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Abstract In this paper, we use the non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart element
method to solve a Stekloff eigenvalue problem arising in inverse scattering. The
weak formulation corresponding to this problem is non-selfadjoint and does not
satisfy H!-elliptic condition, and its Crouzeix-Raviart element discretization
does not meet the Strang lemma condition. We use the standard duality tech-
niques to prove an extension of Strang lemma. And we prove the convergence
and error estimate of discrete eigenvalues and eigenfunctions using the spectral
perturbation theory for compact operators. Finally, we present some numerical
examples not only on uniform meshes but also in an adaptive refined meshes
to show that the Crouzeix-Raviart method is efficient for computing real and
complex eigenvalues as expected.

Keywords Stekloff eigenvalue - Nonconforming Crouzeix-Raviart element -
Strang lemma - Error estimates.
1 Introduction

Stekloff eigenvalue problems have important physical background and many
applications. For instance, they appear in the analysis of stability of mechanical
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oscillators immersed in a viscous fluid (see [28] and the references therein), in
the study of surface waves [I0], in the study of the vibration modes of a
structure in contact with an incompressible fluid [I1] and in the analysis of
the antiplane shearing on a system of collinear faults under slip-dependent
friction law [19]. Hence, the finite element methods for solving these problems
have attracted more and more scholars’ attention. Till now, systematical and
profound studies on the finite element approximation mainly focus on Stekloff
eigenvalue problems which satisfy H'-elliptic condition (see, e.g., [3l4LBEL6LTT]
[T3LT5L22134L36 37, 4T [46L47] and the references therein).

Recently Cakoni et al. [2I] study a new Stekloff eigenvalue problem arising
from the inverse scattering theory:

Au+ E*n(z)u =0 in £, % = —Au on 012, (1.1)
2
where (2 is a bounded domain in R? (d = 2,3), % is the outward normal

derivative, k is the wavenumber and n(z) = ny(z) + Z"ZT(Z) is index of refrac-
tion that is a bounded complex valued function with nq(z) > 0 and ng(x) > 0.

Note that the weak formulation of (1)) (see (1)) does not satisfy H'-
elliptic condition. Cakoni et al. [2I] analyze the mathematics properties of
(CI) and use conforming finite element method to solve it. Liu et al. [38] then
study error estimates of conforming finite element eigenvalues for (LIJ).

In this paper, we will study the non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart element
(C-R element) approximation for the problem. The C-R element was first intro-
duced by Crouzeix and Raviart in [29] in 1973 to solve the stationary Stokes
equation. It was also used to solve linear elasticity equations (see [33[16]),
the Laplace equation/eigenvalues (see [TlI4L[17,2324L251[31]), Darcy’s equa-
tion [2], Stekloff eigenvalue (see[3|T3lB6L4TL[47]) and so on. The features of our

work are as follows:

1. As we know, the convergence and error estimates of the non-conforming
finite element method for an eigenvalue problem is based on the conver-
gence and error estimates of the non-conforming finite element method
for the corresponding source problem, and Strang lemma (see [44]) is a
fundamental analysis tool. However, the sesquilinear form in the C-R el-
ement discretization here does not meet the Strang lemma condition. To
overcome this difficulty, referring to §5.7 in [I7], we use the standard du-
ality techniques to prove an extension of Strang lemma (see Theorem 2).
Based on the theorem, we prove the convergence and error estimates of
the C-R method for the corresponding source problem. The current pa-
per, to our knowledge, is the first investigation of applying and extending
Strang lemma to elliptic boundary value problem that the corresponding
sesquilinear form is non-selfadjoint and not coercive.

2. Cakoni et al. [21I] write (II) as an equivalent eigenvalue problem of the
Neumann-to-Dirichlet operator T'. In this paper, we write the C-R element
approximation of (1) as an equivalent eigenvalue problem of the discrete
operator T}, and prove T}, converges T' in the sense of norm in L?(912),
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thus using Babuska-Osborn spectral approximation theory [8] we prove
first the convergence and error estimates of C-R finite element eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions for the problem (L.

3. We implement some numerical experiments not only on uniform meshes but
also in adaptive refined meshes. It can be seen that the C-R method is effi-
cient for computing real and complex eigenvalues as expected. In addition,
we discover, when the index of refraction n(z) is real and the corresponding
eigenfunctions are singular, the C-R element eigenvalues approximate the
exact ones from above and conforming finite element eigenvalues approxi-
mate the exact ones from below, thus we get the upper and lower bounds
of eigenvalues.

It should be pointed out that the theoretical analysis and conclusions in
this paper are also valid for the extension Crouzeix-Raviart element [35].
In this paper, regarding the basic theory of finite element methods, we refer

to [BII7R27H40,43].

Throughout this paper, C' denotes a positive constant independent of h,
which may not be the same constant in different places. For simplicity, we use
the symbol a < b to mean that a < Cb.

