc}L2pΩq as phmax Ñ 0. Moreover the shape-regularity

hT ď Csr|T |1{3 for T P T P T, (J2), and }δunc}L2pΩq ď 2κ2mh
m
max}hmT λhunc}L2pΩq show

}Dm
pwpunc ´Juncq}2L2pΩq `}hmT λhunc}2L2pΩq `}δunc}2L2pΩq ď maxtM1, C

2m
sr p1`4κ4mh

2m
maxquη2pT q.
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For the remaining term on the right-hand side, (3.12) and Corollary 2.1.a show

C´1
5 }u´ unc}L2pΩq ď hσmax~u´ Iu~pw ď hσmax~u´ unc~pw.

A reduction to ε6 :“ mintε5, p2C2
5C6q´1{p2σqu such that C2

5C6h
2σ
max ď 1{2 allows for the

absorption of C2
5C6h

2σ
max~u ´ unc~2

pw ď ~u ´ unc~2
pw{2 and concludes the proof with C2

rel
:“

2C6 maxtM1, C
2m
sr p1 ` 4κ4mh

2m
maxqu. l

Proof of efficiency. The condition (J2) guarantees

M1{M2
2

ÿ

TPT

|T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwuncsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q ď min

vPV
~v ´ unc~2

pw ď ~u´ unc~2
pw.

The combination of |T |1{3 ď hT , λh ď λ, and the efficiency (3.10) with ~u ´ Iu~pw ď
~u´ unc~pw from Corollary 2.1.a implies that

ÿ

TPT

|T |2m{3}λhunc}2L2pT q ď }hmT λhunc}2L2pΩq ď 2C2
4

`
λ2h2mmax}u´ unc}2L2pΩq ` ~u´ unc~2

pw

˘
.

Theorem 3.1.c concludes the proof with C2
eff

:“ M2
2 {M1 ` 2C2

4 ` 2C2
4C0λ

2h2m`2σ
max . l

4.2.2. Discrete reliability

Lemma 4.5 (distance control II). There exists a constant C7 ą 0 such that }pλhpunc ´
λhunc}L2pΩq }̀punc´unc}L2pΩq }̀pδpunc}L2pΩq }̀δunc}L2pΩq ďC7h

σ
max~u´unc~pw ďC7Crelh

σ
maxηpT q

holds for any T P Tpε6q.

Proof. Triangle inequalities and the normalization }u}L2pΩq “ 1 show

}pλhpunc ´ λhunc}L2pΩq ďλh}u´ unc}L2pΩq ` pλh}u´ punc}L2pΩq ` |pλh ´ λh|.

Theorem 3.1.c and Corollary 2.1.b imply |λ´λh| ď C0~u´Iu~2
pw ď C0phmax{πq2σ}u}2

Hm`σpΩq.

Since the eigenfunction u P V in (1.1) solves the source problem with right-hand side λu P
L2pΩq, (2.1) implies }u}Hm`σpΩq ď Cpσq}λu}L2pΩq “ Cpσqλ. The same arguments apply to

|λ´ pλh|. This and phσmax~u´ pIu~pw ď hσmax~u´ Iu~pw result in

|pλh ´ λh| ď |λ´ λh| ` |λ ´ pλh| ď 2C0Cpσqλ{πσhσmax~u´ Iu~pw.

Recall λh, pλh ď λ, }δunc}L2pΩq ď Cδh
m
max}unc}δ, and }pδpunc}L2pΩq ď Cδ

phmmax}punc}pδ from Table 4.1.
The last two displayed estimates, a triangle inequality, and Theorem 3.1.c show

}pλhpunc ´ λhunc}L2pΩq ` }punc ´ unc}L2pΩq ` }pδpunc}L2pΩq ` }δunc}L2pΩq

ď 2
`
pC0Cpσqλ{πσ ` C

1{2
0 p1 ` λqqhσmax ` CδC

1{2
0 hmmax

˘
~u´ Iu~pw

with ~u ´ pIu~pw ď ~u ´ Iu~pw and phmax ď hmax. Since hmax ď ε6 ă 1 and 1{2 ă σ ď
1 ď m, Corollary 2.1.a concludes the proof of the first bound in Lemma 4.5 with C7 :“
2C0Cpσqλ{πσ ` 2C

1{2
0 p1 ` λ ` Cδq. The second claim follows from Theorem 4.4. l

Theorem 4.6 (discrete reliability). There exist constants Λ3, M3 ą 0 such that T P Tpε6q
with maximal mesh-size hmax ď ε6 (ε6 from Theorem 4.4) and ǫ3 :“ M3h

2σ
max imply
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(A3ε) Discrete reliability. δ2pT , pT q ď Λ3η
2pR1q ` ǫ3η

2pT q.

