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Abstract

Here, we present a least-squares based spectral element formulation for one-dimensional
eigenvalue problems with interface conditions. First we develop the method for without
interface case, then we extend it to interface case. Convergence analysis for eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions have been discussed. Numerical experiments with different jump conditions
have been displayed.

1 Introduction

One-dimensional eigenvalue problems play an important role in various physics and engineering
related problems as they can be used to investigate various complex systems after reducing
them to a single variable. For example, these kind of problems can be used to understand the
behavior of waves and vibrations, states of a quantum system, modes of a classical mechanical
oscillators, natural frequencies of vibrations in structures, stability of various control systems.

Pierce and Varga [6] have presented high order approximations of linear eigenvalue problems
in several dimensions. Schrodinger equation using a finite element formulation has been solved
in [1]. A finite difference based formulation for one-dimensional Schrodinger equation has been
discussed in [2]. One dimensional eigenvalue problems on unbounded domains are presented in
[3].

We discuss a least-squares based spectral element formulation for one-dimensional eigenvalue
problems with interface conditions. Interface conditions are weakly imposed in the least-squares
functional, which will lead to discrete variational formulation, that is a generalized eigenvalue
problem in finite dimensional setup that is preconditioned with the preconditioner obtained
using the equivalent quadratic forms which is then solved using the eigs command of MATLAB.

In Section 2, we discuss variational eigenvalue problems and their well posedness. Discretiza-
tion and stability estimates have been presented in Section 3. Discrete eigenvalue problems have
been discussed in Section 4. Convergence analyis of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions have been
discussed in Section 5. Results on numerical experiments have been displayed in Section 6.
Finally we conclude with Section 7.

∗Email id: subhashree@iiitd.ac.in(Corresponding author)
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2 Mathematical background

In this section, we introduce eigenvalue problems for second-order ordinary differential equations
with and without interface conditions in their strong forms. Their equivalent weak forms are
derived under suitable regularity assumptions. We discuss the existence of eigenpairs of the
weak problems using theory of compact-self adjoint operators.

Without interface

Here, we consider the eigenvalue problem for the second order differential equation of the form

Ly(x) = −
(

p(x)y′(x)
)′
+ q(x)y(x) = λr(x)y(x), x ∈ Ω = (a, b) (1)

subject to certain boundary conditions, labeled as (I)-(III) below. These boundary conditions
include the Dirichlet, Neumann, and periodic cases.

y(a) = 0, y(b) = 0; (I)

y′(a) = 0, y′(b) = 0; (II)

y(a) = y(b), y′(a) = y′(b). (III)

The problem of solving the equation (1) subject to the boundary condition (I) will be referred
to as problem (I) and similar notations will be used for other problems.

Now, we make some assumptions on the coefficients that p ∈ C2(Ω) and q, r ∈ C1(Ω). Also,
we assume that there exists p0 > 0 such that

p(x) ≥ p0 > 0 and q(x), r(x) > 0 ∀x ∈ Ω.

In case of periodic boundary conditions, we make a further assumption on p such that p(a) =
p(b).

Now, consider the Hilbert spaces V , where V = H1
0 (Ω) = {v ∈ H1(Ω) : v(a) = v(b) = 0} for

Dirichlet case, V = H1(Ω) for Neumann case, and V = H1
p (Ω) = {v ∈ H1(Ω) : v(a) = v(b)} for

periodic boundary conditions case, with norm ‖ · ‖1,Ω and V1 = L2(Ω) with norm ‖ · ‖Ω. Then,
the variational eigenvalue problem for problems (I)-(III) is: Find an eigenpair (λ, u) such that

a(u, v) = λb(u, v), ∀v ∈ V, (2)

where a(·, ·) is a symmetric bilinear form on V which is also elliptic and continuous and b(·, ·)
is a continuous, symmetric and positive definite bilinear form on V1 and are defined by

a(u, v) =

∫ b

a

[

p(x)u′(x)v′(x) + q(x)u(x)v(x)
]

dx, ∀u, v ∈ V,

b(u, v) =

∫ b

a
r(x)u(x)v(x)dx, ∀u, v ∈ V1.

