arXiv:2203.01028v1 [math.NA] 2 Mar 2022

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 L? 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 hyx 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 (A, u) € Rt x
(V\{0}) with

a(u,v) = Ab(u,v) forallveV (1.1)

in the Hilbert space V := H"(Q) and its energy scalar product a(+, «) := (D™, D™ «)12q)
with the gradient D' := V or the Hessian D? and the L? scalar product b( s, «) := (=, « )L2(@)
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on a bounded polyhedral Lipschitz domain < R3. The infinite but countably many eigen-
values 0 < A\; < A < ... with lim;j ,x A; = o0 in (1.1) are enumerated in ascending order
counting multiplicities [BO91, Bof10].

Discretization. The discrete space Vi, =Py, (T )XV (T) < P, (T ) x P (T) consists of piecewise
polynomials of degree at most m on the shape-regular triangulation 7 of  c R3 into closed
tetrahedra. Throughout this paper, V(7) abbreviates the Crouzeix-Raviart finite element
space CRY(T) [CR73] for m = 1 and the Morley finite element space M (7)) [Mor68, MXO06]
for m = 2. The algebraic eigenvalue problem seeks eigenpairs (An, up) € RT x (V3\{0}) with

ap(up,vp) = A\pbp(up,vy) for all vy, € V. (1.2)

The discrete scalar product ap, contains the scalar product apw(e, ») = (DngN o, DIy e ) 12(Q)
of the piecewise derivatives of order m and some stabilization with explicit (known) constant
Km > 0 from [CP21], while the bilinear form by, is the L? scalar product b(e, +) of the
piecewise polynomial components,

ap (’Uh, wh) = Qpw (Unm wnc) + K;E(h;?m (Upw - Unc)a Wpw — wnC)LQ(Q)a

bh (vh, wh) = b(Vpw, Wpw) for all vy, = (Vpw, Unc); Wh = (Wpw, Wne) € Vi

The piecewise constant mesh-size function hy € Py(T) has the value hy|p = hp := diam(T)
in each tetrahedron T € T and hpax := maxpe7 hr denotes the maximal mesh-size. The
M := dim(P,,(7)) finite discrete eigenvalues of (1.2) are enumerated in ascending order
0 < Ap(1) < Ap(2) < -+ < Ap(M) < 0 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

min{\,(k), \e}52,h2™m <1 implies  Ap(k) < Ay forall k=1,..., M. (1.3)
AFEM. The adaptive algorithm [D6r96, MNS02, CEPP14, CR17] is based on the refinement
indicator n(7T") defined in (1.4) below for any triangulation 7 and any tetrahedron T € T. Let
(An, un) € RT x Vj, denote the k-th eigenpair of (1.2) with A, := A (k) and up = (Upw, Unc) €
Vi. For any tetrahedron T' € 7 with volume |T'| and set of faces F(T'), the local estimator
contribution n?(T) = (n(T))? reads

P2(T) = (TP Mtncl 2y + 1717 S |[DRtnclr x vl (L4)
FeF(T)

with the tangential components [Df unc]r % vp of the jump [Df unc]F along any face I e
F(T) and the (piecewise) gradient D} =V, (m=1) or Hessian D2 (m=2). Let T := T(7p)
denote the set of all admissible regular triangulations computed by successive newest-vertex
bisection (NVB) [Ste08, GSS14] of a regular initial triangulation 7y of Q < R3. The AFEM
algorithm with Dorfler marking and newest-vertex bisection abbreviates n,(T") for any T €
T :=TeeTand n; :=n*(Ty) = 2TeTs n2(T). The selection of the set M, in the step Mark
of AFEM4EVP with minimal cardinality is possible at linear cost [PP20].
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AFEM4EVP
Input: regular triangulation 7y and parameters 0 < § <1 and k€ N
for /=0,1,2,... do
Solve the discrete problem (1.2) exactly and compute the k-th algebraic eigenpair
(Ae(k), ue(k)) with we(k) = (upw, tnc) € P (Te) x V(Ty) and T replaced by Ty

Compute 1y(T) for any T € Ty from (1.4) with (A, une, T) replaced by (Ag(k), une, T¢)
Mark minimal subset M, S Ty with 01} < 2Tem, n2(T)
Refine 7, with newest-vertex bisection to compute 741 with M, < T)\Tp11 od

Output: sequence of triangulations (77)een, with (A¢(k), we(k))een, and (7¢)en,

Optimal convergence rates. The optimal convergence rates of AFEM4EVP in the error
estimator means that the outputs (7¢)sen, and (7¢)sen, of AFEM4EVP satisfy

sup (1 +|T¢[ —[7o)*n¢ ~ sup (1 + N)*min{n(7) : T € T with [T] < [To| + N} (1.5)
LeNg NeNg

for any s > 0 and the counting measure |+| = card(+). In other words, if the estimator n(7T)
converges with rate s > 0 for some optimal selection of triangulations 7 € T, then the output
ne of AFEM4EVP converges with the same rate.

Theorem 1.1 (rate optimality of AFEMA4EVP). Suppose that A, = X is a simple eigen-
value of (1.1), then there exist e > 0 and 0 < 0y < 1 such that To € T(e) :={T € T : hpax :=
maxrer hy < €} and 6 with 0 < 6 < 6y imply (1.5) for any s > 0.

At first glance the discrete problem (1.2) involves a stabilization that is expected to generate
the additional term #,2|T|~2™/3 |upy — unc||%2(T) 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 k,, 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 —
V(T) and (J1)-(J4) on a right inverse J : V(7)) — 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; («, «) 12(Q)
abbreviates the L? scalar product and H™(T') abbreviates H™ (int(7")) for a tetrahedron T €
T. The vector space H™(T) := {v e L*(Q) : v|r € H™(T)} consists of piecewise H™ functions
and is equipped with the semi-norm ||« |2, := (D, «, DI, *)r2(q)- The piecewise gradient
Déw or piecewise Hessian Dgw is understood with respect to the (non-displayed) regular
triangulation 7 € T of the bounded polyhedral Lipschitz domain 2 = R3 into tetrahedra. The
triangulation 7 is computed by successive newest-vertex bisection (NVB) [Ste08, GSS14] of a
regular initial triangulation 7y (plus some initialization of tagged tetrahedra) of 2 = R3. The
set T := T(7p) of all admissible triangulations is (uniformly) shape-regular. For any 7 € T, let
T(7) abbreviate the set of all admissible refinements of 7. For any 0 < e < 1let T(e) := {T €
T : Amax 1= maxper hy < €} denote the set of all admissible triangulations with maximal
mesh-size hpmax < €. 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 R?. For any positive, piecewise polynomial ¢ € Py(7) with
0=0,keNy, (+,+)p:= (0, *)r2(q) abbreviates the weighted L? scalar product with induced
o-weighted L? norm |« ||, := | o"/?« r2()- The discrete space P (T) := {pm € L2(Q) : pmlr €
P,,(T) is a polynomial of degree at most m for any T' € T} consists of piecewise polynomials,
the spaces CR}(T) resp. M(T) will be defined in Subsection 2.4.1 resp. 2.4.2 below. Given
a function v € L*(w), define the integral mean § vdz := 1/|w| §_ vdz. The L? projection
I, onto the piecewise constant functions Py(7) reads (Iof)|r := §, fdz for all f € L*(Q)
and T e T. Let 0 := min{l, oy} denote the minimum of one and the index of elliptic
regularity o > 0 for the source problem of the m-Laplacian (—1)™A™ in H{*(2): Given
any right-hand side f € L?(9), the weak solution u € V to (—1)™A™u = f satisfies

we H™(Q) and [[ull gm+a(q) < C(0)fl20)- (2.1)

(This is well-established for m = 1 [Nec¢67, GT83, Dau88, Gri92, Agm10] and m = 2 in 2D
[BR80] with 0,eg > 1/2 and otherwise a hypothesis throughout this paper.) The Sobolev space
H™%5(Q) is defined for 0 < s < 1 by complex interpolation of H™(£2) and H™"(Q), m € Ny.
Throughout this paper, a < b abbreviates a < Cb with a generic constant C' depending on o
in (2.1) and the shape-regularity of 7 € T only; a ~ b stands for a < b < a.

2.2. Interpolation

The operators I and J concern the (nonconforming) discrete space V(7) < B, (7T) and
V = Hy*(Q) for an admissible triangulation 7 € T. An advantage of separate interest is
that the analysis with I and J is performed simultaneously for m > 1, while the examples in
Subsection 2.4 below concern m = 1, 2.

Suppose that, for each admissible triangulation 7 € T, there exists a linear interpolation
operator I onto V(T that is defined on V + V(T) for any refinement 7 € T(7) and that
satisfies the following properties with universal positive constants k., and kg; in all examples
below k., is known and the existence of x4 is clarified.



Adaptive GLB with optimal rates

(I1) Any T'e T and v e H™(T) satisty |v — Iv| 27y < Kl v — 10| gm (7).

~

(I2) The piecewise derivative DJ of any v e V + V(T) satisfies D} [v = o D[ v.

(I3) The operator I acts as identity in non-refined tetrahedra in that (1 —1I)Upc|r =0in T €
T n T for all Upc € V(T). The interpolation operator I associated with V(T satisfies
Iol=TinV+V(T.

~

(I4) Any T e T and vyc € V(T) satisfy [ne — Inc| r2(7) < KalF [Une — L0ne|gm (1)

Corollary 2.1 (properties of I). (a) Given T € T(T), anyv eV +V(T) and wye € V(T)
te W 7-[’ nc) =0 d -1 W i — Unclllpw-
satisfy apu (v — v, une) =0 and 0= Tollpw = it flo = vl
(b) Anyve H™(Q) with 1/2 < s < 1 satisfies ||(1 — I)v[lpw < (hmax/™)*[v] rm+s(q)-

(c) Any v, weV and vy, € V(T) salisfy apy (v, Unec) = apw (I, vnc) and
apy (v, (1 = Nw) = apy((1 = Dv,(1 = Nw) < min_ v = vncllpw  min_flw — wne||pw-
eV (T) T)

nc nc

(d) AnyweV andveV +V(T) satisfy

b(v, (1 = Dw) < 7o)z [h7™ (1 = Dwlrz ) < fmlh7vlrz@) min_ llw = wne|llpw-
Proof. Since Dy wne € Po(T; R3™), (I12) 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). [

2.3. Conforming companion

Given any tetrahedron 7€ T in a triangulation 7 € T, let V(T') denote the set of its vertices
(0-subsimplices) and let F(7") denote the set of its faces (2-subsimplices). A linear operator
J : V(T) — V is called conforming companion if (J1)—(J4) hold with universal constants
My, My, My (that exclusively depend on T).