2 Preliminary

In this paper, we assume {2 C R? (d = 2,3) is a polygonal (d = 2) or polyhe-
dron (d = 3) domain. Let H*({2) denote the Sobolev space with real order s
on 2, || - ||s is the norm on H*(£2) and H°(2) = L?*(£2), and H*(92) denotes
the Sobolev space with real order s on 02 with the norm || - ||s,00-

Cakoni et al. [21] give the weak form of (L1): Find A € C, u € H*(£2)\ {0},
such that

a(u,v) = =\ <u,v >, Yve H (), (2.1)
where
a(u,v) = (Vu, Vo) — (k*nu,v), (u,v) = /u@dm, < u,v >= /u@ds.
Q o9

The source problem associated with (1)) is as follows: Find ¢ € H'(£2) such
that

alp,v) =< f,v >, Yve HY(R). (2.2)

Consider the Neumann eigenvalue problem

Au+ E*n(z)u =0 in £, ? =0 on 0f2. (2.3)
Y

In this paper, we always assume k2 is not an interior Neumann eigenvalue
of ([Z3). Under this assumption, according to [2I] the Neumann-to-Dirichlet
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map T : L?(082) — L*(92) can be defined as follows. Let f € L?(912), define
A L2(00) — H'(Q) by

a(Af,v) =< f,v>, Yve H'(12), (2.4)

and Tf = (Af)’, where " denotes the restriction to 9f2. And (ZI)) can be
stated as the operator form:

Tw = pw. (2.5)

1) and @3) are equivalent, namely, if (1, w) € C x L?(0£2) is an eigenpair
of 1), then (A, Aw) is an eigenpair of &I)), A = —u~!; conversely, if (A, u)
is an eigenpair of (1)), then (u,u’) is an eigenpair of &), = —A"1.

From [21] we know T : L?(0§2) — L?(952) is compact. If n(z) is real, then
T is also self-adjoint.

Consider the dual problem of [21)): Find \* € C, u* € H*(£2) \ {0} such
that

a(v,u*) = =\ <v,u* >, Yo e HY(N). (2.6)

The source problem associated with (28] is as follows: Find ¢* € H'(£2)
such that

a(v,*) =<v,g>, Yve H (), (2.7)

Define the corresponding Neumann-to-Dirichlet operator operator T* : L?(0f2)
L?(012) by

a(v,A*g) =<wv,g >, VYve H (), (2.8)
and T*g = (A*g)’. Then (Z0) has the equivalent operator form:
T*u* = =\ tu* (2.9)

It can be proved that T* is the adjoint operator of T in the sense of inner
product < -,- >. In fact, from ([Z4]) and (Z8) we have

<Tf,g>=a(Af,A*g) =< f,A*g >=< f,T*g>, Vf ge L*(02).

Note that since T is the adjoint operator of 7', the primal and dual eigen-
values are connected via A = \*.
Let 7, = {k} be a regular d-simplex partition of 2 (see [27], pp. 131). We
denote h = maxyer, hx wWhere h, is the diameter of element x. Let &, denote
the set of all (d — 1)-faces of elements k € 7. We split this set as follows:
En = & UEL, with & and ] being the sets of inner and boundary edges,
respectively. Let S" be the C-R element space defined on 7y, :

Sh = {v e L3(02) : v |.€ Pi(k), v is continuous at the barycenters
of the (d — 1)-faces of element x, Vk € m,}.

The C-R element approximation of @1 is: Find Ay, € C, uj, € S"\ {0}, such
that

an(up,v) = =\, < up,v >, Yve St (2.10)
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where ap,(up,v) = > [(Vup - Vo — k*n(z)upv)de.

KETH K
d
1 .
Define [|o][n = ( EZ IollF )z, lolif . = J;(Zl | S |? + [v]*)dz. Evidently,
RETh 1=

| - [/ is the norm on S" and it is easy to know that ay(-,-) is not uniformly
Sh-elliptic.
The C-R element approximation of (Z2)) is: Find ¢, € S”, such that

an(¢n,v) =< fiv >, VoeSh (2.11)

Since k? is not an interior Neumann eigenvalue of (23)), from spectral
approximation theory we know that when A is properly small k2 also is not
a C-R element eigenvalue for (23)). So the discrete source problem (Z.I1)) is
uniquely solvable. Thus, we can define the discrete operator Ap, : Ly(9082) —
Sh . satisfying

an(Apf,v) =< f,v >, Ywe S (2.12)
Let us denote by 65" the function space defined on 942, which are restriction
of functions in S" to 0¢2. Define the discrete operator T}, : Ly (082) — 68" C

L2(082), satisfying T f = (Apf). Then ([2I2) has the equivalent operator
form:

Thwp, = ppwp, (2.13)
namely, if (up,wy) € C x L?(9£2) is an eigenpair of ZI3)), then (A, Apwp)
is an eigenpair of (ZI0), A, = —u;, '; conversely, if (A, up) is an eigenpair of

EI0), then (pn,u}) is an eigenpair of @I3), py = —A;, "
The non-conforming finite element approximation of (26 is given by: Find

;€ C, u} € S"\ {0} such that

an(v,u}) = =\ <w,up >, Yoe St (2.14)
The C-R element approximation of 7)) is: Find ¢} € S", such that
an(v,0}) =<wv,9 >, Yve St (2.15)
Define the discrete operator A} : L2(0§2) — S" satisfying
an(v, Aig) =<wv,g>, YwveSh (2.16)

and denote Tj'g = (A} g)’, then (2I0) has the following equivalent operator
form

Tiup = =\ g, (2.17)