Proof. Recall that Lemma 4.3 shows

C´1
6 ~punc ´ unc~2

pw ď}Dm
pwpunc ´ Juncq}2

L2pT z pT q
` }hmT λhunc}2L2pT z pT q

` }punc ´ unc}2L2pΩq

` }pδpuh}2L2pΩq ` }δunc}2L2pΩq.

This and Lemma 4.5 lead with M3 :“ C2
7C

2
relmaxt1, C6u to

δ2pT , pT q “}pλhpunc ´ λhunc}2L2pΩq ` ~punc ´ unc~2
pw

ďC6}Dm
pwpunc ´ Juncq}2

L2pT z pT q
` C6}hmT λhunc}2L2pT z pT q

`M3h
2σ
maxη

2pT q.

The shape regularity hT ď Csr|T |1{3 for any T P T P T guarantees

}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q
ď Cm

sr |T |m{3}λhunc}L2pT z pT q
ď Cm

sr ηpT zpT q ď Cm
sr ηpR1q.

with T zpT Ă R1 in the last step. Remark 2.2 asserts

M´1
5 }Dm

pwpunc ´ Juncq}2
L2pT z pT q

ď
ÿ

TPR1

|T |1{3
ÿ

FPFpT q

}rDm
pwuncsF ˆ νF }2L2pF q ď η2pR1q.

The combination of the last three displayed inequalities concludes the proof of (A3ε) with
Λ3 :“ C6pC2m

sr `M5q. l

4.3. Quasiorthogonality

The quasiorthogonality in Theorem 4.7 below concerns the outcome pTjqjPN0
of AFEM4EVP.

Let uj P V pTjq abbreviate the nonconforming component of the discrete solution uj “
pupw, uncq “: pupw, ujq P PmpTjq ˆ V pTjq and λjpkq ď λ the associated eigenvalue from
AFEM4EVP on the level j P N0. Recall the distance

δ2pTj,Tj`1q “ }λjpkquj ´ λj`1pkquj`1}2L2pΩq ` ~uj ´ uj`1~2
pw

for the triangulations Tj and Tj`1. Set h0 :“ maxTPT0 hT and recall ε6 ą 0 from Theorem 4.4.

Theorem 4.7 (quasiorthogonality). For any 0 ă β ď C2
eff{C2

rel, there exist Λ4, rΛ4, and

ǫ4 :“ rΛ4pβ ` h2σ0 p1 ` β´1qq ą 0, such that T0 P Tpε6q implies that the output pηjqjPN0
and

pTjqjPN0
of AFEM4EVP satisfies

(A4ε) Quasiorthogonality.
ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

δ2pTj ,Tj`1q ď Λ4p1 ` β´1qη2ℓ ` ǫ4

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

η2j for any ℓ, L P N0.

The following Lemma 4.8 in the 2-level notation of Definition 4.1 prepares the proof of
Theorem 4.7 below.

Lemma 4.8 (2-level quasiorthogonality). There exists Cqo ą 0 such that, for T P Tpε6q,
apwpu ´ punc, unc ´ puncq ď Cqo

`
hσmax~u´ unc~pw ` }hmT λu}

L2pT z pT q

˘
~u´ punc~pw holds.
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Proof. Since pλh, uncq (resp. ppλh, puncq) solves (3.2) with respect to T and δ P P0pT q (resp. pT
and pδ P P0ppT q from Table 4.1), Corollary 2.1.c and elementary algebra show that

apwpunc ´ punc, u ´ puncq “ apw
`
unc, Ipu ´ puncq

˘
´ apw

`
punc, pIu ´ punc

˘

“b
`
λhuncp1 ` δq, Ipu ´ puncq

˘
´ b

`pλhpuncp1 ` pδq, pIu´ punc
˘

“b
`
λhuncp1 ` δq ´ pλhpuncp1 ` pδq, pIu´ punc

˘
`
`
λhunc, pI ´ pIqpu ´ puncq

˘
1`δ

. (4.5)

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, λh, pλh ď λ, and Lemma 4.5 in the last step prove

t1 :“ b
`
λhuncp1 ` δq ´ pλhpuncp1 ` pδq, pIu´ punc

˘

ď
´

}λhunc ´ pλhpunc}L2pΩq ` λh}δunc}L2pΩq ` pλh}pδpunc}L2pΩq

¯
}pIu´ punc}L2pΩq

ď maxt1, λuC7h
σ
max~u´ unc~pw}pIu´ punc}L2pΩq.

The discrete Friedrichs inequality (3.23) with respect to V ppT q, (I2), and the L2-projection
pΠ0 onto P0ppT q lead to

C´1
dF }pIu´ punc}L2pΩq ď ~pIu´ punc~pw “ }pΠ0D

m
pwpu ´ puncq}L2pΩq ď ~u´ punc~pw.