Consider the associated source problem: Given f ∈ V1, find u ∈ V such that

a(u, v) = b(f, v), ∀v ∈ V. (3)

Since, a(., .) is a continuous, elliptic bilinear form in V and b(f, ·) is a bounded linear functional
on V so by Lax-Milgram theorem ∃! T : V1 → V , the corresponding solution operator , such
that Tf = u and

a(u, v) = a(Tf, v) = b(f, v), ∀v ∈ V. (4)
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Also,
‖u‖1,Ω = ‖Tf‖1,Ω ≤ C‖f‖Ω.

Since V is compactly embedded in V1 by the Rellich theorem, T : V → V is a compact operator.
Moreover, T : V → V is also a self-adjoint operator since the bilinear forms a(·, ·) and b(·, ·)
are symmetric. Then using the spectral theorem for self-adjoint compact operators, we get that
there exists countably infinite many eigenvalues {µi}

∞
i=1 ⊂ R of T which converges to 0. Now,

it can be seen that (µ, u) ∈ R × V is an eigenpair for T if and only if
(

1
µ , u

)

is an eigenpair

of (2). Therefore, there are countably infinite many eigenvalues of (2) which will diverge to ∞
and can be written as

0 < λ1 < λ2 < λ3 < . . . (5)

Henceforth, all the analysis will be done on the operator T to derive the results for the variational
eigenvalue problem.

Now to develop our numerical scheme, we further assume the higher regularity for our
solution operator that is

‖Tf‖2,Ω ≤ C‖f‖Ω. (6)

With interface

We consider the following eigenvalue problem for second-order ordinary differential equation (7)
having an interface at x = ζ ∈ Ω = (a, b), which partition the domain Ω into Ω1 = (a, ζ) and
Ω2 = (ζ, b) as shown in Figure 1, subject to Dirichlet B.C. and also the interface conditions (7a)
and (7b) mentioned below:

Lu = −
d

dx

(

p
du

dx

)

+ qu = λru, in Ω1 ∪ Ω2 (7)

with

JuK = 0 (7a)
s
p
du

dx

{
= 0 (7b)

u(a) = 0 u(b) = 0 (7c)

where J·K denotes the jump of the function across the interface ζ, defined as

JuK := u(ζ−)− u(ζ+), and

s
p
du

dx

{
= p(ζ−)

du

dx
(ζ−)− p(ζ+)

du

dx
(ζ+)

and the coefficient p is piecewise C2 function. For simplicity we write

p(x) =

{

p1(x), x ∈ (a, ζ),

p2(x), x ∈ (ζ, b).

where p1 ∈ C2(Ω1) and p2 ∈ C2(Ω2) and q, r ∈ C1(Ω). Also, we assume that there exists p0 > 0
such that

p(x) ≥ p0 > 0,∀x ∈ Ω1 ∪ Ω2 q(x), r(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ Ω.
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a bζ
Ω1 Ω2

Figure 1: One dimensional interface problem

Now, consider the Hilbert space V = H1
0 (Ω) := {v ∈ H1(Ω) : v(a) = v(b) = 0} with norm

‖ · ‖1,Ω and V1 = L2(Ω) with norm ‖ · ‖Ω. Then, the variational eigenvalue problem for the
interface problem is: Find an eigenpair (λ, u) such that

a(u, v) = λb(u, v), ∀v ∈ V. (8)

where a(·, ·) and b(·, ·) are same as of without interface case.
Consider the associated source problem: Given f ∈ V1, find u ∈ V such that

a(u, v) = b(f, v), ∀v ∈ V. (9)

Applying the Lax-Milgram theorem ∃ Tintf : V1 → V , the corresponding solution operator, such
that Tintff = u and

a(u, v) = a(Tintff, v) = b(f, v), v ∈ V. (10)

Also, with same reasoning there are countably infinite many eigenvalues of (8) which will di-
verges to ∞ and cane be written as

0 < λ̃1 < λ̃2 < λ̃3 < . . .

where (1/λ̃i) is an eigenvalue of Tintf solution operator.
Also, we assume the further that the weak solution has a higher regularity and the estimate

‖Tf‖H̃2(Ω) ≤ ‖f‖Ω

holds true.