It can be proved that 7} is the adjoint operator of T}, in the sense of inner

product < -,- >. Hence, the primal and dual eigenvalues are connected via
= A

We need the following regularity estimates which play an important role in
1
our theoretical analysis. Note that for v € H2(942), < f,v > has a continuous
extension, still denoted by < f,v >, to f € H—z (002).
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Lemma 1 For any f € H_%(GQ), let < f,v > be the dual product on
H~3(00) x H2(d12) in (Z3), then there exists a unique solution o € H(12)
o (2Z2) such that

el S 1A= 00- (2.18)

Proof Since k? is not an interior Neumann eigenvalue of ([Z3), there exists a
unique solution ¢ € H'(£2) to [ZZ). Denote

b(u,v) = / Vu - Vv + n(z)uvdz.
2
Referring to the proof of (14.11) in [27], it is easy to verify that y/Reb(v,v) =
([ |Vo]? + n(2)|v]?dz)? is a norm on H'(£2) that is equivalent to the norm
o)
| -1]1. @3) can be rewritten as: Find A € C, u € H*(£2)\{0} such that
b(u,v) = Anu,v), Yve H (), (2.19)

Since k2 is not an interior Neumann eigenvalue for 23]), k* + 1 is not an
eigenvalue of (ZI). Define the map B : H!(2) — H'(£2) by

b(Bg,v) = (ng,v), Yve& H' (). (2.20)
Then ([2I9) has the operator form:

Bu = \"lu.

And B is compact, 7z is not an eigenvalue of B. So (B—zi 1)~ : H'(2) —
H(£2) is bounded. Let ¢ € H'(§2) be solution the following eqution:

b(y,v) =< f,v >, Yue H' (1), (2.21)
then we have [[¢[l1 S [|f]|-1 a0 From @20) we obtain
a(p,v) = b(p,v) — (K +1)(ne, v)
= b(p,v) — (k% + 1)b(Bp,v) = b((I — (k* +1)B)p, ),
which, together with (Z2) and ZZI)), yields
b((I — (k* + 1)B)p,v) = b(y,v) Vv e H'(0),

Thus we have

1
=|(z—=I-B
el = 1= )~ k2+1¢|\1
1 —
< Mg = B) il g Il S 1511 00

and the proof is complete. [
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Lemma 2 Assume that £2 C R? is a polygonal with w being the largest interior
angle, and ¢ is the solution of (Z3). Let f € L?(082), then ¢ € H'T35 () and

lellivz < Callfllo,00; (2.22)
let f € H2(D12), then ¢ € H'" () satisfying
ellier < Callfll 00 (2.23)

where r € [%,1], r=ro=1whenw <7, andr <rog == when w > 7, and
Cg is a priori constant.

Proof Consider the auxiliary boundary value problem:

dp1
A = — = 2.24
P1 + ¥1 05 a[y f7 ( )
2 2
Apsy + pa = —k"n() (@1 + @2) + 1 + ©2, % = (2.25)

Let 1 and @2 be the solution of ([Z24]) and (Z.2)), respectively, then it is
easy to see that ¢ = ¢1 + ¢o. Since £2 C R?, from classical regularity results
(see32], or Proposition 4.1 in [3] and Proposition 4.4 in [I1]) we have

||501||1+(%+s)7‘ 5 ||f||s,8(27 s = 05

Y

N |

and from classical regularity result for the Laplace problem with homogeneous
Neumann boundary condition we have

lo2llitr S || = E*n(z) (@1 + @2) + @1 + p2]l0,0-

Thus we get

[l +s)r S lerlliraroyr + le2lliv sy S llso0 +lello, s =0,

N |

Substituting (ZI8) into the above inequality we get (Z22)) and (Z23). O

Remark 1 (Regularity in R?). When 2 C R? is a polyhedron domain,
regularity of the solution of the Neumann problem ([224]) has been discussed
by many scholars. Referring Theorem 4 in [42] and Remark 2.1 in [34], and
using the argument of Lemma 2 in this paper, we think the following regularity
assumption R({2) is reasonable:

R(£2). Assume that 2 C R? is a polyhedron domain, and ¢ is the solution
of Z2). Let f € L?(912), then there is ¢ € (0, %) dependent on {2 such that
© € HT () and

el < Callfllo.on- (2.26)

It is easy to know that Lemmas 1-2 and Remark 1 are also valid for the
dual problem (2.7).
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3 The consistency term and the extension of Strang lemma

Define S" + HY(2) = {wy, +w : wy, € S",w € H(2)}.
Let ¢ and ¢* be the solution of ([2Z2) and (2.7)), respectively. Define the con-
sistency terms: For any v € S" + H'(2),

Di(p,v) = ap(p,v)— < f,v >, (3.1)
Dy (v, 9") = an(v,9*)— <v,9 > . (3.2)

In order to analyze error estimates of the consistency terms, we need the
following trace inequalities.

Lemma 3 Vw € H%(k), 5 < o <1, there holds

1
2

_1 1
[[w] 0,06 S P ? HwHO,H +hi |w|9,m VK € . (3.3)

Proof The conclusion is followed by using the trace theorem on the reference
element and the scaling argument. See, e.g., Lemma 2.2 in [47]. O

Lemma 4 Let p € H'*/(02)(0 < t < 1) be the solution of (Z2), then there
holds

IVe - Alli-1,e S #lhten V&€ mh, £ €O, (3.4)

Proof Inequality (B4 is contained in the proof of Corollary 3.3 on page 1384
of [12], see also Lemma 2.1 in [20]. For the convenience of readers, we write
the proof here.