Consequently, t1 ď maxt1, λuC7CdFh
σ
max~u ´ unc~pw~u ´ punc~pw. Since 1 ` δ ď 2 from

Table 4.1, the arguments behind (4.3) also show

t2 :“
`
λhunc, pI ´ pIqpu ´ puncq

˘
1`δ

ď 2}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q}h
´m
T

pI ´ pIqpu ´ puncq}L2pΩq.

Since (I3) implies IppIuq “ Iu, (I2) and (I4) for I and (I2) for pI show }h´m
T

pI ´ pIqpu ´
puncq}L2pΩq “ }h´m

T
p1 ´ IqppIu ´ puncq}L2pΩq ď κd~p1 ´ IqpIpu ´ puncq~pw ď κd~u ´ punc~pw. On

the other hand, λh ď λ, a triangle inequality, (3.12), and Corollary 2.1.a imply

}hmT λhunc}L2pT z pT q ď }hmT λu}
L2pT z pT q ` λhmmax}u´ unc}L2pΩq

ď }hmT λu}
L2pT z pT q

` C5λh
m`σ
max ~u´ unc~pw.

Hence the upper bound t1 ` t2 in (4.5) is controlled and the above estimates lead to the
assertion with Cqo :“ maxt2κd,maxt1, λuC7CdF ` 2C5λh

m
maxκdu. l

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Recall that uj P V pTjq is the nonconforming component of the discrete
solution uj “ pupw, uncq “: pupw, ujq P PmpTjq ˆ V pTjq and that λjpkq ď λ is the associated
eigenvalue from AFEM4EVP on the j-th level for ℓ ď j ď ℓ ` L. Since Tj, Tj`1 P TpT0q for
ℓ ď j ď ℓ` L, Lemma 4.5 shows

δ2pTj,Tj`1q ď ~uj ´ uj`1~2
pw ` C2

7C
2
relh

2σ
0 η

2
j .

Elementary algebra, Lemma 4.8, and two weighted Young inequalities show

~uj ´ uj`1~2
pw´~u´ uj~2

pw ` ~u´ uj`1~2
pw “ 2apwpu ´ uj`1, uj ´ uj`1q

ď2Cqo

´
hσ0~u´ uj~pw ` }hmTjλu}L2pTjzTj`1q

¯
~u´ uj`1~pw

ď
2C2

qo

β
h2σ0 C

2
relη

2
j ` βC2

relη
2
j`1 `

2C2
qo

β
}hmTjλu}2L2pTjzTj`1q
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with Theorem 4.4 in the last step. Theorem 4.4 controls the telescoping sum

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

`
~u´ uj~2

pw ´ ~u´ uj`1~2
pw

˘
“ ~u´ uℓ~2

pw ´ ~u´ uℓ`L`1~2
pw ď C2

relη
2
ℓ ´ C2

effη
2
ℓ`L`1.

Since β ď C2
eff{C2

rel implies pβC2
rel ´C2

effq η2ℓ`L`1 ď 0, the last three displayed estimates show

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

δ2pTj,Tj`1q ď
ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

`
~u´ uj~2

pw ´ ~u´ uj`1~2
pw

˘
`
´´2C2

qo

β
` C2

7

¯
h2σ0 ` β

¯
C2
rel

ℓ`Lÿ

k“ℓ

η2j

` βC2
relη

2
ℓ`L`1 `

2C2
qo

β

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

}hmTjλu}2L2pTjzTj`1q (4.6)

ďC2
relη

2
ℓ `

´´2C2
qo

β
` C2

7

¯
h2σ0 ` β

¯
C2
rel

ℓ`Lÿ

k“ℓ

η2j `
2C2

qo

β

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

}hmTjλu}2L2pTjzTj`1q.

Recall that hTj |T :“ diampT q for any T P Tj and compare it with the piecewise constant

function h̃j P P0pTjq defined by h̃j |T :“ |T |1{3 ď hT ď Csr|T |1{3 (from shape-regularity) for
any T P Tj and j P N0. Then h̃j « hTj P P0pTjq and h̃j P P0pTjq satisfies the reduction h̃j`1 ď
h̃j{21{3 a.e. in the set of refined tetrahedra

Ť`
TjzTj`1

˘
. Hence h̃mj ď 2m{3?

4m{3´1

b
h̃2mj ´ h̃2mj`1

a.e. in
Ť`

TjzTj`1

˘
and

C´2m
sr

4m{3 ´ 1

4m{3

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

}hmTjλu}2L2pTjzTj`1q ď 4m{3 ´ 1

4m{3

ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

}h̃mj λu}2L2pTjzTj`1q

ď
ℓ`Lÿ

j“ℓ

›››
b
h̃2mj ´ h̃2mj`1λu

›››
2

L2pΩq
“
ż

Ω

ph̃2mℓ ´ h̃2mℓ`L`1qpλuq2dx ď }h̃mℓ λu}2L2pΩq.