(J1) J is a right inverse to the interpolation I in the sense that [ o J =1 1in V(7).

—m m 1/2
(92) A7 (1= Toncl p2ey 1 (1= Dencllow < (My 3 1T1Y Y [ Dpctncl mx v |3 )
TeT FeF(T)

< My mingey [[vne — v||pw for any vye € V(7).
(J3) (1 —J)(V(T)) L Ppn(T) holds in L2(£2).

(J4) \vnc—Janﬁim(K) < M, Z 7|3 Z I[ D Vne] F < VFH%Q(F) holds for any vy €
TeT (UK)) FeF(T)
V(T) and K € T with the set T(Q(K)) := {T € T : dist(T, K) = 0} of adjacent
tetrahedra.

The properties (J1)-(J4) [CGS15, Gall5a, 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 7 € T(T) of a triangulation 7 € T, let Ry := {K €
T:3T € T\7A‘ with dist(K,7T") = 0} < 7T 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 > 0 such that any vy, € V(T) satisfies

1D (e = Ton)2arigy € Ms 3 ITIVS S |[DfRtnel e x rl3ae)
TeR, FeF(T)

The superset Rq of 7'\7A' serves as a simple example and could indeed be replaced by 7'\7A'
provided J may depend on T cf. [CP20, §6] for details in the two model problems below. []

Corollary 2.3 (properties of J). Any w eV and vy € V(T) satisfy

(a) |vne — JUHCHL2(Q) = [|(1 - I)JvncHLQ(Q) < Km[[h7 (vne — Jone)lllpw
< }L:711FL51)("<L77’LZ\4—2 min ”’UHC - UH‘D\W
veV
(b) b(w,vne — Jvne) = b(w — Tw, vne — Jne) < [0 — Tw| 2()[vne — Jvncllz2(0)
< h2m Ii2

max’"m
nc

M2 " minT) |||’U) - wnc|||pw E}Iél‘gl |||vnc - Umpw§

(C) apw<wavnc - JUnC) = apW(w - [.wﬂ}nc - JUHC) < ”’w - Iw”’pW”’UHC - JUHCH‘pW
<Mz min o= wacllpw i 0~ el
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). [

2.4. Examples

Two examples for V(T) < P,,(T) are analysed simultaneously in this paper for m = 1,2. It
is appealing to follow our methodology for m > 3 [WX13] in future research.

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

Given the shape-regular triangulation 7 € T, let F (resp. F(€2) or F(0f2)) denote the set
of all (resp. interior or boundary) faces. Throughout this paper, the model problem with
m = 1 approximates the Dirichlet eigenvectors u € H&(Q) of the Laplacian —Au = Au in the
Crouzeix-Raviart finite element space [CR73]

V(T) := CRY(T) := {ve P(T) : v is continuous at mid(F) for all F € F(€) and
v(mid(F)) = 0 for all F € F(0Q)}.

Given the face-oriented basis functions 1r € CRY(T) with ¢p(mid(E)) = dgp for all faces
E,F € F (gF is Kronecker’s delta), the standard interpolation operator reads

Icr(v) := Z <J[de0)¢p for any ve HL(Q) + CRY(T).

FeF(Q)

The interpolation operator Icgr satisfies (I1)—(14) with x1 := 4/1/7m2 + 1/120, see [CP20, Sec.
4.2-4.4] and the references therein. The constant k; is provided in [CG14a, CG14b, CZZ20].
The design of the conforming companion J : CRY(T) — S§(T) := P5(T) n Co(Q) 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 7 € T, let £ (resp. £(€2) or £(012)) denote the set of all
(resp. interior or boundary) edges. Let F(E) := {F € F : E c F} denote the set of all faces
containing the edge F € £. For any face F' € F, let v denote the unit normal with fixed
orientation and [«]r the jump across F. The model problem with m = 2 approximates the
Dirichlet eigenvectors u € HS(Q) of the bi-Laplacian A%y = Au in the discrete Morley finite
element space [Mor68, MX06]

V(T):=M(T) := {v e Py(T): J:E[U]F ds =0 for all E€ & and F € F(E),

and J[ [Vv]p - vpdo = 0 for allFE]:}.
F

Given the nodal basis functions ® g, ®p for any E € £ and F € F (see [CP21, Eq. (2.1)—(2.2)]
for details), the standard interpolation operator [CG14a, Gallba, CP20, CP21] reads

Tn(v) = ) | <J[Evd5)¢E + i

(J‘: Vv - IJFdJ)qu for any v e H3(Q) + M(T).
Eeg(Q F(Q

€

The operator Iy satisfies (I1)—(14) with kg := k1/7 ++/(3k7 + 2k1)/80 as discussed in [CP20,
CP21]; kg is provided in [CG14a, CP21].

There exists a conforming companion J : M (7 ) — V based on the Hsieh-Clough-Tocher FEM
[Cia78, Chap. 6] with (J1)—(J4) in [Gallba, 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 € N is the number of a simple exact eigenvalue A = Ag. The aim of
this section is the proof of Theorem 3.1 with |« s defined in (3.1) below.

Theorem 3.1 (best-approximation). Let (A\,u) € Rt x V denote the k-th continuous
eigenpair of (1.1) with a simple eigenvalue A = A and |ul|p2(q) = 1. There exist 5 > 0 and
Co > 0 such that, for all T € T(es) :={T € T : hpmax < €5}, there exists a discrete eigenpair
(An,un) € R x Vi of number k of (1.2) with A\, = Ap(k), un = (Upw, Unc); [tnelr2) = 1,
and b(u, uye) > 0 such that

(a) A\n(k) is a simple algebraic eigenvalue of (3.3) with A\i/2 < Ap(k),
(b) Ap(j) < \jforallj=1,...,k+1,
(€) X=Xl + = nellBy + bzl — unelZ2(q) + luncl < Collu — Tull3,

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 A, to A and the com-
ponent upy € Pp(7T) to u € V. The assumption that A = \; is a simple eigenvalue of (1.1)
and the convergence Ap(k) = A\, = X as hpax — 0 lead to the existence of 9 > 0 such
that the number M := dim(P,,(7)) of discrete eigenvalues of (1.2) is larger than k + 1 and
Ak —1) < Ap(k) = Ap < Ap(k + 1) as well as \g/2 < A\p(k) for all T € T(ep). Then the
eigenfunction up, = (Upw, Unc) € V& \{0} is unique.

The convergence analysis in [CP21] displays convergence of the eigenvector upy € P, (7) but
not for the nonconforming component uy. € V(7). This section focusses on the convergence
analysis for uye € V(7). Recall that k € N is fixed and (A, u) denotes the k-th eigenpair of (1.1)
with a simple eigenvalue A = X\; > 0 and |u|;2(0) = 1. Set &1 := min{eq, (2Ar1157,)” 1/2m)y
and suppose T € T(e1). Let (An,up) denote the k-th discrete eigenpair in (1.2) with A, =
An(k) >0, up = (Upw, Unc) € Vi, ||tnclz2(q) = 1, and b(u, upe) = 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.a. This follows from Remark 3.2 for £1 := min{eq, (2Ar;1£2,)~ Y™}, O

Proof of Theorem 3.1.b. The choice &1 := min{eq, (2Ap41£2,)" Y™} implies for all j =
Jk that A\jk2,h2m < A\g162,63™ = 1/2. Hence (1.3) proves Theorem 3.1.b. 0

m’"max

Remark 3.8 (weight §) The piecewise constant weight § € Py(7) in the weighted L? norm
lells := [[V/6 e Iz2(q) on the left-hand side of Theorem 3.1.c reads

1 C LhEm

= 1=t T __ _ \k2hZ(1+6) e Py(T). 3.1
1_)\h/€%nh%‘m 1_)\h/f%th27—m hEm T( + )6 O(T) ( )

Notice that Amax < €1 implies § < dpax = (1 — Mps2,h2m )"t — 1 < 1. The constant
Cs := 2Xk%, satisfies 0 < Csh3™ < Csh2m, (because A, < A from Theorem 3.1.b) and &

converges to zero as the maximal mesh-size hy,x — 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 A\pk2,h2™, < Apy1k2,e5™ = 1/2, (1.2) is equivalent to
a reduced rational eigenvalue problem that seeks (Ap, unc) € RT x (V(7)\{0}) with

Unc

Wﬂ@)p(ﬂ) for all v, € V(T) (3.2)

g (tnes Unc) = An

and upy = (1 — A\pr2,h3") " Lune [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 &1 to €5, before the technical
details follow in the subsequent subsections. The coefficient (1 —A,x2,h3") ™! =146 € Py(T)
with A, = Ap(k) on the right-hand side of (3.2) is frozen in the intermediate EVP.

Definition 3.6 (intermediate EVP). Recall («, «)145 := (1 +0) =, *)12q). Let (1, ¢) €
R* x V(T)\{0} solve the (algebraic) eigenvalue problem

Apw (¢, Vne) = (@, Unc)14+6  for all vy € V(T). (3.3)
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The two coefficient matrices in (3.3) are SPD and there exist N := dim V(7") (algebraic) eigen-
pairs (u1,¢1), ..., (un,on) of (3.3). The eigenvectors ¢1,...,¢n are (e, )1 ys-orthonormal
and the eigenvalues p1 < --- < pun are enumerated in ascending order counting multiplicities.