Foranyge H 3 ~t(¢), it is proven by going to a reference element and using the
inverse trace theorem that there exists a lifting w, of g such that w, € H'7*(x),
wg|€ =9, wg'an\é =0, and

IVl <t + by lwgllos < Cllglly - (3.5)

From Green’s formula, ([22)), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the definition of the
dual norm and [B3H) we deduce

/V(p-vgds = /Vgp-'yw_gds = /A(pw_gdx—i—/V(p-ngd:c
4 4 K K

0.5 +[Vellesl Vgl -,

= /—k2n<pw_gd$ +/V<p -Vwgdr S| — k:2n<p||07,€||w_g|

K
S =k nelloshy™ lgll 2o + IV llenllglly o0 S lelliresllglls—ce

thus by the definition of the dual norm we obtain

| [ V- ~gds|
l

Hg”l ’ 5 ||(10||1+t7'€'
3t

Ve -lli-ge= sup
14

geEH2™"(4)

This completes the proof of the lemma. [
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Based on the standard argument (see, for example [31[36[47]), the following
consistency error estimates will be proved.

Theorem 1 Let ¢ and ¢* be the solution of (Z2) and (27), respectively, and
suppose that p, o* € H*1(£2), then

1Du(e,0)| € hllellieellvlln, Vo€ 8"+ HY(92), (3.6)
D3 (v, 0" S Rl asellvlln, Vo€ 8"+ H (), (3.7)

where t € (0, 1].

Proof Let [[]] denote the jump across an inner face ¢ € €. Then by Green’s
formula we deduce

Dy (p,v) = ap(p,v)— < f,v >= /(nga — k*n(x)p)vda

+Z/ ‘d *Z/ (3.8)

n€7rh LeE]

Let ¢ be a (d — 1)-face of k, define
1 1
rf = [ sas. pop= o [ gae
i, Wl

For ¢ € &}, suppose that r1, ko € 7, such that rq () k2 = £. Since [v] is a linear
function vanishing at the barycenters of ¢, we have

|/890 ds| = |/e<g—f fPAg—f))mdﬂ
— 1[5 - RGO = PB T
oy / ol =B ldsl. (3.9)

Then, when ¢ € [%, 1], using Schwarz inequality we deduce

[ 5T < 3 190+ - P

i=1,2

< > IVey = Pul

i=1,2

Po(v]x:)lo,

P, (v]i,)llo,e; (3.10)

by 3) and the standard error estimates for L?-projection, we deduce

_1
2||‘P||1+t,ma ||U|m _wa(v|m)

[Vo-~v— P, (Vo)



10 Yidu Yang, Yu Zhang and Hai Bi

Substituting the above two estimates into (39, we obtain

[ FETTds1 S 3 Wl ol (3.11)

1=1,2

and substituting (BI1) into (B:8)) we conclude that (B:6) holds.
When t < 1, from @B3) we deduce that

|/ [llds| < 11V - Y-y elllf0)] = Pello]]ll 3 —¢,¢- (3.12)

By using inverse estimate, [3.3) and the error estimate of L2-projection, we
derive

(o] = Pellolll 3= S by 2 lle]) = Pellelllloe S S AL el 1.,

i=1,2

Substituting the above estimate and (3.4) into (B12), we obtain

|/ Tl S S Nollusemht, ol 1.m,

1=1,2

plugging the above inequality into (B.8]) we also get ([B.0).
Using the same argument as above, we can prove (37). O

The C-R element approximation (ZIT]) of ([2:2)) does not satisfy the condi-
tion of Strang lemma, that is (-, -) is not uniformly S"-elliptic. To overcome
this difficulty, Inspired by the works in §5.7 in [I7], next we use standard dual-
ity techniques to prove an extension version of the well-known Strang lemma.
First, we will use the standard duality argument to prove that || — ¢p]lo is a
quantity of higher order than ||¢ — @p 5.

Introduce the auxiliary problem: Find 1 € H'(£2), such that

a(v,v) = (v,9), YwveH (). (3.13)

Let 9 be solution of (BI3), then from elliptic regularity estimates for homo-
geneous Neumann boundary value problem we know that there exists rny > 0,
such that

[¥ll14rn < llgllo- (3.14)
Let Eh(v,¢) = ap(v,¥) — (v,g), then
| En(0,0)] S BN |1y 0llny Vo € H'Y(2) + 5" (3.15)

Lemma 5 Let ¢ and ¢y, be the solution of (Z2) and (ZI1)), respectively, and
let o* and @}, be the solution of (2.7) and (213), respectively, then

e —enllo S ™ le — onlln, (3.16)
le* = whllo S ™ le™ — @ - (3.17)
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Proof By Riesz representation theorem we have

o —nllo= sup Ite — on.g)| (3.18)
geEL2(£2),9#0 lgllo

Let ¢; € S" be C-R non-conforming finite element interpolation function of
1, then according to the interpolation theory (see [27]) we have

19 = ®rlln S A™ 914 (3.19)