Since h̃ℓ ď hTℓ ď h0 :“ maxTPT0 hT ď ε6, a triangle inequality implies

}h̃mℓ λu}2L2pΩq ď 2pλ{λℓpkqq2}h̃mℓ λℓpkquℓ}2L2pΩq ` 2λ2h2m0 }u´ uℓ}2L2pΩq.

Theorem 3.1.a and (1.4) show pλ{λℓpkqq2}h̃mℓ λℓpkquℓ}2L2pΩq ď 4η2ℓ . Corollary 2.1.a, Theorem 4.4,

and (3.12) imply }u ´ uℓ}2L2pΩq ď h2σ0 C
2
5C

2
relη

2
ℓ . The substitution in (4.6) concludes the proof

with Λ4 :“ maxtC2
rel, C

2
qoC

2m
sr

4m{3`1

4m{3´1
p4`h2m`2σ

0 C2
5C

2
relλ

2qu and rΛ4 :“ C2
relmaxt1, 2C2

qo, C
2
7u.l

5. Conclusion and comments

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proven properties (A1)–(A4ε) are the axioms of adaptivity in [CFPP14, CR17] and
known to imply (1.5). Compared to [CFPP14, CR17] the discrete reliability in Theorem 4.6
is extended in that (A3ε) includes the additional term M3h

2σ
maxη

2pT q. Minor modifications
of the arguments in [CFPP14, CR17] prove that (A1)–(A4ε) imply (1.5). This is stated and
proven as Theorem A.1 in Appendix A for some ε :“ ε7 ď ε6. l

5.2. Optimal convergence rates of the error

The reliability and efficiency in Theorem 4.4 provide the equivalence ~u ´ uℓ~pw « ηℓpTℓq.
This and Theorem 1.1 lead to optimal convergence rates for the error as well.
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5.3. Global convergence

This paper on the asymptotic convergence rates justifies that a small initial mesh-size guar-
antees the asymptotic convergence from the beginning. Although the reasons are presented
in several steps for ε0, . . . , ε7, the computation of ε7 may be cumbersome and a huge overes-
timation in practice. To guarantee global convergence without a priori knowledge of ε7, we
may modify the marking step in AFEM4EVP as follows: Enlarge the set Mℓ in AFEM4EVP
by one tetrahedron of maximal mesh-size in Tℓ. This guarantees that the maximal mesh-size
tends to zero as the level ℓ Ñ 8. Consequently there exists some L P N such that Tℓ P Tpε7q
for all ℓ “ L,L` 1, L` 2, . . . Relabel TL by T0 so that Theorem 1.1 leads to optimal conver-
gence rates for ηL, ηL`1, ηL`2, . . . , whence for the entire outcome of the adaptive algorithm.
However, the constant in the overhead control [Ste08, Thm. 6.1] depends on TL and this
possibly enlarges the equivalence constants in (1.5).

5.4. Numerical experiments

Numerical experiments in [CP21, CEP21] show an asymptotic convergences of AFEM4EVP
with θ “ 0.5 even for coarse initial triangulation and confirm the optimal convergence rates
of Theorem 1.1 even for one example with a multiple eigenvalue. The extension to eigenvalue
clusters requires an algorithm from [Gal15b, DHZ15, BGGG17]. This paper assumes exact
solve of the algebraic eigenvalue problem (1.2), but perturbation results in numerical linear
algebra [Par98] can be included as in [CG12].
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A. Appendix – A review and extension of the axioms of adaptivity

The framework (A1)–(A4ε) in Section 4 is a modification of [CFPP14, CR17] with a more
general discrete reliability (A3ε). Theorem A.1 below proves that the modified axioms are
sufficient for optimal convergence rates of the AFEM algorithm with Dörfler marking and
newest-vertex bisection [CFPP14, Algorithm 2.2]. On level ℓ P N0 of the general purpose
adaptive algorithm AFEM there is given a regular triangulation Tℓ of Ω Ă R

n into closed
simplices and an undisplayed discrete problem with a discrete solution uℓ. These allow for
the computation of ηℓpT q for all T P Tℓ in the step compute. The step mark uses the sum
convention η2ℓ pMq :“ ř

TPM η2ℓ pT q for any M Ď Tℓ and η
2
ℓ
:“ η2ℓ pTℓq. The selection of a set

Mℓ with almost minimal cardinality in this step means that there exists a constant Λopt ě 1
such that the cardinality satisfies |Mℓ| ď Λopt|M‹

ℓ |, where M‹
ℓ Ă Tℓ denotes some set of

minimal cardinality |M‹
ℓ | with θη2ℓ ď ř

TPM‹
ℓ
η2ℓ pT q; cf. [Ste07, CFPP14, CR17] for details;

this is more general than in AFEM4EVP, which utilizes a minimal set Mℓ with Λopt “ 1
constructed at linear cost in [PP20].