3 Discretization and stability estimates

In this section, we discuss the domain discretization and stability estimates related to spectral
element functions. First, we discuss for eigenvalue problems without interface conditions and
then we consider eigenvalue problems with interface case.

3.1 Discretization

Without interface

For discretization, let a = x0 < x1 < x2 < · · · < xL = b be the partition of the domain Ω into L
number of spectral elements {Ωl}

L
l=1 as shown in Figure 2 such that for each l = 1, . . . , L, we have

Ωl = (xl−1, xl) and hl = xl−xl−1 be the length of that element. Also, define h = max1≤l≤L{hl}
be the global mesh size of the partition.

x0 = a xL = bx1 x2 x3 xL−1. . .

Ω

Figure 2: Discretization of domain Ω
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a bζ
Ω1 Ω2

Figure 3: Domain with interface discretization

Now for each l = 1, . . . , L, define an invertible linear map Ml : Ω̂ → Ωl, where Ω̂ = (−1, 1)
is the master element, defined by

Ml(ξ) = xl−1

(

1− ξ

2

)

+ xl

(

1 + ξ

2

)

.

Following the construction of elements, let us define the spectral element function {û1, û2, . . . , ûL}
on Ω̂ to be the polynomials of degree at most W , that is for each l ∈ {1, . . . , L}

ûl(ξ) =

W
∑

i=0

cliξ
i,

for some cli ∈ R. Using these we define the space ΠW to be the collection of all spectral element
functions, that is

ΠW :=
{

{ûl}
L
l=1 : ûl ∈ PW (Ω̂), ∀l = 1, . . . , L

}

,

where PW (Ω̂) is the space of polynomials of degree upto W with real coefficients restricted to
Ω̂. Also, the basis for PW (Ω̂) is the Lagrange interpolating polynomials of degree W defined
over the Gauss-Lobatto Legendre (GLL) nodes. Let us define the norm on ΠW such that

‖{ûl}‖
2
W :=

L
∑

l=1

‖ûl‖
2
2,Ω̂

.

Let us now define the set of non-conforming element functions over the physical elements to be
the collection of {ul}

L
l=1 where

ul : Ωl → R such that ul(x) := ûl(M
−1
l (x)), ∀x ∈ Ωl.

We now state the fundamental regularity result for function u ∈ H2(Ω) based on (6), which is
stated as follows:
Under the assumptions for L mentioned earlier, we have for u ∈ H2(Ω)

‖u‖2,Ω ≤ C{‖Lu‖Ω + |u(a)|+ |u(b)|} (Dirichlet case) (11a)

‖u‖2,Ω ≤ C{‖Lu‖Ω + |u′(a)| + |u′(b)|} (Neumann case) (11b)

‖u‖2,Ω ≤ C{‖Lu‖Ω + |u(a)− u(b)|+ |u′(a)− u′(b)|} (Periodic B.C. case) (11c)

With interface

To discretize the domain with interface, we partition each domain Ωi into Ni number of elements
respectively. Let a = x10 < x11 < · · · < x1N1

= ζ and ζ = x20 < x12 < · · · < x2N2
= b be

the partition of the domains Ωi into Ni number of spectral elements {Ω1
l }

N1

l=1 and {Ω2
l }

N2

l=1
respectively as shown in Figure 3 such that for each l = 1, . . . , N1 and m = 1, . . . , N2 we have
Ω1
l = (x1l−1, x

1
l ) and Ω2

m = (x2m−1, x
2
m). Also, define the length of elements by h1l = x1l − x1l−1

and h2m = x2m − x2m−1 and h = max{h1l , h
2
m} be the global mesh size for the partition.
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In a similar manner as before, there exist invertible maps M1
l : Ω̂ → Ω1

l and M2
m : Ω̂ → Ω2

m

for l = 1, . . . , N1 and m = 1, . . . , N2.
Now, we define the space ΠW

I to be the collection of all spectral element functions, that is

ΠW
I :=

{{

{û1l }
N1

l=1, {û
2
m}N2

m=1

}

: , û1l ∈ PW (Ω1
l ), û

2
m ∈ PW (Ω2

m), l = 1, . . . , N1, m = 1, . . . , N2

}

Let us now, define the set of non-conforming element functions over the physical elements to

be the collection of
{

{u1l }
N1

l=1, {u
2
m}N2

m=1

}

as defined earlier. We now state the fundamental

regularity result for function u ∈ H2(Ω) based on (6), which is stated as follows:
Under the assumptions for L mentioned earlier, we have for u ∈ H̃2(Ω)