Since Ap is an eigenvalue of the rational problem (3.2), Ay, € {u1,...,un} belongs to the
eigenvalues of (3.3). Lemma 3.9 below guarantees the convergence |p1; —Ap(j)| — 0 as hmax —
Ofor j =1,...,k+1. Hence there exist positive €2 < min{1/2,e;} and Mg such that T € T(e2)
implies
(H1) pr = An(k) is a simple algebraic eigenvalue of (3.3),

Ak

H2) max ———— < M.
(H2) j=1N |Ae — 5]
J:

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

Definition 3.7 (auxiliary source problem). Let z,. € V(7)) denote the solution to
Apw (Znes Une) = (AU, Une)145  for all vpe € V(T). (3.4)
For any T € T(e2), Subsection 3.3 below provides C7,Cy > 0 that satisfy

C1llu = 2nellr2(@), (3.5)
hinax |l = znelpw + [0AulL2(0)- (3.6)

lu — UHCHL2(Q) <
<

CEIHU - ZHCHLQ(Q)

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 — Jzy.. For all T € T(ez),
Subsection 3.4 below provides a constant C3 > 0 such that

O3l = zncllpw < llu— Tullpw + [6M 0] 2(0). (3.7)

The proof of (3.7) below rests upon a decomposition of [|u — zy[|%,, into terms controlled by
the conditions (I1)—(I2) and (J1)-(J3). Since hmax < 1, the combination of (3.5)—(3.7) reads

[ — tnc[ £2(0) < C102(Cshfyaxlllu — Tullpw + (1 + C3)[0Au] 12(q))- (3.8)

max

The control of [§Au 2y on the right-hand side of (3.8) consists of two steps and leads to
c1 1= 2X\%k2,C1C5(1 + C3) and e3 := min{ey, (2¢1)~/?™}. A triangle inequality 6 u] 20 <
|6A (1w — tne) | £2(0) + |6 Atne | L2(q)» the estimate § < 2Ax3, b, in Remark 3.3, and (3.8) imply

ch3hr2n1ZX o m
16Au] 2(q) < Tcghmaxlllu — Tullpw + crhZ [6Aul| 12 () + [6Aune]l 2(q)-

The choice of e3 shows c1h2 [6Au] 20y < [6Au]2(q)/2 for any T € T(es). Therefore

[0Aull20) < C3/(1 + Ca)hiaxllu = Tulllpw + 2[6Xunc]| L2(q)- (3.9)

Notice that [dunc||z2(0) < 2Mk5 M | W tne | 12 (o) (from Remark 3.3) allows for the applica-
tion of an efficiency estimate

Oy I uncl 2(0) < Aol = tincl p2@) + A7 lu = Tu|pw (3.10)
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based on Verfiihrt’s bubble-function methodology [Ver13]; see Subsection 3.4 for the proof of
(3.10). Abbreviate cz := 4\?k2,C1Ca(1 + C3)Cy and Cy := 2C1Cy (203 + 4Xk2, (1 + 03)04).
The combination of (3.9)-(3.10) controls ||§Au[z2(q) in (3.8) and shows

C5

[ = tnell 22(0) < il = Ttllpwe + c2hi

|l — e 2(q2)- (3.11)
The choice g4 := min{es, (2¢2)~ 1/2m} < 1 shows cohZl |u — une[ 120y < [ — tncl p2(0)/2 for
T € T(e4). This and (3.11) show the central estimate in Theorem 3.1.c

[u = uncllz2 () < Cshipaxllu = Tullpw- (3.12)

Note that (3.12) and (I2) imply the convergence |u — unc|z2() — 0 as Amax — 0. This and
some €5 < g4 ensures b(u, uy) > 0 for all 7 € T(e5). Based on this outline, it remains to prove
(3.5)—(3.7), (3.10), and (3.12) and to identify Cy,...,Cy below. The remaining estimates in
Theorem 3.1.c follow in Subsection 3.5.

3.2. Intermediate EVP
Recall €1 := min{eq, (2A\p11k2,)~ 1/(2m) } and that (A, up) denotes the k-th eigenpair of (1.2)

with A, = Ap(k) > 0, up = (Upw, tnc) € Vh, |tnclr2() = 1, and b(u, unc) = 0. Recall the
intermediate EVP (3.3) and that (Ap, unc) € RT x V(’T) solves the rational EVP (3.2).

Remark 8.8 (|| «|146 ~ | -norm.
Since Ay el < App1kimel™ <1/2and 1 < (146)|r < 2forall T € T € T(e1), [vnefr2(0) <

[vncllizs < V2| vnel 2 (@) holds for any vy € V('T) O

Lemma 3.9 (comparison of (1.2) with (3.3)). Given T € T(e1), let \p,(j) denote the j-th
eigenvalue of (1.2), and p; the j-th eigenvalue of (3.3) for any j =1,...,k+ 1. Then

(1 - )\k+1/€ hmax) (1 - Ah( ) hrznn;X) M < )‘h(]) < K + 2)‘ hIQ‘Iln;X (313)

max

The upper bound A, (j) < pj + 2X\3 k2 h27 holds for all j = 1,...,N; N := dim V(7).

Proof of the upper bound. Since the eigenfunctions ¢1,...,¢x of (3.3) are (e, )1 y5-ortho-
normal, apw(¢j,¢r) = pidje and (¢, ¢¢)145 = 65 for all j, € = 1,...,N. Set p; := (1 +
0)¢; and U; := span{(¢1, ¢1), ..., (¢;,¢;)} < Vi. Since b(y;, ) = (¢j,¢g)1+5 = 0j¢, the
functions ¢1,...,¢N are linear 1ndependent and so dim(Uj) = j for any j = 1,...,N. The
discrete min-max principle [SF08, Bof10] for the algebraic eigenvalue problem (1 2) shows

An(g) < vhgllJ%)\({O} an(vh,vn)/br(Vh, vh). (3.14)
The maximum in (3.14) is attained for some vy = (¢, ¢) € U;\{0} with ¢ = Zi:l oy €
V(T), % =0 aphe = (L+6)¢ € Py(T), and 1 = |3, 5 = SJ_, a?. Then by (vn,vn) =
(511 gy e o 1) = 613 575 ) g Sice 5,60 =
fort,j=1,...,N, Zz L@ =1 implies |||<;5||| = > aipe < pj. Since § = k2 h3M (1 +0)
a.e. in (), the stabilization term in ap reads

[ 7™ (0 = O)72() = IKm W70 T2y = AnbimIWF (1 + 8)l 72

10
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The bound 1 + ¢ < 2 from Remark 3.3 and [¢[145 = 1 imply [A7(1 + 5)(]§HL2(Q < 2hZM

max-*
Consequently, |r,,'h7™ (1 — ¢)[7. @ S < 2\2k2 h2m . The substitution of the resulting esti-
mates by (vh,vn) = 1 and ap(vh,ve) < pj + 2A262,h27 in (3.14) concludes the proof of
M(f) < pj + 222K2,R2M in (3.13) forjzl,...,N. O

Proof of the lower bound. This situation is similar to [CZZ20, Thm. 6.4] and adapted below
for completeness. For j = Jk 4+ 1, let (A\y(4), dr(7)) € RT x V}, denote the first bp-
orthonormal eigenpairs of (1.2) Wlth (;Sh( 1) = (¢pw(4); énc(f)). The test functions (vnc, Une) €
V(T) x V(T) € Vi, and (vpy,0) € Vg, in (1.2) show

apw(¢nc( ) Unc) - ( ) (¢pw( ) Unc) and (bpw(j) _(bnc(j) = )‘h(j)’%%Lh%-m(pr(j) (315)
For ¢ = (51,...,5]) e RI with 3_, €2 = 1, set

J
::Zsmmw), mepw and Wy i= Y. &M (0)bpw (0).

/=1
Since (g (@), G (8)) £2() = G f0r @08 = L.,k + 1, [opulz2() = 1 and [y r2() =
%:1 E2An(€)? < Ap(j). The combination of this with (3.15) and a Cauchy Schwarz in-
equality leads to [|vnc[|2y = D(wpw, vnc) < An(f)l|vne| r2(0) and vpw — vne = K h3" wpy . This

and a reverse triangle inequality result in

0 < 1= M(IR2H2E, < 1= KERZE Jwpl 120y < Jopw — F2 0 Wl 120y = [oncl 22(0).
(3.16)

This holds for all vpe € Uj := span{dnc(1), ..., ¢nc(4)} = V(T) with coefficients (1,...,&;) €
R/ of Euclidean norm one. Hence dim(U;) = j and the discrete min-max principle [SFO08,
Bof10] for (3.3) show

~< ) 2 . 2 3.17
R O P (8.17)

Let vye = Z§=1 aypne(?) € Uj denote a maximizer in (3.17) with Zz L @2 = 1. The combina-
tion of [[vnc|layw < An(j)[vnellz2(e), (3-16)-(3.17), and |vnc|r2(0) < [vnc[14s from Remark 3.8
provides
lonellpw _ lloncllow < An(5)
! ”UHCH%+5 ||UHCH%2(Q) 1 — Mn(j)kz,ham,

Recall A\, (j) < Ap(k + 1) < Ag41 from the lower bound property (1.3) to conclude the proof
of the associated lower bound for all j = 1,... k. O

The subsequent corollaries adapt the notation f;, Ap(j), A; from Lemma 3.9.

Corollary 3.10. For any j =1,...,k+1, it holds |p; — Ap(5)| + |t5 — Aj| = 0 as hmax — 0.
Proof. The a priori convergence analysis [CP21, Thm. 1.2] implies limy, 0 An(4) — Aj.
Lemma 3.9 shows |\, (j) — pj] < h2m k2, max{2A7, Ay (j) i} — 0 as hmpax — 0. ]

max’ "m

Corollary 3.11. There exists 0 < e9 < min{l1/2,e1} such that (H1)-(H2) hold for T € T(eq).

Proof. Corollary 3.10 and A\, = A\p(k) € {p1,. .., un} lead to g, > 0 such that Ay = A\ (k) =
ux has the correct index k for all T € T(g,). It also leads to some g, > 0 such that pp_q <
pr < pg+1 for all T € T(ep). Then eg := min{1/2,e1,e4,6p} and T € T(ez) imply (H1)—(H2).[]

11
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3.3. Proof of (3.5)—(3.6) for the L? error control

Recall Mg from (H2), 6 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 € L%(Q) with lullr2() = |v]r2(0) = 1 satisfy

(1 + b(u,v)) lu — U||%2(Q) = 21}5? lu— t””%?(g)-

This, a triangle inequality, ¢t := (2, unc)1+6”¢k”%2(g)a and Vpe = Zpe — tune lead to

271/ lu — unCHLQ(Q) < fu— tunCHL?(Q) < fu— ZHCHLQ(Q) + HUnCHLQ(Q)- (3.18)
Since the eigenvectors ¢1,. .., ¢n of (3.3) are (¢, +)1s-orthonormal and form a basis of V' (T),
there exist Fourier coefficients ay,...,ay € R with vy = Z;V Lo and [one|T s = Zjvzl a?.