AFEM4EVP
Input: regular initial triangulation T0 of Ω Ă R

n and bulk parameter 0 ă θ ď 1
for ℓ “ 0, 1, 2, . . . do

Solve the discrete problem for the discrete solution uℓ based on Tℓ
Compute ηℓpT q for any T P Tℓ with respect to the discrete solution
Mark almost minimal subset Mℓ Ď Tℓ with θη

2
ℓ ď η2ℓ pMℓq

Refine Tℓ with newest vertex bisection to compute Tℓ`1 with Mℓ Ď TℓzTℓ`1 od

Output: sequence of triangulations pTℓqℓPN0
with puℓqℓPN0

and pηℓqℓPN0

This appendix is written in a self-contained way based on the set T :“ TpT0q of all admissible
triangulation computed by successive newest-vertex bisection [Ste08, GSS14] of a regular ini-
tial triangulation T0 (plus some initialization of tagged n-simplices) of the bounded polyhedral
Lipschitz domain Ω Ă R

n into closed simplices and the subset TpT q of admissible refinements
of T P T. For N P N0, set TpNq :“ tT P T : |T | ď |T0| `Nu. To analyse the error estimates
ηℓpTℓq and their rates and in particular to compare with error estimators ηpT , ‚ q for any
admissible triangulation T P T, we need to assume that the error estimators are computable
for any T P T. This leads to a family ηpT , ‚ q P R

T of error estimators parametrized by T P T

with ηpT ,Kq ě 0 for all K P T . For any subset M Ď T P T, the sum convention reads

η2pT ,Mq :“
`
ηpT ,Mq

˘2
:“

ÿ

TPM

η2pT , T q and η2pT q :“ ηpT ,T q. (1)

For any triangulation Tℓ in the AFEM algorithm, we abbreviate ηℓp ‚ q :“ ηpTℓ, ‚ q and ηℓ :“
ηℓpTℓq ” ηpTℓ,Tℓq. Recall the Axioms (A1)–(A4ε) with constants Λ1, Λ2, Λ3, pΛ3, Λ4, Λref ,
ǫ3, ǫ4 ą 0, and 0 ă ρ2 ă 1 for convenient reading. For any T P T and admissible refinement
pT P TpT q, there exists a set RpT , pT q Ď T with T zpT Ă RpT , pT q and |RpT , pT q| ď Λref |T zpT |,
such that T P T, pT P TpT q, RpT , pT q, and the output pTkqkPN0

and pηkqkPN0
of AFEM satisfy

(A1)–(A4ε).

(A1) Stability.
∣

∣ηpT ,T X pT q ´ ηppT ,T X pT q
∣

∣ ď Λ1δpT , pT q.

(A2) Reduction. ηppT , pT zT q ď ρ2ηpT ,T zpT q ` Λ2δpT , pT q.
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(A3ε) Discrete reliability. δ2pT , pT q ď Λ3η
2pT ,RpT , pT qq ` pΛ3η

2ppT q ` ǫ3η
2pT q.

(A4ε) Quasiorthogonality.
ℓ`mÿ

j“ℓ

δ2pTj ,Tj`1q ď Λ4η
2
ℓ ` ǫ4

ℓ`mÿ

j“ℓ

η2j for any ℓ,m P N0.

Theorem A.1 below contains smallness assumptions for the constants pΛ3, ǫ3, and ǫ4. In a
typical application such as Theorem 1.1 the quantities pΛ3, ǫ3, ǫ4 contain a power of the initial
mesh-size h0 :“ maxTPT0 hT such that the assumptions are satisfied for a sufficiently fine initial
triangulation T0. Given ǫ3 ă Λ´2

1 , set Θ :“ p1 ´ Λ2
1ǫ3q{p1 ` Λ2

1Λ3q. Any choice of µ and ξ

with 0 ă µ ă ρ´2
2 ´ 1 and 0 ă ξ ă p1 ´ p1 ` µqρ22qΘ{p1 ´ Θq implies

ρ12 :“ Θρ22p1 ` µq ` p1 ´ Θqp1 ` ξq ă 1 and Λ12 :“ p1 ` 1{ξqΛ2
1 ` p1 ` 1{µqΛ2

2 ă 8.

Theorem A.1 (rate optimality of the adaptive algorithm). Suppose (A1)–(A4ε) with

Λ2
1ǫ3 ă 1, pΛ3pΛ2

1 ` Λ2
2q ă 1, ǫ4 ă p1 ´ ρ12q{Λ12, and 0 ă θ ă Θ.

The output pTℓqℓPN0
and pηℓqℓPN0

of AFEM satisfy, for any s ą 0, the equivalence

sup
ℓPN0

p1 `|Tℓ| ´|T0|qsηℓ « sup
NPN0

p1 `Nqs min
T PTpNq

ηpT q.