‖u‖H̃2(Ω) ≤ C

{

‖Lu‖Ω +

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
p
du

dx

{∣
∣

∣

∣

+ |u(a)|+ |u(b)|

}

(12)

3.2 Quadratic forms and its stability estimates

We will now define the quadratic form which will play a crucial role to define the numerical
scheme for the variational eigenvalue problem.

Without interface

Firstly, let us define the differential operator Ll, for l = 1, . . . , L, such that for φ ∈ H2(Ω̂),
(Llφ) : Ω̂ → R is defined by

Llφ(ξ) = (Lφ(Ml(ξ)))
√

Jl(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ Ω̂,

where Jl denotes the Jacobian of the map Ml. Then using this operator we define La
l , a differ-

ential operator obtained by replacing the coefficients of Ll by their polynomial approximations

of degree W − 1, obtained by interpolating the coefficients over the GLL nodes on Ω̂. Also, it
can be shown that

L
∑

l=1

∫

Ωl

|Lul(x)|
2dx ≤ C

L
∑

l=1

∫ 1

−1
|La

l ûl(ξ)|
2dξ + εW ‖{ûl}

L
l=1‖

2
W ,

where C is a constant and εW → 0 as W → ∞. In fact, εW is spectrally small in W .
Since we follow a non-conforming approach without any constraints on space, therefore

jumps in the functions and its derivatives along the inter-element nodes are required to be
defined and added in the numerical scheme.

Let xi be the common node for the two elements Ωi and Ωi+1. Clearly, xi is the image of
ξ = 1 under the map Mi and is the image of ξ = −1 under the map Mi+1 and by chain rule,
we have

dui
dx

(xi) =
dûi
dξ

(1)
d

dx
(M−1

i (x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=xi

=
2

hi

dûi
dξ

,

dui+1

dx
(xi) =

dûi+1

dξ
(−1)

d

dx
(M−1

i+1(x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=xi

=
2

hi+1

dûi+1

dξ
,

Then we define the jump in spectral functions and its derivatives along the inter-element nodes
xi as

[û]i := ûi+1(−1)− ûi(1),
[

dû

dξ

]

i

:=
dui+1

dx
(xi)−

dui
dξ

(xi) =
2

hi+1

dûi+1

dξ
−

2

hi

dûi
dξ

.
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Now, we can define the quadratic form for problems (I)-(III) as VW : ΠW : R such that

VW (û) :=

L
∑

l=1

‖La
l ûl‖

2
Ω̂
+

L−1
∑

i=1

(

|[û]i|
2 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

dû

dξ

]

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+ ṼW (û) , ∀û = {ûl}
L
l=1 ∈ ΠW (13)

where ṼW : ΠW : R corresponds to the boundary conditions and is defined as follows:

ṼW
(

{ûl}
L
l=1

)

:=



















|û1(−1)|2 + |ûL(1)|
2, (I)

∣

∣

∣

2
h1

dû1

dξ (−1)
∣

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣

∣

2
hL

dûL

dξ (1)
∣

∣

∣

2
, (II)

|û1(−1)|2 − ûL(1)|
2 +

∣

∣

∣

2
h1

dû1

dξ (−1)− 2
hL

dûL

dξ (1)
∣

∣

∣

2
, (III)

(13a)

Let us now state a necessary result for proving the stability estimate and also the stability
estimate, proved in [5]:

Lemma 3.1. Let {ûi}
L
i=1 ∈ ΠW . Then, there exists {v̂i}

L
i=1 ∈ Π3 such that v̂1(−1) = v̂L(1) = 0

and the function w : Ω → R defined by w|Ωi
= (ûi + v̂i) ◦M

−1
i is in H2(Ω). Also, there exists a

constant C such that
L
∑

l=1

‖v̂l‖
2
2,Ω̂

≤ C

L−1
∑

i=1

(

|[û]i|
2 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

dû

dξ

]

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

Theorem 3.1. For W large enough, there exists a constant C, C̃ > 0 such that

1

C

n
∑

l=1

‖ûl‖
2
2,Ω̂

≤ VW
(

{ûl}
L
l=1

)

≤ C̃

n
∑

l=1

‖ûl‖
2
2,Ω̂

.