By computing, we deduce

< foh —r >=< f,0p > — < f,¢1 >=a(p, V) — an(en, ¥r)
= a(p, ) — an(ep, Y1) + an(p, Y1) — an(en, ¥r)
= an(p, ¥ — 1) + an(p — on,P1)

an(p, Y — Y1) + an(@ — @n, b1 — ) + an(p — vn, V),

and

an(p, V¥ —¥r) + an(e — on, ¥) = an(p, ¥ —Yr)— < f,b —r >
+ < fop—r >+Aah(<P*<phﬂ/))*(safsah,g)Jr(sa*sah,g)
ZDh(@aw_l/JI)‘i‘Eh(@_@haw)"’ <f’w_1/]1 > +((10_S0hag)a

combining the above two inequalities we get
(& = #n,9) = an( — on, v — 1) — Dulp, b — 1) — En(p — on, ).
Substituting the above equality into (BI8) we get

lan (@ — @n, v —¥r1)]

lo—enllo<  sup

9EL2(£2),g70 lgllo
D - Eulo—
+ sup | h(goﬂ 1/} ’l/)l) + h(gp Phs ’l/))| ) (320)
9EL2(£2),g70 llgllo

Let I¢ be the Lagrange interpolation operator, ISy € H} (2)NS" | according
definition of Dy (¢, v) we deduce
D, —wn)| = |Dulo, I % = ¥1)| = lan(e — on, I $ — ¥1)]
Sl = enllnllIE Y = ¢rlln S B 914yl = @nlln- (3:21)

Substituting B13), BI9) and B21)) into (B20) we obtain the desired result
B.16)

Using the same argument as (310 we can prove (317). O

Now we are ready to prove the following extension of Strang lemma.
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Theorem 2 Let ¢ and @y, be the solution of (22) and (Z11)), respectively,
then

[ D (e, 0)]|

inf |l —vlln+ sup Sl = onlln
veSh veSP\ {0} vlln
D
< inf |l —v[[n + sup M (3.22)
vesh veSH\{0} [v]ln

Let ¢* and ¢}, be the solution of [2.7) and (Z11), respectively, then

: * D* U’ (10*) * *
inf o~ + sup PRy oy,
veSs veSh\{0} vl
D* *
< inf |l@* — ol +  sup M (3.23)
vESh veSh\{0} [[v]ln
Proof Denote
Ap(u,v) = ap(u,v) + K(u,v), Vu,v e S"+ H (). (3.24)

where K > |[k?n[/o..o. Then we know that A, satisfies the uniform S"-
ellipticity:

|Ap(v,v)| > min{1, K — ||[k*n||o.ec}v]Z, Vve S". (3.25)
And thus, for any v € S,

llen = vl < [An(en — v, 00 —v)]
= Clan(p — v, 0 =)+ < f,on —v > —an(p,on — v) + Kon — v3].
When ||¢p, —v||n # 0, dividing both sides of the above by ||¢y, — v||;, we obtain

lan(p, on —v)— < foon —v > |
lon —vlln

len = vlln S Ml = vlla + + Kllpn —vllo

Dh ,’U
lo—vln+ sup (220l

+ [l = @nllo-
vesSh\{0} lvlln

From the triangular inequality and ([B.I8) we get

lo = @nlln < lle—vlln+ v —wulln

Dh , U
<lo—olnt sup Ln@0l
vesr\foy  lvlln

+ W™l = onlln-
The second inequality of [322]) is proved. From
lan(e = en o)l <l = enllnllolln, ¥V ove st

we get

lan(p,v) — anlen,v)| _ |Dulp,v)|
[0l[n [l[n

le —enlln =
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which together with || — p|n > inf |l — v||n we obtain the first inequality
veS

of (B.22)).

Similarly we can prove [B.23). The proof is completed. O

Now we can state the error estimates of C-R element approximation for
@2) and @27).

Theorem 3 Under the conditions of Theorem 2, further assume that ¢, " €
HYH () with t € [s,1], and R(2) holds when 2 C R?, then

o — enlln < ChY|[@ll14+,

lle — enllo.on < Ch'™5||@ll14e
le* = @il < ChH[@™ 14+,

le* = ehlloae < CR** 0" 144,

where s=5 when 2 C R2, s=, when 2 C R3.

Proof From Theorem 2, the interpolation error estimate and Theorem 1 we
can obtain ([3:26]) and (3.:28)). By Nitsche technique we can deduce

* _ * h
le—enllooe <lo—enln  sup 17—l
geL2(002)\{0} lgllo,00

b s [Prlee” = o)l + Do — om0l
9€L?(92)\{0} lgllo.00
Substituting (306), (7)), (320) and (328)) into the above inequality, and using

the regularity estimates ([222)) and (Z28)), we get (327)). Similarly we can prove
B29). The proof is completed. O

4 Error estimates of discrete Stekloff eigenvalues

In this paper we suppose that {\;} and {);,} are enumerations of the eigen-
values of ([ZI) and ([ZI0) respectively according to the same sort rule, and
let A = A, be the mth eigenvalue with the algebraic multiplicity ¢ and the
ascent &, Ay = Apt1 = -+, Amtg—1. when || T}, — Tlo.0020 — 0, ¢ eigenvalues
Aok s Amtq—1,n of (ZI0) will converge to A.