The proof of Theorem A.1 reviews parts of the analysis in [CFPP14, CR17] and focusses on
the relevant extensions in Theorem A.2 and Lemma A.3 below. The following results (A12),
(A4), and (2) follow verbatim as in [CFPP14, CR17]: (A1)–(A2) and the Dörfler marking
strategy with bulk parameter θ ă Θ ă 1 provide the estimator reduction [CR17, Thm. 4.1]

η2ppT q ď ̺12η
2pT q ` Λ12δ

2pT , pT q (A12)

for any T P T and any admissible refinement pT P TpT q. The estimator reduction (A12), (A4ε),
and Λqo :“ Λ4`ǫ4p1`Λ12Λ4q{p1´ρ12 ´ǫ4Λ12q ą 0 guarantee the stricter quasi-orthogonality
[CR17, Thm. 3.1]

ℓ`mÿ

k“ℓ

δ2pTk,Tk`1q ď Λqoη
2
ℓ for any ℓ,m P N0. (A4)

This and (A12) imply plain and R-linear convergence on each level for the output pηℓqℓPN0

of AFEM in [CR17, Thm. 4.2]: The constants Λc :“ p1 ` Λ12Λqoq{p1 ´ ρ12q ą 0 and qc :“
Λc{p1 ` Λcq ă 1 satisfy

ℓ`mÿ

k“ℓ

η2k ď Λcη
2
ℓ and η2ℓ`m ď qmc

1 ´ qc
η2ℓ for any ℓ,m P N0. (2)

On the other hand, (A1)–(A3) are sufficient for the quasimonotonicity (QM) and the com-
parison lemma. But the discrete reliability is relaxed in (A3ε) in this paper, so the proofs of
(QM) and the comparison lemma are revisited below.

Theorem A.2 (QM). The axioms (A1), (A2), (A3ε), and pΛ3pΛ2
1 ` Λ2

2q ă 1 imply the exis-

tence of Λmon ą 0 such that ηppT q ď ΛmonηpT q holds for any T P T and pT P TpT q.
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Proof. This proof extends [CFPP14, Lem. 3.5] and [CR17, Thm. 3.2]. The axioms (A1)–(A2)
apply to the decomposition η2ppT q “ η2ppT ,T X pT q ` η2ppT , pT zT q of the estimator of the fine
triangulation pT P TpT q and show

η2ppT q ď
`
ηpT ,T X pT q ` Λ1δpT , pT q

˘2 `
`
ρ2ηpT ,T zpT q ` Λ2δpT , pT q

˘2

ď p1 ` 1{αqη2pT q ` p1 ` αqpΛ2
1 ` Λ2

2qδ2pT , pT q

with pa` bq2 ď p1`αqa2 ` p1` 1{αqb2 for any positive a, b and 0 ă α ă
`
pΛ2

1 `Λ2
2qpΛ3

˘´1 ´ 1

in the second step. (For pΛ3 “ 0, the upper bound for 0 ă α ă 8 is understood as infinity.)
The Axiom (A3ε) controls the distance δ2pT , pT q and leads to

η2ppT q ď
`
1 ` 1{α ` p1 ` αqpΛ2

1 ` Λ2
2qpΛ3 ` ǫ3q

˘
η2pT q ` p1 ` αqpΛ2

1 ` Λ2
2qpΛ3η

2ppT q.

Since p1 ` αqpΛ2
1 ` Λ2

2qpΛ3 ă 1, this proves η2ppT q ď Λ2
monη

2pT q for

Λ2
mon :“ 1 ` 1{α ` p1 ` αqpΛ2

1 ` Λ2
2qpΛ3 ` ǫ3q

1 ´ p1 ` αqpΛ2
1 ` Λ2

2qpΛ3

. l

The convergence is guaranteed with (2) and the optimality requires the sufficient smallness of
the bulk parameter θ ă Θ in the adaptive algorithm. This enters with the help of the compar-
ison lemma, where some θ0pκ, αq depends on parameter κ, α that allow for θ ď θ0pκ, αq ă Θ.
The lemma dates back to the seminal contribution [Ste07].

Lemma A.3 (comparison). Let 0 ă κ ă 1, 0 ă α ă 8, and let s ą 0 satisfy

M :“ sup
NPN0

pN ` 1qs min
T PTpNq

ηpT q ă 8.

Then for any level ℓ P N0, there exist pTℓ P TpTℓq and

θ0pα,κq :“
´
1 ´ κ

2
`
p1 ` αq ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2

1
pΛ3

˘
´ p1 ` 1{αqΛ2

1ǫ3

¯
{
`
1 ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2

1Λ3

˘
ă 1

such that

(a) ηppTℓq ď κηpTℓq ď ΛmonM |TℓzpTℓ|´s and

(b) θ0pα,κqη2pTℓq ď η2pTℓ,Rℓq with TℓzpTℓ Ă Rℓ :“ RpTℓ, pTℓq and |Rℓ| ď Λref |TℓzpTℓ|.