Remark 3.1. Theorem 3.1 implies that the quadratic form and the norm ‖·‖W on the space of

spectral elements ΠW are equivalent. Therefore, the quadratic form corresponding to the norm

‖ · ‖W can be used as preconditioner to improve the condition number of the numerical scheme.

With interface

Let us define the differential operators L1,l and L2,m, for l = 1, . . . , N1 and m = 1, . . . , N2, such

that for φ ∈ H2(Ω̂), we have

L1,lφ = (Lφ(M1
l (ξ)))

√

J1
l (ξ), L2,mφ = (Lφ(M2

l (ξ)))
√

J2
l (ξ), ∀ξ ∈ Ω̂.

where J1
l and J2

m are the Jacobian of the respective mapsM1
l andM2

m. Then in a similar manner
we define La

1,l and La
2,m operators, whose all coefficients are polynomial approximations. Now,

we can define the quadratic form as VW
I : ΠW

I → R such that

VW
I (û1, û2) :=

2
∑

i=1





Ni
∑

j=1

‖La
i,jû

i
j‖

2
Ω̂
+

Ni−1
∑

j=1





∣

∣

∣[ûi]j

∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

dûi
dξ

]

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2






+ |û11(−1)|2 + |û2N2
(1)|2

|û1N1
(1)− û21(−1)|2 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

h1N1

p1(M
1
N−1(1))

dû1N1

dξ
(1) −

2

h21
p2(M

2
1 (−1))

dû21
dξ

(−1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(14)

We now state a necessary result for stability estimate and the estimate from [5].
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Lemma 3.2. Let {û1, û2} ∈ ΠW
I where û1 = {û1l }

N1

l=1 and û2 = {û2m}N2

m=1. Then there exists

{v̂1, v̂2} ∈ ΠW
I , where v̂1 = {v̂1l }

N1

l=1 and v̂2 = {v̂2m}N2

m=1, such that v̂11(−1) = 0, v̂1N1
(1) = 0 and

v̂21(−1) = 0, v̂2N2
(1) = 0 which will give w1

i = u1i + v1i ∈ H2(Ω1) and w2
i = u2i + v2i ∈ H2(Ω2).

Also, there exists a constant C such that

N1
∑

i=1

‖v̂1i ‖
2
2,Ω̂

+

N2
∑

j=1

‖v̂2j ‖
2
2,Ω̂

≤ C
2
∑

i=1





Ni−1
∑

j=1





∣

∣

∣
[ûi]j

∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

dûi
dξ

]

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2








Theorem 3.2. For large enough W , there exists C, C̃ > 0 such that

1

C





N1
∑

i=1

‖û1i ‖
2
2,Ω̂

+

N2
∑

j=1

‖û2j‖
2
2,Ω̂



 ≤ CVW
I (û1, û2) ≤ C̃





N1
∑

i=1

‖û1i ‖
2
2,Ω̂

+

N2
∑

j=1

‖û2j‖
2
2,Ω̂



 .

4 Discrete variational eigenvalue formulation

Without interface

Firstly, we define the minimization of the least squares functional RW : ΠW → R, as a numerical
scheme for the corresponding source problem (3), defined by

RW (û) :=

L
∑

l=1

‖La
l ûl− r̂lF̂l‖

2
Ω̂
+

L−1
∑

i=1

(

|[û]i|
2 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

dû

dξ

]

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+R̃W (û) , ∀û = {ûl}
L
l=1 ∈ ΠW (15)

where

R̃W
(

{ûl}
L
l=1

)

:=



















|û1(−1)|2 + |ûL(1)|
2, (I)

∣

∣

∣

2
h1

dû1

dξ (−1)
∣

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣

∣

2
hL

dûL

dξ (1)
∣

∣

∣

2
, (II)

|û1(−1)|2 − ûL(1)|
2 +

∣

∣

∣

2
h1

dû1

dξ (−1)− 2
hL

dûL

dξ (1)
∣

∣

∣

2
, (III)