J
Since (A, unc) solves (3.2), (H1) implies unc € span{¢y} with [unc|lr2() = 1. Hence unc =

T/ Prllz2(0)s t = £(2ne, dr)145 Pkl 12(0)» and (une, Pr)145 = +H¢kHL2 . Consequently,
Qp = (UHCv¢k)1+5 = (chu¢k)1+5 - t(unm(bk)1+5 =0.
Since (unc, ¢j)146 = 0 for all j =1,..., N with j = k, &j = (Vnc, ®j)1+5 = (Zne, ®j)145- Since
¢; is an eigenvector in (3.3) and zpc solves (3.4), it follows
1
j = (Znc; Pj)146 = fapw(znca(?j) = —(u, ¢j)1+6-
Hj Hj

Hence (u— znc, ¢j)1+5 = (15/A — 1)a;. These values for the coefficients «; and the separation
condition (H2) imply

HUHCHL{-J = a = ‘OQH ZnC7¢j 1+5‘ M6 ZHC7a_;¢j)1+5
)\
j#k j;ék j;ék
for a sign in o

abbreviation )’ itk = Zj\; otk This and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality show

€ {£a;} such that |(u — znc, @jdj)146] = (U — 2nc, @j¢;)145 and with the

M onel s < (w=2er 35 y) < Ju = zncleslvncliss.
i#k

The norm equivalence in Remark 3.8 proves |vnc|r2() < |vncli+s < vV2Mglu — znc|r2(q)
This and (3.18) conclude the proof of (3.5) with Cy := v/2(1 + v/2Mp).

Proof of (3.6). Given the solution z,c € V(T) to (3.4), let we V := HJ*(Q2) solve
a(w,p) = blu — Jzpe,p) forall p e V. (3.19)
Since u — Jzpe € V < L2(9), the elliptic regularity (2.1) guarantees w € H™"9(Q) and

|lw grmto @y < C(0)|u— J2nc|2(0)- (3.20)

12
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The combination of (3.20) with Corollary 2.1.b shows
lw = Twllpw < (hmax/m)7 [w] gm+e @) < C(0) (hmax/T) 4 = J 2ne| £2(0)- (3.21)
The test function ¢ = u — Jzy in the auxiliary problem (3.19) leads to
|u — Jch||%2(Q) = a(u,w — JIw) + apw (W, 2nc — J2ne) + a(u, JIw) — apw(w, 2ne).  (3.22)
Since (J1) asserts I(w — JIw) = 0, Corollary 2.1.c and a triangle inequality show
a(u, w — JIw) = apy(u, (1 = I)(w = JIw)) < |Ju = znc[lpw (v = Tw|lpw + [Hw = JIw[]|pw).

Then (J2) implies that a(u,w — JIw) < (1 + Ma)||w — Tw||pw||t — 2nc||pw- Corollary 2.3.c
proves for the second term in the right-hand side of (3.22) that

apw(w, Zne — Jzne) < Ma|w — Iw\pr\Hu - ch\pr-

Corollary 2.1.c ensures apw (W, 2nc) = apw({w, znc). Since (A, u) is an eigenpair of (1.1) and
Zne satisfies (3.4), this implies

a(u, JIw) — apw(w, 2ne) = b(Au, JIw) — apw (Iw, 2ne) = Ab(u, JIw — Tw — §1w).

Corollary 2.3.b shows b(u, JIw — Tw) < MarZh2% ||lu — 2ne||pwl|w — Tw]|pw. The discrete
Friedrichs inequality

|[vncll z2() < CaF[[vnclllpw for all vne € V(T) with Cyp := Cp(1 + Ma) + Mahy (3.23)

max

is a direct consequence of the Friedrichs inequality [v]z2(q) < Cr|[v[|| for any v € V and (J2);
cf. [CH17, Cor. 4.11] for details in case m = 1; the proof for m = 2 is analogous. This, (I12),
and the boundedness of Iy imply C(;Fl”Iw”LQ(Q) < [Hwllpw = Mo D™wl|r2(0) < [wllgm(q)-
The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality leads to

—b(Au, 61w) < [[6Auf 20 [Tw]r2(0) < CarlldAu|p2(Q) |w]|gm+e ()

This bounds the last term on the right-hand side of (3.22). The substitution in (3.22) and
k2 h2m < 1/2 result in

i — el gy <L+ 5Ma/2) [0 — Tl — Zacllpe + Cap O3] 2] s
This and (3.20)—(3.21) imply
C(0) ™ u = T el 2(0) < (hmax/m)7 (1 + 5M2/2) [t — 2nc|lpw + Car|0u] 12(q).

Corollary 2.3.a implies |2nc — J2nc|r2(0) < Marmhiallw — 2ncl|pw- This, 0 < o0 <1 < m,
hmax < 1, and a triangle inequality show

lu = zncllz2@) < |2ne = 2nelz2(@) + v — Jznelz2() < Co(hfaxllu = zncllpw + [0Xu] £2(0))

with the constant Cy := max {C(c)(1 + 5M2/2)/7° + Matip, C(0)Car }. ]

13
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3.4. Proof of (3.7) and (3.10) for the energy error control
Recall ¢ from Remark 3.3 and that z,. € V(T) solves (3.4).

Proof of (3.7). Elementary algebra with apw (2ne, %) = apw (2ne, [u) from Corollary 2.1.c shows

(lu — anH\f)W =a(u,u — JIu) 4+ apw(u, J2nc — Znc) + a(u, JIu — Jzne) + apw(2ne, Zne — Lu).
(3.24)

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

a(u,u — JIu) + apw(u, J2ne — Znc) = apw(t, v — ITu) + apw (u, Tu — JIu) + apw(u, J2ne — Znc)

< (1+ Ma)l|lu = Tullgy + Maflu — Tuf|pwllu — 2oc|lpw-
Recall that (A, u) is an eigenpair of (1.1) and zy satisfies (3.4). Consequently,

a(u, JIu — Jzne) + apw(2ne, 2nc — Iu) = b(Au, JTu — Jzne + (1 + 6)(2ne — Iu))
= Ab(u, (J — 1)({u — znc)) + Ab(0u, 2ne — Lu).

Corollary 2.3.b, k2,\h?™ < 1/2, and a triangle inequality show

Ab(u, (J = 1) (T = znc)) < Ma/2 [Ju — Tul|pw ([lv = Tuflpw + v = znellpw)-

Since Cauchy-Schwarz and triangle inequalities show b(0Au, znc — Tu) < [[6Aul| 20 ([u —
ZnelL2@@) + w — Tu|r2(q)), (I1) provides the first and (3.6) the second estimate in

b(0Au, zne — Tu) <[0Xu] r2(0) (lu = znellL2(@) + Fmbmaxlu = Tulpw)

<[6du £2 () (Cobaxlu — ch!pr + Call0Xul L2 () + Fmhmax v = Tul|pw)-

Since Al v — Tul|pw < A axllv — ch|||pw from Corollary 2.1.a, a weighted Young inequality
shows b(6Au, zne — Tu) < ((Co + £ )20, + Co) || 6Aul2, 2() + [t — zne || 34 /4. The substitution

max

of the displayed estimates in (3.24) shows

llu = znellfe <1+ 3Mz2/2)l|u = Tul|3y + 3Ma/2 |u — Tulpwllu — 2nclpw
+ ((C2 + i) hiax + C2)l6Xul T2 gy + llu — zncllw /4

max

This and 3Ma/2|u — Tu|pw||w — zncllpw < IMF/4]lu — Tu||Z, + [Ju — zuc[|Z, /4 conclude the
proof of (3.7) with C2 := 2max{1 + 3My/2 + 9M2? /4, (Ca + ki )?h2% . + Ca}. (]

Proof of (3.10). The proof of the efficiency estimate of the volume residual is based on
Verfiihrt’s bubble-function methodology [Ver13], comparable to [BAVNS07, Thm. 2], [Gall5b,
Prop. 3.1], and given here for completeness. Let ¢, € SY(T) := P(T)nC(£) denote the nodal
basis function associated with the vertex z € V. For any T € T, let by := 4" [] sev(T) $% €

Pyn(T) n W3 (T) = V denote the volume-bubble-function with supp(by) = T and |br | =
1. An inverse estimate [p[ 2y < cp[p[s, for any polynomial p € P, (T') leads to

¢y lunclaery < Junclp, = (tne, Wy — (tne, w — tne)by- (3.25)

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and [br|le = 1 show (unc,u — Unc)op < |unc|r2(r)lu —
Unc r2(7). An integration by parts proves ;. D" (brupe)dz = 0 since brun. € Hg'(T), ie.,

14
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D™bruy. is L2-orthogonal to Py(T). Recall that (A, u) is an eigenpair of (1.1) and the sup-
port of bpuye is T This, (12), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality result in
Ab(u, brunc) = apw(u, brune) = (D™ u, D™ (brunc))r2(r) < [w — Tu|gm (1) [brtne| grm (1)

An inverse estimate for polynomials in Ps,,(T) with the constant ¢y, and the boundedness

of by show Ab(u, bruy.) < clnv 7w — Tu| g oy [umel| 2 (1)- This provides c, 2hf* lnell 27y <
R [w = tne| L2(ry + Ciny A “u — Iu|Hm(T) for all T' e T in (3.25). The sum over all T € T
concludes the proof of (3.10) with Cy = ¢ max{1, ciny}. O

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.1.c

Proof of (3.12) for ¢4 > 0. Recall ¢1 := 2A?k2,C1Cs(1 + C3) and (3.8) as a result of (3.5)—
(3.7). A triangle inequality, Remark 3.3, and (3.8) show

[0Aull 2() < 2X 2k, B [0 — tmel 120) + [6Aunc 22(q)

m’"max

Cah2m
< A8 max o lw — Tu|pw + 127

1+ C4 max||6)‘u||L2(Q) + ”6)‘UHCHL2(Q)

Since 0 < e3 := min{ey, (2¢1)"/?"} ensures c;h27, < 1/2 for all T € T(e3), the previous

displayed estimate reads [dAu/z2(q) < %ho 7 el = Tt + |00 L2 (62) /2 + [ Nttne | 12 ()

This implies (3.9). The bound (3.9) for [0Au 12y recasts (3.8) as
O7 ' C3 M w = tnel 2 () < 2C3hGallu = Tullpw + 2(1 + C3)A[dunc | 12(q) -
Remark 3.3 and (3.10) control the last term in
(267, C1) ™ 0uncl L2y < O Mo [ une | 12(0) < Mg lu — ncl 2 (@) + Piasllw — Tul]pw-

Recall that ¢ := 4A\%k2,C105(1 + C3)Cy and &4 := min{es, (2¢2) 2™} < 1 ensure ¢h2™ <
1/2. Hence the last term in (3.11) is < |u — unc| 12(q)/2 and can be absorbed. This concludes
the proof of (3.12) with C5 := 2C1C(2C5 + 42 A(1 + C3)Cy). O

Recall 0 < g5 < 4 such that b(u, unc) > 0 for any T € T(es).