Proof. The proof of (a) is verbatim that of [CFPP14, Prop. 4.12] or that of [CR17, Lem. 4.3]
based on the overlay control (i.e., (6) below) and Theorem A.2. It remains to modify the
proofs in [CFPP14, Prop. 4.12] or [CR17, Lem. 4.3] for the verification of (b). Axiom (A1)
and (a) imply that

ηpTℓ,Tℓ X pTℓq ď ηppTℓ,Tℓ X pTℓq ` Λ1δpTℓ, pTℓq ď κηpTℓq ` Λ1δpTℓ, pTℓq. (3)

Recall η2ℓ pMℓq :“ η2pTℓ,Mℓq :“
ř

TPMℓ
η2pTℓ, T q for any Mℓ Ă Tℓ and ηℓ :“ ηpTℓq ” ηpTℓ,Tℓq

and abbreviate pηℓ :“ ηppTℓq ” ηppTℓ, pTℓq. A weighted Young inequality with α ą 0, the Axiom
(A3ε) with RpTℓ, pTℓq replaced by Rℓ defined in (b), and (a) show that

`
κηℓ ` Λ1δpTℓ, pTℓq

˘2 ďp1 ` αqκ2η2ℓ ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2
1

`
Λ3η

2
ℓ pRℓq ` pΛ3pη2ℓ ` ǫ3η

2
ℓ

˘
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ďp1 ` αqκ2η2ℓ ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2
1

`
Λ3η

2
ℓ pRℓq ` pΛ3κ

2η2ℓ ` ǫ3η
2
ℓ

˘
. (4)

Recall κ ă 1, α ą 0, and set

Ca :“ p1 ` αqκ2 ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2
1pǫ3 ` pΛ3κ

2q and Cb :“ p1 ` 1{αqΛ2
1Λ3.

Then the combination of (3)–(4) reads

η2ℓ pTℓ X pTℓq ď Caη
2
ℓ ` Cbη

2
ℓ pRℓq. (5)

Since TℓzpTℓ Ď Rℓ, the estimate (5) implies

η2ℓ ď η2ℓ pRℓq ` η2ℓ pTℓ X pTℓq ď Caη
2
ℓ ` p1 ` Cbqη2ℓ pRℓq.

This proves (b) with

1 ´ Ca

1 ` Cb

“ 1 ´
`
p1 ` αqκ2 ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2

1pǫ3 ` pΛ3κ
2q
˘

1 ` p1 ` 1{αqΛ2
1Λ3

“ θ0pκ, αq ă 1. l

The proof of Theorem A.1 can be concluded as in [CFPP14, Proof of Theorem 4.1 (ii)]
or [CR17, Section 4.3]. The function θ0pα,κq in Lemma A.3.b is bounded from above by
limαÑ8 θ0p0, αq “ p1 ´ Λ2

1ǫ3q{p1 ` Λ2
1Λ3q and there exist a choice of 0 ă κ ă 1 and 0 ă α ă 8

such that 0 ă θ ă θ0pα,κq ă Θ. This is the first formula on page 2655 in [CR17] and
the remaining parts of the proof are summarized below for convenient reading and almost
verbatim to Case A in [CR17]. The choice of θ and Lemma A.3.b show

θη2pTℓq ď θ0pα,κqη2pTℓq ď η2pTℓ,Rℓq,

i.e., Rℓ satisfies the Dörfler marking condition. Recall that Mℓ denotes the set of marked
elements on level ℓ in AFEM, while M‹

ℓ with |M‹
ℓ | “ Mℓ is a minimal set of marked elements.

Then there exists Λopt ě 1 with |Mℓ| ď ΛoptMℓ ď Λopt|Rℓ|. The control over Rℓ :“ RpTℓ, pTℓq
and Lemma A.3.a ensure

|Rℓ| ď Λref |TℓzpTℓ| ď Λref

`
ΛmonM{pκηℓq

˘1{s
.

Hence |Mℓ| ď CcM
1{sη

´1{s
ℓ with Cc :“ ΛoptΛrefΛ

1{s
monκ

´1{s. One important ingredient of
NVB is the overhead control [BDD04, Ste08]

|Tℓ| ´ |T0| ď ΛBDdV

ℓ´1ÿ

k“0

|Mk| (6)

with a universal constant ΛBDdV that exclusively depends on T0. The combination of the
above with the overhead control leads to

|Tℓ| ´ |T0| ď ΛBDdVCcM
1{s

ℓ´1ÿ

k“0

η
´1{s
k . (7)

The R-linear convergence (2) bounds the sum
řℓ´1

k“0 η
´1{s
k as in [CR17, Thm. 4.2.c]. For all

0 ď k ă ℓ, the second identity in (2) implies η
´1{s
k ď η

´1{s
ℓ q

pℓ´kq{p2sq
c p1 ´ qcq´1{p2sq. Hence the

formula for the partial sum of the geometric series shows

ℓ´1ÿ

k“0

η
´1{s
k ď Cdη

´1{s
ℓ with Cd :“ q

1{p2sq
c`

1 ´ q
1{p2sq
c

˘
p1 ´ qcq1{p2sq

. (8)
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The combination of (7)–(8) reads |Tℓ| ´ |T0| ď ΛBDdVCcCdM
1{sη