(15a)

and r̂l is the polynomial approximation of r(Ml(ξ))(Jl(ξ))
1/4 and F̂l is the polynomial approx-

imation of f(Ml(ξ))(Jl(ξ))
1/4. Since, minimizing the above function is equivalent to solving

its normal equation, which leads to the variational formulation for the corresponding source
problem, that is to find û = {ûl}

L
l=1 ∈ ΠW such that

aW (û, v̂) = bW (F̂ , v̂), ∀v̂ = {v̂l}
L
l=1 ∈ ΠW (16)

where F̂ = {F̂l}
L
l=1 and the bilinear forms are defined by

aW (û, v̂) :=

L
∑

l=1

(La
l ûl,L

a
l ûl)Ω̂ +

L−1
∑

i=1

(

[û]i [v̂]i +

[

dû

dξ

]

i

[

dv̂

dξ

]

i

)

+ ãW (û, v̂), (16a)

ãW (û, v̂) :=



























û1(−1)v̂1(−1) + ûL(1)v̂L(1), (I)
(

2
h1

)2
dû1

dξ (−1)dv̂1dξ (−1) +
(

2
hL

)2
dûL

dξ (1)dv̂Ldξ (1), (II)

(û1(−1)− ûL(1)) (v̂1(−1)− v̂L(1))

+
(

2
h1

dû1

dξ (−1)− 2
hL

dûL

dξ (1)
) (

2
h1

dv̂1
dξ (−1)− 2

hL

dv̂L
dξ (1)

)

, (III)

(16b)
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and

bW (F̂ , v̂) :=
L
∑

l=1

(r̂lF̂l,L
a
l v̂l)Ω̂. (16c)

Using this formulation, we define the discrete variational eigenvalue problem in the non-conforming
setting as, to find û = {ûl}

l
l=1 ∈ ΠW and λW such that

aW (û, v̂) = λW bW (û, v̂), ∀v̂ = {v̂l}
L
l=1 ∈ ΠW . (17)

With interface

Now, we define the minimization of following least squares functional RW
I : ΠW

I → R, as a
numerical scheme for the corresponding source problem, defined by

RW
I (û1, û2) :=

2
∑

i=1





Ni
∑

j=1

‖La
i,jû

i
j − r̂ijF̂

i
j‖

2
Ω̂
+

Ni−1
∑

j=1





∣

∣

∣
[ûi]j

∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

dûi
dξ

]

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2






+|û11(−1)|2+|û2N2
(1)|2

|û1N1
(1)− û21(−1)|2 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

h1N1

p1(M
1
N−1(1))

dû1N1

dξ
(1) −

2

h21
p2(M

2
1 (−1))

dû21
dξ

(−1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(18)

Since, minimization of the above function is equivalent to solving its normal equation, which
leads to the variational formulation for the corresponding source problem, that is to find û =
(û1, û2) = ({û1i }

N1

i=1,= {û2j}
N2

j=1) ∈ ΠW
I such that

aW,I(û, v̂) = bW,I(F̂ , v̂), ∀v̂ ∈ ΠW
I . (19)

where the bilinear forms are defined by

aW,I(û, v̂) :=
2
∑

i=1





Ni
∑

j=1

(La
i,jû

i
j,L

a
i,j v̂

i
j)Ω̂ +

Ni−1
∑

j=1

(

[ûi]j [v̂i]j +

[

dûi
dξ

]

j

[

dv̂i
dξ

]

j

)





+ û11(−1)v̂11(−1) + û2N2
(1)v̂2N2

(1) +
(

û1N1
(1) − û21(−1)

) (

v̂1N1
(1) − v̂21(−1)

)

+

[(

2

h1N1

p1(M
1
N−1(1))

dû1N1

dξ
(1) −

2

h21
p2(M

2
1 (−1))

dû21
dξ

(−1)

)

×

(

2

h1N1

p1(M
1
N−1(1))

dv̂1N1

dξ
(1) −

2

h21
p2(M

2
1 (−1))

dv̂21
dξ

(−1)