Proof of Theorem 3.1.c for e5. Recall A, < A and |u|z2(q) = [tnc|r2() = 1. The continuous
eigenpair (\,u) in (1.1) satisfies A = ||u[|?. The discrete eigenpair (Ap, unc) solves (3.2) and
S0 Ap = |||un0|||123w/HunCH%+5 with [[unc|r2() = 1. Then

lw— un0|||123w = A — 2apw (U, Unc) + )‘hHUnCH%ﬂS and ||un0||%+5 —1 = b(dunc, nc) = ||UHCH¢2$
This and elementary algebra show for the left-hand side of Theorem 3.1.c that
LHS := X — Ay + |Ju — uncmgw + [t ]? = 2X — 2apw (U, Unc) + (1 + M) tme 3.

Since u is the eigenfunction in (1.1) and 2b(u,u — upe) = |u — unCH%Q(Q) from [unc|z2() =
1 = [ufz2(q), it follows

A = Ab(u, unc) + Ab(u, u — tnc) = Ab(U, Une — JUnc) + Qpw (U, June) + A2 |u — unCH%Q(Q)

15
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The combination of the last two displayed identities eventually leads to
LHS =(1 4+ M) |tne||? + A|u — unc||%2(9) + 2Ab(u, une — June) + 2apw (U, June — Unc). (3.26)

Recall 2\x2 h2™ < 1. The combination of Remark 3.3 and (3.10) implies that

m’"max
unclls < V2km A2 [Rull 20y < Callw = wncll2(0) + /2 AkmCallu — Tl

and (3.12) controls [|u — unc|r2(0) < Cshax ||t — Tul|pw. Corollary 2.3.b asserts 2Ab(u, unc —
June) < Maf|u — Tu|pw||tv — tncl|pw. Corollary 2.3.c shows apw (t, June — Une) < Mal|u —
Tuf| pw [|v — tncl| pw- Since Ap, < A, these estimates lead in (3.26) to

LHS<((14A)CFH(C5hTax + V/2/ A )? + ANCERZS,

max

)lw = Tull* + 3Mz||u — Tu|pw lfune — ] pw-

A weighted Young inequality and the absorption of ||une — u|||§w/2 conclude the proof of
Theorem 3.1.c with Cp := max{C2,2((1 + A\)C3(C5h%ax +/2/Mm)? + AC2R2 ) + IM3}. [

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 € T and one fine tri-
angulation 7 € T(T). Let (A\,u) € Rt x V denote the k-th continuous eigenpair of (1.1)
with a simple eigenvalue A = Ay and the normalization |u[z2) = 1. Choose g5 > 0 as in

Theorem 3.1, suppose 7 € T(e5), and let 7 € T(T) be any admissible refinement of T~

Definition 4.1 (2-level notation). Let ()\h,uh) € R* x Vj, (resp. )\h,uh) € R x V) with
U, = (Upw, Unc) € Vi i= P (T) x V(T (vesp. p = (Upw, Unc) € Vi i= Pp(T) x V(T)) denote
the k-th discrete eigenpair of (1.2) with the simple algebraic eigenvalue A\, = Ap(k) (resp.
A = S\h(k:)), the normalization |unc||r2(q) = 1 (resp. [tUncllr2() = 1), and the sign convention
b(u, unc) > 0 (resp. b(u,uye) > 0). Recall /f\LmaX = maxpcqhr < hmax = maxrer hr <
€5, Ah, )\h < A from Theorem 3.1.b, and § from Remark 3.3 with its analogue 5 = = (1-—
)\hn h2m) — 1€ Py(T) on the fine level. The constant Cy := 2\x2, satisfies § < < Csh3™ and

5 < Cghi_m. Recall the estimator 7?(T) for any T' € T from (1.4) and define 7?(T), for any
T € T with volume |T| and the set of faces F(T), by

P(T) == [T | Mafinel 72y + 1T1* Y, I[Dpefinc] e % velF2(m) (4.1)
FeF(T)

The sum conventions n*(M) := Y pc i n*(T) for M < T and ﬁ%ﬂ) = e n*(T) for
M < T from Table 4.1 apply throughout this section. Abbreviate the distance function

(T, T) = [Awtne — Anlincl F2(q) + lltne — Tncllw- (4.2)

Theorem 4.2 (stability and reduction). There exist A1,A2 > 0, such that, for any T
and T from Definition 4.1, the following holds
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(An,up) € RT x V3, k-th eigenpair in (1.2) (Xh,ﬁh) e R* x Vj, k-th eigenpair in (1.2)
with wp = (Upw, tne) € Pon(T) x V(T) with @p = (lpw, finc) € Pn(T) x V(T)
lnellz2() = 1, b, tine) > 0, Ay < A finell 20y = 1, b(ut, Bne) > 0, An < A
hmaX := maxye7 hr hmaX = maxTeTh
= (1= MrZAEM) ™ -1 < Csh2m <1 = (1 — K2, h2m) -1< Cth%m <1
T) from (1.4) for T e T (T) from (4. )forTeT
772( ) i=Yepm W (T) for M T (M ) —ZTeﬂn( )for./\/lg%

Table 4.1.: 2-level notation with respect to 7 € T(e) (left) and an admissible refinement 7 € T(T)
(right)

(A1) Stability. |n(T N T) = 2T n ?)\ < MO(T,T),
(A2) Reduction. 7/7\(7A'\T) < 271/1277(7’\76) + A2d(T, 72)

Proof. A reverse triangle inequality in R” for the number L := [T n 7'\ of tetrahedra in T AT
and one for each common tetrahedra T € T A T and each of its faces F € F (T') lead to

~ ~002 m i
T ATy AT TP < X (TP e ~ Mniinel Fagry
TeT AT

TV D (tne — el X vE () )-
FeF(T)

The discrete jump control from [CR17, Lem. 5.2] with constant Cj.(¢) (that only depends on
the shape-regularity of T and the polynomial degree ¢ € Ny) reads

ST Hglel3ay < Ciel0*gl3aiq)  for any g € Pi(T).

TeT FeF(T)

The combination of the two displayed estimates concludes the proof of (A1) with A? =
max { maxrer; |T|*™/3, Cjc(0)?}. For any tetrahedron K € T\T,let T(K):={TeT:Tc
K} denote its fine trlangulatlon The newest-vertex bisection guarantees |T'| < |K|/2 for the
volume |T'| of any T € T (K). This, a triangle inequality, and (a+b)% < (14 8)a+ (1+1/8)b?
for a, b= 0, 8 =2Y6 -1 > 0 show

PTE) <27 V0P (1) + (1+1/8) Y (ITP™ M wttme — Swfine 31
TeT (K)
HITIS S DR (e — une) X vE 2 )-

FeF(T)

The summation over all K € T\?\' and the above jump control conclude the proof of (A2)
with A3 = 27/6/(2"/6 — 1) max { maxper; |T)?m/3, Cic(0)?}. The arguments for (A1)—(A2) are
similiar for other problems; cf., e.g., [CKNS08, CFPP14, CR17, CH18] for more details. []
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4.2. Towards discrete reliability

Given the 2-level notation of Definition 4.1 with respect to 7 and 'f‘, let Ry :={KeT:
3T € T\T with dist(K,T) = 0} 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 I : V + V(7A') — V(7A') denote the interpolation operator on the
fine level of T so that (13) and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality show, for any ve V + V(7A‘) and
any we V +V(T)+ V(T), that

b(( = Do, w)| <|(T = Dol o7y |0l 2 79 w

Jap(I = Do, )] <UD = Dol i | Dol o7
Lemma 4.3 (distance control I). There exists Cg > 0 such that any T € T(e5) and the
difference € := Upe — Une satisfy
O el < 1D Ctne—Tutne) 2y VAt 2 5, el Bt 22+ B[22

Proof. Corollary 2.1.c shows apy (e, Une — JUnc) = Gpw (ﬁnc, Une — fJunC) — Qpw (unm I(tpe —
Junc)). Since (A, une) and (Xh,ﬁnc) solve (3.2), this and (J1) lead to
apw(ea ﬁnc - Junc) :b(Xhanm (1 + Es\)(anc - fJunc)) - b()\hunm (1 + 5)(Ianc - unc))
—b(AnTine — Antine, €) + b(Apline, 0€) — b(Aptine, 0€)
+ b(Anine, (1+0) (une — TJune)) + b(Antine, (14 8) (@ine — Iine)). (4.4)

Elementary algebra with |[unc|z2(0) = [Uncr2(q) = 1 shows (as, e.g., in [CG11, Lem. 3.1])

~ Xh+)\h Xh*)\h ~ ~ Xh+)\h
b(Aline — Apline, €) = 5 lel72) + 5 b(tine + Unc, Une — Une) = 5 lel72 ).

Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities verify
b(Anine, 0€) — b(Aptne, d€) < [le] p2(q) (Anll0tnel L2) + MnldunclL2(0))-

Since 1+ 6 < 2 and A, < A from Table 4.1, the right inverse property (J1) and (4.3) result in

b((1 + 8)Anline, tne — IJtne) =b((1 + 8)Anline, (I — I)Jtn)

~

The triangle inequality Hh?)\@nCHLQ(T\%) < hiaAlel 2 ) + Hh?)\unCHLg(ﬂﬁ and A/, < 2
from Theorem 3.1.a imply A7 Aunc| 27 S 2| W Apune | (77)- Since the interpolation
operators I and I satisfy (I3)—(I4), it follows that

[ (1 = D) Junell 27y = 1h7™ (1 = D Tutnel| 2 7 < Rl D (1= DTt | 2 7

Recall Dfunc € Po(T; R3™). The condition (I2) and the L?-orthogonal projections Iy (resp.