Let M(A) be the space of generalized eigenvectors associated with A and
T, let Mp(\in) be the space of generalized eigenvectors associated with A; p,
and Ty, and let My, (\) = 27971 My, (A p). In view of the dual problem (Z8)
and ([ZI4), the definitions of M(\*), My (A} ;) and Mp(A*) are analogous to
M()\), Mh()\i,h) and Mh()\)

Given two closed subspaces V and U, denote

6(V;U) = sup inf flu —vllooe, o(V,U)=max{s(V,U),s(U,V)}.
ueV v

lullo,0 =1
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m-+q—1

And denote A, = i 2 A

Thanks to [8], we get the following Theorem 4.

Theorem 4 Suppose M(X\), M(\*) C H**(£2), and R(§2) holds when 2 C
R3. Then

S(M(N). My(N) < h**, (4.1)
An = Al S B, (4.2)
A= Xn| ShE, j=mm+1,-- m+q—1; (4.3)
suppose uy, is an eigenfunction corresponding to X\jn (j =m,m+1,--- ,m+
such that
lun = ullo,o0 S HEFI=, (4.4)
up, — ulln S B+ W%, (4.5)
where s=5 when (2 C R2, s=, when 2 C R3.
Proof From [B27) with t = s we deduce
T — Thllo,00n = sup ITf—Thfllo,o0
FEL2(092),1f llo,02=1
S sup W2 Af s S B[ fllooe S B** =0 (b — @6)

FeL2(92),lIfllo,00=1

Thus from Theorem 7.1, Theorem 7.2 (inequality (7.12)), Theorem 7.3 and
Theorem 7.4 in [§] we get

O(M(A), Mi(A) S (T = Th) [aren) llo.oe (4.7)
R m-+q—1
[A=An [ Z |< (T —Th)pi, @5 >
1,]=m
+ (T =Tn) [ Nlo.oel (T =T5) [aas) llo.ow; (4.8)
m-+q—1
A= IS 1< (@ -Twei g >
ij=m
(T = Tn) Ly lo.oell(T* = T3) [y lo.ond'®, (4.9)
Jun —ullo,02 < Cll(Th = T) [a) 1§00 (4.10)
where @y, -+, Pmiq—1 are any basis for M(A) and ¢y, , ¢}, 4, are the

dual basis in M (\*).
From ([B27) we obtain

(T = Th)| s llo,00 = sup 1Tf—Thfllo,o0
feMN),|fllo,ee=1
S hett sup lAf|1e- (4.11)

FEMN),[[fllo,00=1
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Similarly we have

1T = Tl lose SEF sup A flae (412)
feMX),|fllo,00=1

Substituting [@IT)) into @T) and @I0) we get (@) and (L), respectively.
The remainder is to prove (£2), ([£3) and (£5). By an easy calculation,
we deduce
< (T = Tw)pi,¢; >=<Tyi,@; > — < Tnpi, ¢ >
= ap(Api, A*¢3) — an(Anpi, ALp5)
= an(Ap; — Anpi, A*@}) + an(Anpi, A" @ — Aje))
= an(Api — Anpi, A*¢5) + an(Api, A" — AL e7)
—an(Api — Appi, A% 95 — ALej). (4.13)
Noting

an(Ap; — Appi, A"¢}) = D (Api — Anpi, A0 )+ < Toi — Trhps, 0 >,
an(Api, A%¢; — Ayp}) = Di(Api, A"p; — ALl )+ < @i, T 05 — Typs >,

and < T'p; — Thipi, 5 >=< @i, T*p} — Tjp; >, from [@LI3) we get

< (T = Tw)pi,¢; >= —Dj,(Api — Anpi, A”¢}) — Dn(Api, A"} — A7)

+ an(Ap; — Anpi, A%pj — Anej), (4.14)
which, together with (B.8), 1), (326) and (B:2])), yields
| < (T = Tw)pi, 0} > | S h*. (4.15)

Substituting (@I5), (@III) and @I2) into (@) and (EI) we get [@2) and
([&3), respectively.

From 210 and ([2.4) we get
a(u,v) = a(A(=Iu),v), Yve H'(R),

noting that k2 is not an eigenvalue of (23], we have u = —\Au. Similarly,

using (2I0) and @I2) we can get u, = —ApApuy. Thus from B28), II),
222), 224), (E3) and @4) we deduce

||uh —+ /\AhuHh = || — /\hAhuh —+ )\AhuHh = ||Ah(/\huh — /\U)Hh
<A = Ap)(Au — Apun)|[n + [[A(Anun — Au)||n
SR AGw = M)l 1s + s — Meflo.o0 S [IAnun — Muflo.on < hEFS,

and by the triangular inequality
lun — ullp < |Jun + Mpullp + || AMAu — Mg, < AETSs 4+ R,

i.e., [@3) holds. The proof is completed. [
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Table 1 The eigenvalues on the square: n = 4.

dof ALh A2,k A3.h Ad,h As.h A6,k

3136 2.2018805  -0.2116751  -0.2116708  -0.9069429  -2.7589883  -2.7522381
12416  2.2023533  -0.2121076  -0.2121070  -0.9077740 -2.7664177 -2.7646187
49408  2.2024690  -0.2122160 -0.2122159  -0.9079851  -2.7683097 -2.7678463
197120  2.2024977  -0.2122431  -0.2122431  -0.9080383  -2.7687870  -2.7686695

Table 2 The eigenvalues on the L-shaped domain: n = 4.