)]

, (20)

and

bW,I(F̂ , v̂) :=
2
∑

i=1

Ni
∑

j=1

(r̂ijF̂
i
j , v̂

i
j)Ω̂. (21)

Using this formulation, we define the discrete variational eigenvalue in the non-conforming
setting as, to find û = (û1, û2) ∈ ΠW

I and λW
I such that

aW,I(û, v̂) = λbW,I(û, v̂), ∀v̂ ∈ ΠW
I . (22)

5 Convergence analysis

In this section, we discuss convergence analysis of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions in case of
without interface and with interface case.
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Without interface

Theorem 3.1 and the Lax-Milgram theorem will ensure that for each given f ∈ V1 = L2(Ω)
there exists a unique û ∈ ΠW , solution of the corresponding discrete source problem (16). Now,
we state the error between this discrete solution and the solution of the (3) which is proved in
[5]

Theorem 5.1. Let f ∈ V , where V is defined above. Assume u = Tf is the solution of the

corresponding source problem (3) and Ûi(ξ) = u(Mi(ξ)) for ξ ∈ Ω̂. Also, let û ∈ ΠW be the

minimizer of RW over ΠW . Then for W ≥ 3, the following estimate holds.

L
∑

i=1

‖ûi − Ûi‖
2
2,Ω̂

≤ CW−2
L
∑

i=1

‖Ûi‖
2
3,Ω̂

. (23)

After obtaining the non-conforming solution we make a linear correction on each element Ωi

to make the non-conforming spectral functions {ui}i, defined by the transformation Mi on ûi,
so that the corrected spectral element functions {uci}i are conforming and belongs to H1(Ω).
Then we have the following estimate in H1 norm

‖u− uc‖1,Ω ≤ CW−1‖f‖1,Ω

Therefore, we define our discrete solution operator TW : V → V to be TW (f) = uc where uc is
the conforming spectral element on Ω. Hence, we have

‖(T − TW )(f)‖1,Ω ≤ CW−1‖f‖1,Ω

which implies that TW converges to T uniformly in norm. Therefore, using the results in the
spectral approximation theory of linear operators in [7] we get that λW → λ, where λ is an
eigenvalue of T .

Remark 5.1. Assume that the coefficients of differential equations are analytic in Ω. Let λW
j

be an eigenvalue of TW converges to λ, and let uWj be the corresponding eigenvectors. Then

there exists an eigenvector u of T corresponding to λ such that

‖u− uWj ‖1,Ω ≤ C1e
−b1W

|λ− λW
j | ≤ C1e

−b1W .

With interface

Theorem (3.2) and the Lax-Milgram theorem will ensure that for each f ∈ V1, there exists a
unique û ∈ ΠW

I , solution of the corresponding discrete source problem. Now, we state the error
between this discrete solution and the solution of (9) which is proved in [5].

Theorem 5.2. Let f ∈ V , where V is defined above. Assume u = Tintff is the solution of

the corresponding source problem (9) and Û i
j(ξ) = u(M i

j(ξ) for ξ ∈ Ω̂. Also, let û ∈ ΠW
I be the

minimizer of RW
I over ΠW

I . Then for W ≥ 3, the following estimate holds:

2
∑

i=1

N1
∑

j=1

‖ûij − Û i
j‖

2
2,Ω̂

≤ CW−2
2
∑

i=1

Ni
∑

j=1

‖Û i
j‖

2
3,Ω̂

.
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After obtaining the non-conforming solution we make a linear correction on each element
Ωi
j to make the non-conforming spectral functions {uij}i,j, defined by the transformation M i

j on

ûij , so that the corrected spectral element functions {ũij}i are conforming and belongs to H1(Ω).

Then we have the following estimate in H1 norm

‖u− ũ‖1,Ω ≤ CW−1‖f‖1,Ω

Therefore, we define our discrete solution operator TW
I : V → V to be TW

I (f) = uc where ũ is
the conforming spectral element on Ω. Hence, we have

‖(Tintf − TW
I )(f)‖1,Ω ≤ CW−1‖f‖1,Ω

which implies that TW
I converges to Tintf uniformly in norm. Therefore, using the results in

the spectral approximation theory of linear operators in [7] we get that λW → λ, where λ is an
eigenvalue of Tintf .