Ily) onto Py(T) (resp. Po(T)) lead to the estimate

“Elllh%m(f - I)Juncnp(ﬂ%) < (o — HO)DmJUHCHH(T\%)

18



Adaptive GLB with optimal rates

:H (HO - HO)DIZ;I;V(J/U’HC unC)HL2 M7 S HD Junc - unC)HLQ(T\,?_).

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

b(Antine, (1 + 8)(@ine — Itine)) = b(Antine, (1 4 8)(I — I)ine)
<2”h$)‘hunc||L2(7'\7“') ”h:rm(anc - IQHC)”B(T\%) < Q’Qd“h?)‘huncny(ﬂ%)|||e|||pw-

The combination of the six previously displayed estimates and Ay, S\h < A lead in (4.4) to

apw(e, Une — JUne) < Q’deDgév(unc - JUHC)HB(T\%) (AhiﬁaxHGHLm) + 2"h$)‘hunC"L2(7'\7“'))
+Alellz2) (lelzz) + 10unclr2() + [08nclz20)) + 26allellpw IA7 Antincl L2 (1 7-

Additionally, Corollary 2.3.c and (4.3) show

apw(ea JUune — unc) = apw(<1 - I)e, Jupe — unC) = aPW((f_ I)ﬁnc’ June — Unc)
< D5 (1 = Dell 2 49| Do (tne = June)| 279

Condition (I2) and the boundedness of Iy show | D[t (1 — I)eHLQ(ﬂﬂ < |le[fpw. This and the
combination of the two previously displayed estimates with a triangle inequality prove

llell2 =apw (e, Jtne — tne) + apw (€, tne — Jtinc)
<[ Dy (tne — June) | g2 7y (l€llpw + 26aAhalel r2i) + 46al AT Antinc] 21 7))
+ Alel z2@) (el z2(@) + [tnel 20y + 108nel r2)) + 26allellpw [AF Antine 2 79
<(1+ drg + RN R ) | Dy (tne = June)| G2 7y + I6unclZ2(q) + 188ncl 2oy

+ (L + X+ X/2)ell ) + (1 + 46 W7 Mtine|[ 7o 1 ) + llell 52

with weighted Young inequalities in the last step. This concludes the proof with Cg :=
2max{l + 4k2 + K2AZh2ZT 1+ X + A2/2}. O

max)’

4.2.1. Reliability and efficiency
A first consequence of Lemma 4.3 is the reliability of the error estimator n(7) from (1.4).

Theorem 4.4 (reliability and efficiency). There exist Cyel, Cegt, and g > 0 such that
Coin(T) < lu — tnellpw < Crar (T holds for T € T(es).
Proof of reliability. Lemma 4.3 holds for any refinement T e T(7) of T € T(e5) and we may
consider a sequence 7 = T; of uniform mesh-refinements of 7. The reliability follows in the
limit as fimax — 0 for £ — o0 and [l — Unc||lpw — O from Theorem 3.1.c. The left-hand side

of Lemma 4.3 converges to Cg ||t — tne||pw. On the right-hand side, HS’[A,LHCHLQ( < Cyh2m

max

converges to zero and [le[ z2(q) = [u — unc|z2(q) as Bmax — 0. Moreover the shape-regularity
hy < Cq|T|V3 for T e T e T, (J2), and |6unc r2(0) < 262, Bt [R5 Aptine | £2(q) show

|- D5 (tne — JUHC)H%Q(Q) + th})‘hunCH%Q(Q) + Hfsunc”%%g) < max{My, CZ" (1 + 4wy, h )30 (T).

max
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For the remaining term on the right-hand side, (3.12) and Corollary 2.1.a show
C5 = tnell p2() < Ml = Tullpw < Wl — tunelpw-

A reduction to &g :: min{es, ( CQCG) 1/(2"} such that C2Csh29,, < 1/2 allows for the

max >

absorption of C2Cgh aX\Hu uncm < fu — unc|||pw/2 and concludes the proof with CZ :

206 max{My, C2™(1 + 4x} h2m )}, O

max

Proof of efficiency. The condition (J2) guarantees

My/M3 YT 30 DR unelr X vrlfa(ry < min flv = e[y < flu— e[|y
TeT FeF(T)

The combination of |T|'3 < hp, A, < A, and the efficiency (3.10) with ||u — Tu|pw <
|t — uncl| pw from Corollary 2.1.a implies that

Z |T|2m/3”)‘hunCH%2(T) S ||h$)‘hun0”%2( <20} ()‘Qh?nrgx”u - unCH%Q(Q) + flu— uﬂCH‘%W)'
TeT

max

Theorem 3.1.c concludes the proof with C%; := M3 /M; + 2C3 + 2C3CoN\*h2127 . ]

4.2.2. Discrete reliability

Lemma 4.5 (distance control II). There exists a constant C7 > 0 such that H)\hunc -
)‘hUHCHLQ(Q +Hunc_unCHL2 +H5UHCHL2(Q +H5UHCHL2 < Orhiaxllu—tunclllpw < C7Crahaxn(T)
holds for any T € T(eq).

Proof. Triangle inequalities and the normalization |u]z2q) = 1 show

[Antine — Antine| £2(Q) SAR[w = tnc| L2y + Anllu — Unc[ L2y + [An — Anl-

Theorem 3.1.c and Corollary 2.1.b imply |A—\,| < COH‘U*IUH‘%W < C’o(hmax/ﬂ)z(’||u||fqm+o(m.
Since the eigenfunction u € V in (1.1) solves the source problem with right-hand side Au €
L3(), (2.1) implies HuHHerU(Q) < C(o)|Mullp2@) = C(o)A. The same arguments apply to

|A — Xh\ This and hS g axcllu — Iu\HpW < h o llu — Tu||pw result in
[Ah = Anl < A= Anl + 1A = Al < 2C0C(0) N7 Wl = T -

Recall A, Ay < A, [0une| £2() < Cshilylltncls and [8@nc| 12(q) < Cshiliuy | e |5 from Table 4.1.
The last two displayed estimates, a triangle inequality, and Theorem 3.1.c show

A ine — Mttne|l z2() + [ne — tnellz2(@) + 198ne] 220 + [6tnc] 20
2((CoC(0)A /7 + Cy/* (1 4+ X)W + C5Co R ) e — T pue

max max
with [Ju — Tullpw < [Ju— Ttuflpw and Amax < hmax. Since hmax < €6 < 1 and 1/2 < 0 <
1 < m, Corollary 2.1.a concludes the proof of the first bound in Lemma 4.5 with Cr7 :=
2CC (o) \/77 + 2(}’1/ 2(1 + A+ Cs). The second claim follows from Theorem 4.4.

O

Theorem 4.6 (discrete reliability). There exist constants As, Ms > 0 such that T € T(eg)
with mazimal mesh-size hyax < €¢ (€6 from Theorem 4.4) and €3 : = M3h??_ imply

max
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(A3.) Discrete reliability. 6>(T,T) < Asn*(Ry) + esn?(T)).
Proof. Recall that Lemma 4.3 shows

Cgl|||anc - unclllf)w <”mew(unc JUHC)” + ”h$)‘hun0”

L2(T\T) L2(T\T) + [|tne — unc”%m))

+ Hfthm(Q) + Hfsunch(Q)
This and Lemma 4.5 lead with Mj := C2C2 max{1, Cs} to

ST, T) = Anline — Ahuncn%?((z) + [[[tne — uncH\iw

<CG||DI7J7;LN(UHC - JUnC)H2 + C6th}>‘huncH2

LQ(T\'f‘) LQ(T\%) + ]\43h2 max’/ (T)

The shape regularity hy < Csr|T\1/ 3 for any T € T € T guarantees
Hhﬁ)‘hunCHB(T\ﬂ < C$|T‘m/3H)‘hUHCHL2 (7’\7’) Ca n(ﬂT) Can(Ru).
with 7’\% C Ri in the last step. Remark 2.2 asserts

Mg | Dy (une = Junc)[17, < DT Y I[Dpwtme]F X vElG2(ry < 0°(R1).
TeR, FeF(T)

The combination of the last three displayed inequalities concludes the proof of (A3.) with
A3 = Cg(C2™ + Ms). L]

4.3. Quasiorthogonality

The quasiorthogonality in Theorem 4.7 below concerns the outcome (7;);en, of AFEM4EVP.
Let u; € V(7;) abbreviate the nonconforming component of the discrete solution u; =
(Upws Unc) =: (Upw,u;) € Ppn(T;) x V(T;) and X\j(k) < X the associated eigenvalue from
AFEMA4EVP on the level j € Ny. Recall the distance

4T3, Tjxn) = [Aj(k)uy — Ajsa (kw22 ) + llug — wjsn |
for the triangulations 7; and 7T;41. Set hg := maxrer, hr and recall eg > 0 from Theorem 4.4.

Theorem 4.7 (quasiorthogonality). For any 0 < 3 < C2%/C2,, there exist A4, Ay, and

€4 = Ay(B + h2° (1 + B71)) > 0, such that To € T(eg) implies that the output (n;)jen, and
(Tj)jeny of AFEM4EVP satisfies

0+ L e+L
(A4.) Quasiorthogonality. Z (T3 Tiv1) < A1+ B7Ym8 + ey Z 77]2- for any ¢, L € Ny.
j=L Jj=L

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 > 0 such that, for T € T(eg),
pw (U — Unc; Une — Unc) < Co (h;axmu — Une|pw + ”h?)‘uny(ﬂ%)) llw = Unellpw holds.
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Proof. Since (A, tnc) (resp. (Xh,@nc)) solves (3.2) with respect to 7 and § € Py(T) (resp. T
and § € Py(T) from Table 4.1), Corollary 2.1.c and elementary algebra show that
apw (unc - anm u — anc) = apw (unm I(u - anc)) - apw (ﬁnm fu - anc)
=b(Antne(1 + 6), I(t — Tine)) — b(ApTine(1 + 8), Tt — Gine)

=b(Antine(1 + 6) = MyTine(1 + 6), Tu — Gine) + (Antine, (I — 1) (u — Ginc)) (4.5)

1467
The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, A, Xh < A, and Lemma 4.5 in the last step prove
t1 = b(Aptne(1 + ) = Myne(1 + 6), Tu — Tine)
< (IAwttne = Mntinel z2(2) + MlFunel z2(e) + Mnldnel r2) ) 1Tt = el 12y

< max{1, A}Crhf [l u = tnelpwTu = Gncl 12(0)-

The discrete Friedrichs inequality (3.23) with respect to V(T), (I2), and the L2-projection
IIp onto Py(T) lead to