dof ALk A2, A3, A4 As5,h A6,k

9344 2.5335485  0.8592520  0.1246281  -1.0845725 -1.0901869  -1.4147102
37120 2.5333019  0.8583814  0.1245509  -1.0851154  -1.0909141  -1.4163502
147968  2.5332364  0.8580275  0.1245311  -1.0852527  -1.0911151 -1.4167642
590848  2.5332194  0.8578847  0.1245261  -1.0852873  -1.0911726 -1.4168682

Table 3 The eigenvalues on the square with a slit: n = 4.

dof ALh A2,h A3.n Ad,h A5,k A6,k

12448 1.4848728  0.4698829  -0.1840366  -0.6898362  -1.8987837  -1.9264514
49472 1.4847611  0.4658257  -0.1841411 -0.6900139  -1.8995947  -1.9278655
197248  1.4847266  0.4637839  -0.1841672  -0.6900592  -1.8998016  -1.9283610
787712  1.4847163  0.4627589  -0.1841737  -0.6900708  -1.8998539  -1.9285538

5 Numerical experiments

Consider the problem () on the test domain 2 C R?, where §2 is the square
(fg, ‘/75)2, or 2 =(—1,1)2\([0,1) x (—1,0]) is an L-shaped domain with the
largest inner angle w = 37, or 2 = (fg, 4)2 \{0<x< g,y = 0} is the
square with a slit which the largest inner angle w = 27, and k = 1, n(x) = 4
or n(z) =4 + 4i.

We use Matlab 2012a to solve (IT]) on a Lenovo ideaPad PC with 1.8GHZ
CPU and 8GB RAM. Our program is compiled under the package of iFEM

26).

5.1 Numerical experiments on uniform meshes

We adopt a uniform isosceles right triangulation ;. The numerical results on
the square, the L-shaped domain and the slit domain are listed in Tables 1-6.
The error curves of the C-R eigenvalues are showed in Figs. 1-3.

From Lemma 2, the regularity results, we know that for the square domain
2rg = 2, for the L-shaped domain 2rg = %, for the unit square with a slit 2rg =
1. From Fig. 1 we can see that the convergence order of A\; ,, A2 s -+, Ag,n are
approximately equal to 2 on the square domain; from Fig. 2 we can see that

4 ~

the convergence order of Ay is approximately equal to 3 ~ 1.333333 on

the L-shaped domain, and the eigenfunction corresponding to Ay has lower
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Table 4 The eigenvalues on the square: n = 4 + 4i.
dof Ak A2.h A3,h Adh As.h A6,k
3136 0.687353 -0.342514 -0.342525 -0.948908 -2.779702 -2.786716
+2.4944481  +0.850891  40.850899i  40.539844i  +0.537451  +0.539647i
12416 0.686749 -0.342915 -0.342916 -0.949807 -2.792169 -2.794033
+2.4950751  40.850782i  4+0.850784i  +0.5400291  +0.5398391  +0.540444i
49408 0.686601 -0.343014 -0.343014 -0.950034 -2.795417 -2.795897
+2.4952381  40.8507551  +0.8507561  +0.5400791  +0.5404981  +0.5406561
197120 0.686564 -0.343038 -0.343038 -0.950091 -2.796245 -2.796367
+2.495280i  40.8507491  +0.8507491  4+0.540092i +0.5406711  +0.540711i
Table 5 The eigenvalues on the L-shaped domain: n = 4 + 4i.
dof Ak A2.h A3,k Ad,h As.h A6,k
9344 0.513857 0.398298 -0.076964 -1.438567 -1.654555 -2.513849
+2.8814041  +1.4597581  41.042587i  40.803689i  +0.766423i  +0.5705281i
37120 0.514176 0.397512 -0.077125 -1.440022 -1.656531 -2.516699
+2.8820861  +1.4593281  +1.0426561  +0.8044371  +0.7665481  +0.571289i
147968 0.514259 0.397218 -0.077165 -1.440388 -1.657092 -2.517426
+2.8822631  +1.4591291  +1.0426721  40.80463i  +0.7665481  +0.5714861
590848 0.514280 0.397106 -0.077175 -1.440479 -1.657258 -2.517610
+2.8823081  +1.459043i  +1.0426771  4+0.8046781 +0.7665341  +0.5715361
Table 6 The eigenvalues on the square with a slit: n = 4 4 44.
dof Ak A2.n A3,k Ad,h As.h A6,k
12448 0.918974 0.299813 -0.262446 -0.741837 -2.615356 -2.840331
+1.7708021  4+1.003519i  40.757437i  40.608741i  4+0.561764i  +0.493956i
49472 0.919206 0.296211 -0.262573 -0.742028 -2.618344 -2.845935
+1.7707951  4+1.0017451  4+0.7574471  40.6087651  +0.5624091  +0.493673i1
197248 0.919276 0.294417 -0.262604 -0.742076 -2.619113 -2.847993
+1.770791i  +1.0008261  +0.7574491  4+0.6087721  +0.5625791  +0.493444i
787712 0.919297 0.293522 -0.262612 -0.742088 -2.619310 -2.848830
+1.770789i  41.000356i  40.75745i = 40.608774i  +0.5626231  +0.493306i
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Fig. 1 The error curves of the first siz eigenvalues on the square (left: n = 4, right:

n=4+4i)
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Fig. 3 The error curves of the first siz eigenvalues on the square with a slit (left: n = 4,
right: n = 4 + 4i)

smoothness than others; from Fig. 3 we can see that the convergence order
of Ay} is approximately equal to 1 on the slit domain, and the eigenfunction
corresponding to Ay is also less smoother that others, which are coincide with
the theoretical results.