Remark 5.2. Assume that the coefficients of differential equations are analytic in Ω1 and Ω2.

Let λW
j be an eigenvalue of TW

I converges to λ, and let uWj be the corresponding eigenvectors.

Then there exists an eigenvector u of Tintf corresponding to λ such that

‖u− uWj ‖1,Ω ≤ C1e
−b1W

|λ− λW
j | ≤ C1e

−b1W .

6 Numerical results

In this section, we present our numerical experiments on one-dimensional eigenvalue problems
with interface conditions.

We solve the following uni-dimensional boundary problem

−βu′′ = λu, u(0) = u(1) = 0 (24)

on Ω = (0, 1). Figure 4(a) displays Ω with interface condition at x = 1
3 . Ω+ = (0, 13 ),Ω

− =
(13 , 1). Ω is divided into six spectral elements as displayed in Figure 4(b).

0 11
3Ω+ Ω−

(a) Domain without discretization

0 11
3Ω+ Ω−

(b) Domain with discretization

Figure 4: One dimensional interface problem

Problem 1:

Here we investigate (24) with β+ = 1, β− = 4 ([4]). Table 1 displays the obtained eigenvalues.
First column represents the polynomial order/degrees of freedom, second to seventh column
represent first six eigenvalues and last row represents the exact eigenvalues upto ten decimal
places. H1 error of first six eigenfunctions versus W have been plotted in Figure 5 in log scale.
Table 2 presents slopes of the error plots.
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W/DOF λ1 λ2 λ3 λ4 λ5 λ6

4/30 22.2066273051 88.8345949944 199.9555593711 355.4537100879 559.1055567547 827.7342917452
6/42 22.2066099042 88.8264401258 199.8595201113 355.3058220070 555.1766609487 799.6118359228
8/54 22.2066099018 88.8264396221 199.8594891408 355.3057584450 555.1652543130 799.4381770485
10/66 22.2066099007 88.8264396181 199.8594890922 355.3057584335 555.1652476441 799.4379567570
12/72 22.2066098941 88.8264396043 199.8594891320 355.3057584337 555.1652474679 799.4379562572

Exact 22.2066099024 88.8264396098 199.8594891221 355.3057584392 555.1652475613 799.4379564882

Table 1: Eigenvalues with β+ = 1, β− = 1
4

4 6 8 10 12

−10

−8

−6

−4

−2

0

W

lo
g
1
0

(

‖u
i
−

u
W i
‖ H

1

)

u1
u2
u3
u4
u5
u6

Figure 5: H1 error of eigenfunctions

plot slope

u1 -0.7024
u2 -0.8643
u3 -0.9086
u4 -0.9195
u5 -0.9361
u6 -0.8721

Table 2: Slopes of error curves in Figure 5

Problem 2:

Here we test (24) with β+ = 1, β− = 1000. Table 3 presents first six eigenvalues using proposed
method. We have neither exact nor reference eigenvalues with us, hence only obtained numerical
values are reported upto ten decimal places.

W/DOF λ1 λ2 λ3 λ4 λ5 λ6

4/30 88.4793794235 354.0035048408 838.0772788461 2127.1053071007 3721.4910570699 5457.0488715691
6/42 88.4674996888 353.8099254405 796.0699555686 1423.9806900782 2252.7620572843 3253.1749767088
8/54 88.4675038184 353.8098639823 795.8139927784 1414.0214004604 2207.6175707870 3172.5397961816
10/66 88.4675110417 353.8098191397 795.8135025886 1413.9758604099 2207.0612570358 3171.2822916881
12/78 88.4675122041 353.8098303336 795.8142942182 1413.9780204518 2207.0577665966 3171.2778934391

Table 3: Eigenvalues with β+ = 1, β− = 1000

7 Conclusion and future work

In this paper, we discuss a least-squares spectral element formulation for one-dimensional eigen-
value problems with interface conditions. Error estimates for eigenpairs have been discussed.
Numerical experiments with different jumps have have been investigated. Eigenvalue problems
with interface conditions on higher dimensional case will be presented in near future.
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