Car I = Tinel12(0) < 11 = e[l pw = [T Dy, (w = Tine) | £2(0) <l = Tne | pw-

Consequently, ¢ < max{1, \}C7Carh{ ||t — tnc||pwl|tt — Uncl|pw. Since 1 + ¢ < 2 from
Table 4.1, the arguments behind (4.3) also show

to ::()‘hunc, (I —=1)(u~— anC))lJr(g < 2Hh$)‘hun0”L2(7‘\7°) Hh;‘m(I —I)(u— anc)HLQ(Q)-

Since (I3) implies I(fu) = Ju, (I12) and (I4) for I and (I2) for I show [hr"(1 — IA)(u -
tne )| r2() = [h7™ (1 = D(Tu = tne) | 12(0) < Kall (1 = DI (u = tine)|lpw < Fallu = tne[lpw. On
the other hand, \;, < \, a triangle inequality, (3.12), and Corollary 2.1.a imply

”h$)‘hun0”L2(7'\7ﬁ) < ||h$)‘uHL2(7—\7A') + Miax |l — un0||L2(Q)
< ”h?AuHm(T\%) + Cs M7 [lu — Unc [ prw-

Hence the upper bound ¢; + t2 in (4.5) is controlled and the above estimates lead to the
assertion with Cgyo := max{2k4, max{1, \}C7Cqr + 2C5 \h\ Ka}- O

max

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Recall that u; € V(7;) is the nonconforming component of the discrete
solution u; = (Upw, tnc) =: (Upw,u;) € Pp(T;) x V(T;) and that A;(k) < A is the associated
eigenvalue from AFEM4EVP on the j-th level for ¢ < j < ¢+ L. Since T;, T;4+1 € T(7p) for
{ < j<{+ L, Lemma 4.5 shows

0%(Tj, Ti+1) < lluy — wjsall3e + CTCRahg7 ;-
Elementary algebra, Lemma 4.8, and two weighted Young inequalities show

llg = wja M=l = w515 + 1w = wjea I = 20pw (e — w1, uj — ujsn)

<200 (g1 — il + 11 X 7)) = 41
C2 2C2

% 2 2 2 2 2
ﬁqo hi? Crami + BCranisy + —- IhT Al (7070

8

<
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with Theorem 4.4 in the last step. Theorem 4.4 controls the telescoping sum

{+L
2 (e =ujllfe = llw = wjsallpy) = llu—uellpy = llu = wer Ll < Canii — Clpns 141
j=t
Since 8 < C%/C2, implies (BCZ, — C%)n?. ;.1 <0, the last three displayed estimates show
L+L {+L 202 {+L )
2 o 2
28T Tis1) < 35 (=l = llu = wysallp) + (5= + C3) 7 + 5) Cha g,
j=t - =
2 L+L
+ B8C, e177£+L+1 +— 5 Z:z HhT )‘UHLQ(T\TJH) (4.6)
J
202 o2 L+L
o o o
<Ciun + (( 5 F)ui + ) relZ% q Z 197 Ml 2 70
Recall that At |7 := diam(T) for any T € 7; and compare it with the piecewise constant
function h; € Py(7;) defined by hjlr = T3 < < Cg|T|Y3 (from shape- regularity) for

any T € T and j € Ng. Then h ~ hT e Py(T;) and h € Py(T;) satisfies the reduction hj;q <
h;/2'3 a.e. in the set of refined tetrahedra | J (T;\T;+1). Hence h;” < \/% hj h?Tl
a.e. in J (T;\T;+1) and

4m/3 1 {+L 4m/3 1 {+L
Csr Am/3 Z iz )‘u||L2(T\7}+1) S S o4m/3 Z ”h )\u||L2(T\73+1)

0+ L
Z H th h2m )\u
=/

j+1 - Jﬂ(ﬁ%m - B?TLH)(AU)de < Hﬁzl)\u”%?(ﬁ)'

Since hy < h1, < ho := maxre, hr < €6, a triangle inequality implies
| M7 2y < 200/ Ae (k)2 IR MR Yue 72 + 2A2He™ 1 — ue| T2y

Theorem 3.1.a and (1.4) show (A/Ae(k))2| A7 Ao (k)ug|2, @ < < 4n?. Corollary 2.1.a, Theorem 4.4,
and (3.12) imply [u — ug|?%, @ S h3° C2C2 n?. The substitution in (4.6) concludes the proof

02 CQm 4m/3+1 (4+h2m+2oc5c21)\2)} and A4 — CQImaX{l ) q0’072}‘|:|

with A4 := max{C? D o gmE ]

5. Conclusion and comments

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proven properties (Al)—(A4.) 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 (A3.) includes the additional term Mzh2% _n?(T). Minor modifications
of the arguments in [CFPP14, CR17] prove that (A1l)—(A4.) imply (1.5). This is stated and
proven as Theorem A.1 in Appendix A for some ¢ := e7 < &¢. OJ

5.2. Optimal convergence rates of the error

The reliability and efficiency in Theorem 4.4 provide the equivalence ||u — w/||pw & 1¢(70).
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 €, ..., e7, the computation of €; may be cumbersome and a huge overes-
timation in practice. To guarantee global convergence without a priori knowledge of 7, we
may modify the marking step in AFEM4EVP as follows: Enlarge the set M, in AFEM4EVP
by one tetrahedron of maximal mesh-size in 7,. This guarantees that the maximal mesh-size
tends to zero as the level £ — o0. Consequently there exists some L € N such that 7; € T(e7)
forall = L,L+1,L+2,... Relabel 77, by Ty so that Theorem 1.1 leads to optimal conver-
gence rates for nr,nr+1,ML+2,- .., whence for the entire outcome of the adaptive algorithm.
However, the constant in the overhead control [Ste08, Thm. 6.1] depends on 77 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 6 = 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 [Gall5b, 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 (A1l)—(A4.) in Section 4 is a modification of [CFPP14, CR17]| with a more
general discrete reliability (A3;). Theorem A.1 below proves that the modified axioms are
sufficient for optimal convergence rates of the AFEM algorithm with Dorfler marking and
newest-vertex bisection [CFPP14, Algorithm 2.2]. On level ¢ € Ny of the general purpose
adaptive algorithm AFEM there is given a regular triangulation 7, of < R" into closed
simplices and an undisplayed discrete problem with a discrete solution w,. These allow for
the computation of 7,(T") for all T' € 7, in the step compute. The step mark uses the sum
convention 77 (M) := Y n2(T) for any M < T; and 07 := 7 (7;). The selection of a set
M with almost minimal cardinality in this step means that there exists a constant Aqpy = 1
such that the cardinality satisfies |[My| < Agpi| M|, where M; < T, denotes some set of
minimal cardinality |M}| with 0} < ZTGM; n2(T); cf. [Ste07, CFPP14, CR17| for details;
this is more general than in AFEM4EVP, which utilizes a minimal set M, with Aqp = 1
constructed at linear cost in [PP20].

AFEMA4EVP
Input: regular initial triangulation 7y of 2 < R™ and bulk parameter 0 < 6 < 1

for /=0,1,2,... do
Solve the discrete problem for the discrete solution u, based on Ty
Compute 1y(T) for any T € T, with respect to the discrete solution
Mark almost minimal subset M, < 7, with 977% < 77?(./\/1 ?)
Refine 7, with newest vertex bisection to compute Tp11 with My < T;\Ty41 od

Output: sequence of triangulations (77)sen, With (ug)sen, and (1)een,

This appendix is written in a self-contained way based on the set T := T(7p) of all admissible
triangulation computed by successive newest-vertex bisection [Ste08, GSS14] of a regular ini-
tial triangulation 7y (plus some initialization of tagged n-simplices) of the bounded polyhedral
Lipschitz domain € < R™ into closed simplices and the subset T(7) of admissible refinements
of TeT. For N e Ny, set T(N) :={T €T: |T| <|To| + N}. To analyse the error estimates
n¢(T¢) and their rates and in particular to compare with error estimators (7, «) for any
admissible triangulation 7 € T, we need to assume that the error estimators are computable
for any 7 € T. This leads to a family n(7", «) € R7 of error estimators parametrized by 7 € T
with n(7,K) = 0 for all K € T. For any subset M < T € T, the sum convention reads

(T, M) = (T, M)* = > (T, T) and  n*(T):=n(T.T). (1)
TeM

For any triangulation 7, in the AFEM algorithm, we abbreviate n,(+) := n(7, ») and n, :=
ne(Te) = n(Tz, To). Recall the Axioms (A1)—(A4.) with constants Ay, As, As, Ag, Ag, Aer,
€3, €4 > 0, and 0 < pp < 1 for convenient reading. For any T € T and admissible refinement
T € T(T), there exists a set R(T, 'T) < T with T\T < R(T,T) and |R(T, T)| < Avet| T\ T,
such that 7 € T, T € T(T), R(T,7T), and the output (ﬂc)keNO and (nx)ken, of AFEM satisfy
(A1) (AL.).

(A1) Stability. [n(T, T ~7) = n(T,T A T)| < Mo(T, 7).
(A2) Reduction. 77(%, 7A'\7') < pan(T, 7'\7A') + A20(T, 7A-)
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(A3.) Discrete reliability. 6%(7,7) < Asn*(T, R(T, T)) + Asn*(T) + esn?(T)).

L+m L+m
(A4;) Quasiorthogonality. Z (T, Tiv1) < Aamif + €4 Z 77? for any ¢, m € Ny.
=t =t

Theorem A.1 below contains smallness assumptions for the constants /AX?,, €3, and €4. In a
typical application such as Theorem 1.1 the quantities /A\g, €3, €4 contain a power of the initial
mesh-size hy := maxper; hr such that the assumptions are satisfied for a sufficiently fine initial
triangulation To. Given e3 < A7?, set © := (1 — A?es)/(1 + A?A3). Any choice of p and &
with 0 < < py?—1land 0 <& < (1 — (1 + u)p3)O©/(1 — ©) implies

pr2 i =0p3(1+pu) +(1-0)1+&) <1 and A= (1+1/)A? + (1 +1/u)A3 < .