5.2 Numerical experiments on adaptive meshes

In practical finite element computations, it is desirable to carry out the com-
putations in an adaptive fashion (see, e.g.,[TLOII8[A345] and references cited
therein). For the C-R element approximation of Stekloff eigenvalue problem,
the a posteriori error estimates has been developed by [41]. Referring to [41] in
this subsection we give the a posteriori error estimators by formal deduction,
and implement adaptive computation for ().

Let ¢ € E,i shared by elements x; and ko, i.e., £ = Ok N Oky. We choose
a unit normal vector 7., pointing outwards k2, and we set the jumps of the
normal derivatives of v;, across ¢ as

[[Vvh]]v = VUnhlrs = Ve — VVh|ry - Ye-
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Denote vy = (y¢1,Ve2), then the tangent ¢, = (—7s2,ve1) on £, and we write
the jumps of the tangential derivatives of v, across ¢ as

[[V’Uh]]t = vvh|1€2 “ty— V’Uh|l<al -1y

Notice that these values are independent of the chosen direction of the normal
vector 7.

Now we define the a posteriori error indicators 1, (up) on k and n(uy) on
{2 for the primal eigenfunction wup:
For each ¢ € &, let

_ S [Vunlls, if Le &, _ [ [[Vunlly, if ek,
Joa(un) = {o Vitree Jmluw)= {Q(Vuh = Ao if L€ &Y

and let

1 1
M (un)® = [l [k nunllG, . + 5 D 1 Teq (un)l e + 3 D e Tee(un)ls.e

LeDkK LEDK

772(uh) = Z nﬁ(“h)2-

KETH

Similarly, we define the a posteriori error indicators 7, (u},) on x and n(u}) on
{2 for the dual eigenfunction uyj;.
Weuse Y. (n2(un)+n2(u})) as the a posteriori error indicator of Aj,. Using

KETH
the indicator and consulting the existing standard adaptive algorithms (see,

e.g., [26/[30,39] ), we solve ([I.I)). From Figs. 2-3 we find that the eigenfunction
associated with Ay is singular, so in our numerical experiments we compute
the approximation of the second eigenvalue A2, and the numerical results on
the L-shaped domain and the slit domain are listed in Table 7 and Table 8,
respectively.

We show the curves of error and the a posteriori error estimators obtained
by adaptive computing for the eigenvalue Ay in Figs. 4-5. It can be seen
from them that the error curves and the error estimators’ curves are both
basically parallel to the line with slope -1, which indicate that the a posteriori
error estimators of numerical eigenvalues are reliable and efficient and Ay,
achieves the convergence rate O(h?). From tables and figures we also see that
under the same dof, the accuracy of approximate eigenvalues computed on
adaptive meshes is far higher than that of approximate eigenvalues computed
on uniform meshes.

5.3 The lower/upper bound of the Stekloff eigenvalues

We find in Tables 1-8 that the C-R element eigenvalues show the tendency
to decrease as the increase of dof when the index of refraction n(x) is real
and the corresponding eigenfunctions are singular. It is easy to know that the
conforming finite element eigenvalues approximate the exact ones from below
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Table 7 The second eigenvalues on adaptive meshes on the L-shaped domain.

! dof )\g’h(n = 4) l dOf )\g’h(n =4+ 4@)

1 9344 0.859246 1 9344 0.3983024-1.459749i
2 10022 0.858839 2 9494 0.3983034-1.4597551
25 202370 0.857844 37 216512 0.3971134-1.459061i
26 225490 0.857841 38 242302  0.3971124-1.459059i
27 249481 0.857838 39 286483  0.3971084-1.459048i
28 276807 0.857832 40 310425  0.397092+1.459023i
29 331662 0.857821 41 340309  0.397092+1.459023i
30 387329 0.857817 42 391833  0.397084+4-1.459016i

Table 8 The second eigenvalues on adaptive meshes on the square with a slit.

l dof Ao p(n =4) l dof Ao n(n =44 4i)

1 12448 0.469884 1 12448  0.299812+1.003523i1
2 12472 0.467948 2 12607  0.298475+1.002875i1
25 170854 0.461819 60 241012  0.2927824-0.999958i
26 192640 0.461803 61 250930  0.2927824-0.999958i
27 222566 0.461788 62 260992  0.2927614-0.999943i
28 261309 0.461786 63 295455  0.2927414-0.999931i
29 298511 0.461783 64 311350  0.2927384-0.999931i
30 335598 0.461779 65 338930  0.2927254-0.999926i

10
‘b%ﬁ% == [0 ]DO%D RN
bz SN -
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10 B 101 oo By
L daVar ;
Pyt

.

Fig. 4 The error curves of the second eigenvalues on the L-shaped domain (left: n = 4,
right: n = 4 + 4i)

when n(x) is real. So we also use the P1 conforming element to compute, and
obtain reference value of the exact eigenvalues by averaging the P1 conforming
eigenvalues )\]Ch and the C-R element eigenvalues A; ;. We list them in Tables
9-10.
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