´1{s
ℓ . Hence 1 ď |Tℓ| ´ |T0|

implies p1 ` |Tℓ| ´ |T0|q ď 2p|Tℓ| ´ |T0|q ď 2ΛBDdVCcCdM
1{sη

´1{s
ℓ , while |Tℓ| “ |T0| implies

1 ď ΛBDdVCcCdM
1{sη

´1{s
ℓ . This concludes the proof of

ηℓp1 ` |Tℓ| ´ |T0|qs ď p2ΛBDdVCcCdqsM with M :“ sup
NPN0

pN ` 1qs min
T PTpNq

ηpT q

and so of “.”in Theorem A.1.

For the proof of the converse implication, assume, without loss of generality, that 0 ă
minT PTpNq ηpT q and so 0 ă ηℓ for any ℓ P N0 with Nℓ :“ |Tℓ| ´ |T0| ď N . AFEM leads
to Nℓ ă Nℓ`1 (since no refinement only occurs for ηℓ “ 0). Hence there exists a level ℓ
with Nℓ ă N ď Nℓ`1 and pN ` 1qsminT PTpNq ηpT q ď pNℓ`1 ` 1qsηℓ. On each refinement
level ℓ each simplex creates at most a finite number Kpnq (depending only on the spatial
dimension n) of children in the next level ℓ ` 1 [GSS14]. In other words |Tℓ`1| ď Kpnq|Tℓ|
and pNℓ`1 ` 1q{pNℓ ` 1q ď Kpnq ` pKpnq ´ 1qp|T0| ´ 1q . 1. This concludes the proof of rate
optimality for AFEM in Theorem A.1. l

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The AFEM4EVP in Theorem 1.1 is a particular case withRpT , pT q:“
R1 :“ tK P T : DT P T zpT with distpK,T q “ 0u. Theorem 4.2, 4.6, and 4.7 guarantee (A1)–
(A4ε) with pΛ3 :“ 0, ǫ3 :“ M3h

2σ
max, and ǫ4 :“ rΛ4pβ ` h2σ0 p1 ` 1{βqq ą 0. Once ρ12 and Λ12

have been selected, abbreviate c3 :“ p1 ´ ρ12q{p2Λ12
rΛ4q, β :“ mintC2

eff{C2
rel, c3{2u, and

ε :“ ε7 :“ min
 
ε6, p2Λ2

1M3q´1{p2σq, ppc3 ´ βq{p1 ` 1{βqq1{p2σq
(
. (9)

Then pΛ3pΛ2
1 ` Λ2

2q “ 0, ǫ3Λ
2
1 ď 1{2, and ǫ4 ď p1 ´ ρ12q{p2Λ12q in Theorem A.1.

Remark A.4 (smallness assumptions on ε5, ε6, ε7) The reduction to ε5 guarantees the best
approximation result in Theorem 3.1, while ε6 :“ mintε5, p2C2

5 q´1{p2σqu is sufficient for re-
liability in Theorem 4.4. Optimal rates follow with ε :“ ε7 from (9). Since C5 from
(3.12), c3 :“ p1 ´ ρ12q{p2Λ12

rΛ4q, and M3 are bounded Op1q, independent of the mesh-size,
ε6 “ mintε5,Op1qu and ε7 “ mintε6,Op1qu are not expected to be dramatically smaller than
ε5.

Remark A.5 (modification with global convergence) The modified algorithm of Subsection 5.3,
with TL,TL`1, . . . has no influence on the constants 1{2 ď Θp1 ` Λ2

1 ` Λ3q ď 1, Λ4 ď Λqo ď
2Λ4 ` 1{Λ12, 1 ` pΛ2

1 ` Λ2
2qΛ3 ď Λ2

mon ď
`
1 `

b
pΛ2

1 ` Λ2
2qpΛ3 ` Λ´2

1 {2q
˘2
. But ΛBDdV in the

overhead control (6) (e.g. [Ste08, Thm. 6.1]) depends on TL and could become larger (when
replacing T0 by TL) and leads to larger equivalence constants in Theorem A.1. Fortunately,
the asymptotic convergence rate remains optimal and the choice of θ is not affected.

Remark A.6 (parameter choice in praxis) In a practical computation, we suggest uniform
mesh-refinement until the eigenvalue λk of interest is resolved in that 5hmax is smaller or
equal the estimated wavelength of λk. This triangulation serves as initial triangulation in
T0 in the modified algorithm of Subsection 5.3 with some bulk parameter θ smaller than
p1 ´ Λ2

1Λ3q´1. In this way, the pre-asymptotic range is (hopefully) kept small while the
asymptotic convergence rate remains optimal.
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