Theorem A.1 (rate optimality of the adaptive algorithm). Suppose (A1)—(A4.) with
A%63 <1, //ig(A% + A%) <1, &< (1 — plg)/A12, and 0<6<0O.
The output (Te)een, and (ne)een, of AFEM satisfy, for any s > 0, the equivalence

sup(1 +|7¢| —|70|)°ne = sup (1 + N)* min n(7).

sup(1 73] ~[Tl)"m ~ sup (14 N)*_min n(7)
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]: (A1l)-(A2) and the Doérfler marking
strategy with bulk parameter § < © < 1 provide the estimator reduction [CR17, Thm. 4.1]

2(T) < 0127*(T) + A28 (T, T) (A12)

for any 7 € T and any admissible refinement 7 € T(7). The estimator reduction (A12), (A4.),
and Ago := Ag+ea(1+A12A4)/(1— p12 —€4A12) > 0 guarantee the stricter quasi-orthogonality
[CR17, Thm. 3.1]

l+m
> 6 (Ths Trsr) < Agomp for any £,m € No. (A4)
k=t

This and (A12) imply plain and R-linear convergence on each level for the output (1¢)sen,
of AFEM in [CR17, Thm. 4.2]: The constants A. := (1 + Aj2Ag)/(1 — p12) > 0 and g :=
Ac/(1+ Ac) < 1 satisty

l+m qm

Z nt < Aenp and 77§+m < 1 ¢ nz for any £,m € Ny. (2)
—dqc

k={

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

Theorem A.2 (QM). The azioms (Al), (A2), (A3;), and Kg(A% + A2) < 1 imply the exis-
tence of Amon > 0 such that n(T) < Amonn(T) holds for any T € T and T € T(T).
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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 n*(T) = n*(T,T n T) +n*(T,T\T) of the estimator of the fine
triangulation 7 € T(7") and show

P (T) < (T, T AT)+ Mo(T, 7)) + (pan(T, T\T) + Aa6(T, T))*
< (1+ 1/ a)n2(T) + (1 + a)(A2 + ADS(T, T)

with (a+b)? < (1+a)a® + (1 + 1/a)b? for any positive a, b and 0 < v < (A} + A%)Kg)_l -1
in the second step. (For IAX3 = 0, the upper bound for 0 < a < % is understood as infinity.)
The Axiom (A3.) controls the distance §2(7,7T) and leads to

(T) < (1+ 1o+ (1+ @) (A2 + A2) (A3 + e3)) 7 (T) + (1 + a)(A? + A2) Az (T).
Since (1 + a)(A2 + A2)A3 < 1, this proves n2(T) < A2, n2(T) for

A2 LH a+ (14 a)(A2 + A2)(As + €3)
mon 1— (14 a)(A2 + A2)A;

: O

The convergence is guaranteed with (2) and the optimality requires the sufficient smallness of
the bulk parameter 8 < © in the adaptive algorithm. This enters with the help of the compar-
ison lemma, where some 6y(¢, &) depends on parameter s, a that allow for § < 0y(s, ) < ©.
The lemma dates back to the seminal contribution [Ste07].

Lemma A.3 (comparison). Let 0 < <1, 0 < a < o0, and let s > 0 satisfy

M := sup (N +1)° min n(7T) < c0o.
NEIE()( ) TET(N)T’( )

Then for any level £ € Ny, there exist T; € T(T;) and

Oo(c, ) = (1 —2((1+a) + (1 +1/a)A2hg) — (1 + 1/a)A%63)/(1 + (14 1/a)AZAs) <1
such that

(a) 0(Te) < 30(Te) < AmonM|TNTe|~* and

(b) (e, 3)m?(Te) < 12(Te, Re) with TATe < Re := R(Tz, Te) and [Re| < Avet| T\

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 (Al)
and (a) imply that

0(Te, Te a To) < n(Te, To o To) + Md(To, To) < 5en(To) + M6 (Te, To). (3)

Recall 0 (M) 1= 10*(Te, Me) := Yopepq, 1 (Te, T) for any My < Tp and 1 == 1(Tz) = n(Te, Te)
and abbreviate 7 := n(7;) = n(Te, Te). A weighted Young inequality with o > 0, the Axiom
(A3¢) with R(Ty, T¢) replaced by Ry defined in (b), and (a) show that

(Gene + Mi0(Te, 70))2 <1+ @)5®n? + (1 + 1/) A2 (Agn? (Re) + A2 + ean?)
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<1+ a)sen] + (1+ 1/a)A (Agnf (Re) + Mg + esnf). (4)
Recall s < 1, a > 0, and set
Coi=(1+0a)s® + (1+1/a)A3(es + Ass®) and  Cp:= (1 + 1/a)A?As.
Then the combination of (3)—(4) reads
1 (Te 0 7o) < Carif + Cyn (Re)- (5)
Since T;\7; < Ry, the estimate (5) implies
i <1 (Re) +n7(Te 0 7o) < Can + (1 + Co)nf (Re).
This proves (b) with
1-C,  1—((1+a)s®+ (1+1/a)A3(es + As?))
1+Cy L+ (14 1/a)A2As

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 0y(c, ) in Lemma A.3.b is bounded from above by
limg—o0 00(0, ) = (1 — A2e3)/(1 + AZA3) and there exist a choice of 0 < 5 < Tand 0 < a < o0
such that 0 < 6 < 6p(a, ) < ©. 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 # and Lemma A.3.b show

0n*(Te) < Oo(e, 5)n*(Te) < 1 (Te, Ro),

i.e., Ry satisfies the Dorfler marking condition. Recall that M, denotes the set of marked
elements on level £ in AFEM, while M} with | M| = M, is a minimal set of marked elements.
Then there exists Agpy = 1 with M| < Agps My < Agpt|Re|. The control over Ry := R(7Ty, 'ﬁ)
and Lemma A.3.a ensure

|RE‘ < Aref‘ﬁ\’?\ﬂ < Aref (AmonM/(%nZ))l/s-

= 0y(s,) < 1. Ul

Hence |My| < C.M 1/ Snz_l/ ® with C, := AoptArefAzgn%*I/ 9. One important ingredient of
NVB is the overhead control [BDD04, Ste08]

1
|7el = |To| < Agpav Y| [Ml (6)
k=0

with a universal constant Agpgy that exclusively depends on 73. The combination of the
above with the overhead control leads to

{—1
(T2l = 76| < AppavCeM™* Y . (7)
k=0
The R-linear convergence (2) bounds the sum Zﬁ;h 77,;1/8 as in [CR17, Thm. 4.2.c|. For all
0 < k < £, the second identity in (2) implies 77,;1/8 < ne_l/sqg_k)/(%)(l - qc)fl/@s). Hence the
formula for the partial sum of the geometric series shows

-1 y 1y q1/(25)
n, "< Cyn, " with Cy:= ° ) (8)
l;) k [ (1 . qi/(%))(l _ qc)l/(2s)
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The combination of (7)—~(8) reads |T;| — |To| < AppavC.CyM Y51 _1/5. Hence 1 < |T¢| — |70
implies (1 + [T7| — |To]) < 2(/72| — [To]) < 2ABpavCeCaMon, /S, while |T;| = |To| implies
1 < AgpavC.CyM?Y/ Snz_l/ ®. This concludes the proof of

ne(+ [Tel = |Tol)* < (2AgpavCeCa)*M with M := sup (N +1)° min n(7T)
NeNg TeT(N)

and so of “<”in Theorem A.1.

For the proof of the converse implication, assume, without loss of generality, that 0 <
mingerny 7(7) and so 0 < g for any ¢ € Ng with Ny := |Ty| — [To| < N. AFEM leads
to Ny < Nyyq (since no refinement only occurs for 7, = 0). Hence there exists a level ¢
with Ny < N < Ngyp and (N + 1)° mingernv) 7(7) < (Neg1 + 1)°n. On each refinement
level ¢ each simplex creates at most a finite number K(n) (depending only on the spatial
dimension n) of children in the next level ¢ + 1 [GSS14]. In other words |Tp41]| < K(n)|T|
and (Ngy1 +1)/(Ne+1) < K(n) + (K(n) —1)(|7To] —1) < 1. This concludes the proof of rate
optimality for AFEM in Theorem A.1. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The AFEM4EVP in Theorem 1.1 is a particular case with R(T, ?):z

={KeT:3T¢€ T\T with dist(K,T) = 0}. Theorem 4.2, 4.6, and 4.7 guarantee (A1)—
(A4 ) with Ag =0, €3 := — M3h2% . and €4 := Ay(fB + h2°(1 4+ 1/B)) > 0. Once p12 and Ajy
have been selected, abbreviate cs := (1 — p12)/(2A12A4), 5 := min{C% /C2%, c3/2}, and

e 1= g7 := min {gg, (2ATM3) 47, ((c5 — B)/(1 +1/8))/*7}. (9)

Then IAX3(A% +A3) =0, e3A2 < 1/2, and ¢4 < (1 — p12)/(2A12) in Theorem A.1.

Remark A.4 (smallness assumptions on e5,c6,7) The reduction to €5 guarantees the best
approximation result in Theorem 3.1, while g5 := min{es, (2C2)~/(29)} is sufficient for re-
liability in Theorem 4.4. Optimal rates follow with ¢ := &7 from (9). Since C5 from
(3.12), ¢35 := (1 — p12)/(2A12A4), and Ms are bounded O(1), independent of the mesh-size,
g¢ = min{es, O(1)} and e7 = min{eg, O(1)} are not expected to be dramatically smaller than
€5.

Remark A.5 (modification with global convergence) The modified algorithm of Subsection 5.3,
with 77, Tz+1,- . has no influence on the constants 1/2 < O(1 + A3 + A3) <1, Ay < Ao <

2A4 + 1/A12, 1+ (A2 + AQ)A3 AIQnon < (1 + \/(A% + A%)(Agg + AI2/2))2 But Agpgv in the
overhead control (6) (e.g. [Ste08, Thm. 6.1]) depends on 77, and could become larger (when

replacing 7o by T1) and leads to larger equivalence constants in Theorem A.l. Fortunately,
the asymptotic convergence rate remains optimal and the choice of 6 is not affected.

Remark A.6 (parameter choice in praxis) In a practical computation, we suggest uniform
mesh-refinement until the eigenvalue \p of interest is resolved in that 5hpax is smaller or
equal the estimated wavelength of A\p. This triangulation serves as initial triangulation in
To in the modified algorithm of Subsection 5.3 with some bulk parameter € smaller than
(1 — A2A3)~!. In this way, the pre-asymptotic range is (hopefully) kept small while the
asymptotic convergence rate remains optimal.
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