arXiv:1710.06868v1 [math.NA] 18 Oct 2017

SMOOTHED PROJECTIONS AND
MIXED BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

MARTIN W. LICHT

ABSTRACT. Mixed boundary conditions are introduced to finite element exte-
rior calculus. We construct smoothed projections from Sobolev de Rham com-
plexes onto finite element de Rham complexes which commute with the exterior
derivative, preserve homogeneous boundary conditions along a fixed boundary
part, and satisfy uniform bounds for shape-regular families of triangulations
and bounded polynomial degree. The existence of such projections implies
stability and quasi-optimal convergence of mixed finite element methods for
the Hodge Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions. In addition, we
prove the density of smooth differential forms in Sobolev spaces of differential
forms over weakly Lipschitz domains with partial boundary conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we address the numerical analysis of the Hodge Laplace equation
when mized boundary conditions are imposed. Here, we speak of mixed bound-
ary conditions when essential boundary conditions are imposed on one part of the
boundary, while natural boundary conditions are imposed on the complementary
boundary part. Special cases are the Poisson equation with mixed Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions [46], and the vector Laplace equation with mixed
tangential and normal boundary conditions [26]. It is known in the theory of par-
tial differential equations that the Hodge Laplace equation with mixed boundary
conditions arises from Sobolev de Rham complexes with partial boundary condi-
tions [32, 27]. These are composed of spaces of Sobolev differential forms in which
boundary conditions are imposed only on a part of the boundary (corresponding
to the essential boundary conditions).

Moving towards the numerical analysis of mixed finite element methods for the
Hodge Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions, we adopt the framework
of finite element exterior calculus (FEEC, [3]). Smoothed projections from Sobolev
de Rham complexes onto finite element de Rham complexes play a central role in
the a priori error analysis within FEEC. The literature provides the corresponding
smoothed projections in the special cases of either fully essential or fully natural
boundary conditions, but the general case of mixed boundary conditions has re-
mained open [3, 5]. In order to enable the abstract Galerkin theory of FEEC for
the general case of mixed boundary conditions, we need a smoothed projection that
preserves partial boundary conditions.
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Constructing such a smoothed projection is the main contribution of this arti-
cle. The abstract Galerkin theory of Hilbert complexes then shows quasi-optimal
convergence of a large class of mixed finite element methods.

Mixed boundary conditions for vector-valued partial differential equations are a
non-trivial topic, and even more so in numerical analysis. We outline the topic and
prior research, starting with mixed boundary conditions for the Poisson problem.
Suppose that 2 is a bounded connected Lipschitz domain with outward unit normal
field 77 along 09). Let I'p C 9N be a subset of the boundary with positive surface
measure and let 'y := 9Q \ I'p. Given a function f, the Poisson problem with
mixed boundary conditions asks for the solution u of

(1.1) -Au=f, wur,=0, Vur, -7=0.

Here, we impose a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition along I'p and a ho-
mogeneous Neumann boundary condition along I'y. If f € L?*(Q), then a weak
formulation characterizes the solution as the unique minimizer of the energy

R
(1.2) J(v) .—Q/Q|g ad v|” dz /vadx

over H'(Q,Tp), the subspace of H'(Q) whose members satisfy the (essential)
Dirichlet boundary condition along I'p. The well-posedness of this variational
problem follows by a Friedrichs inequality with partial boundary conditions [46].
Moreover, the compactness of the embedding H'(Q,T'p) — L?*(Q) is crucial in
proving the compactness of the solution operator. A typical finite element method
seeks a discrete approximation of u by minimizing J over a space of Lagrange ele-
ments in H(,Tp). The discussion of this Galerkin method is standard [10], but
still we cannot approach the Poisson problem with mixed boundary conditions by
the current means of FEEC due to the lack of a smoothed projection.

The natural generalization to vector-valued problems in three dimensions is given
by the vector Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions. This equation
appears in electromagnetism or fluid dynamics. The analysis of this vector-valued
partial differential equation, however, is considerably more complex. Given the
vector field f, we seek a vector field @ that solves

—

(1.3) curlcurl @ — grad divi = f

over the domain 2. Moreover we assume that 02 = I'r U 'y is an essentially
disjoint partition of the boundary into relatively open subsets; geometric details
are discussed later in this article. The boundary conditions on # are

(14) ﬁ“"T X 1= O, (le ﬁ)|FT = 0, ﬁ\l"N -n= O, (Curld)‘rl\, x 1 =0.

Here we impose homogeneous tangential boundary conditions on u along a boundary
part I'r, and homogeneous normal boundary conditions on @ along the complemen-
tary boundary part I'y. When f € L%(Q,R?), then a variational formulation seeks
the solution by minimizing the energy functional

1 "
(1.5) J (V) := 7/ | div 9? + | curl &2 d:z:f/ f-odz
2 Ja Q
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over the space H(div,Q,T'x) N H(curl,Q,T'r). Here H(div,Q,Tx) is the subspace
of H(div, ) satisfying normal boundary conditions along Iy, and H(curl, Q,T'r)
is the subspace of H(curl, 2) satisfying tangential boundary conditions along I'p.

The additional complexity in comparison to the scalar-valued case begins with
the correct definition of tangential and normal boundary conditions in a setting of
low regularity [52, 12, 13, 53, 27]. When non-mixed boundary conditions are im-
posed, so that either 't = () or '+ = 99, then Rellich-type compact embeddings
H(div,Q,Tx) N H(curl, Q,T'r) — L*(Q,R3) and vector-valued Poincaré-Friedrichs
inequalities have been known for a long time [51, 47, 55, 17]. Mixed boundary condi-
tions in vector analysis, however, have only recently been addressed systematically
in pure analysis [33, 36, 34, 1, 7].

Additional difficulties arise in numerical analysis. Minimizing (1.5) over a finite
element subspace of H(div,Q,I'y) N H(curl,Q,I'r) generally does not lead to a
consistent finite element method [18, 5]. But mixed finite element methods, which
introduce either div @ or curl ¢ as auxiliary variables, have been studied with great
success [9, 31, 45, 19]. Mixed boundary conditions for the vector Laplace equa-
tion, however, have not yet received much attention in numerical analysis (but see
[48, 30]). A mixed finite element method for the vector Laplace equation with mixed
boundary conditions only incorporates the essential boundary conditions along I'p
into the finite element space.

We attend particularly to a phenomenon that significantly affects the theoret-
ical and numerical analysis of the vector Laplace equation but remains absent
in the scalar-valued theory: the presence of non-trivial harmonic vector fields in
H(div,Q,Tn) N H(curl,Q,T'7). Specifically, let H(Q, T'r, T ) denote the subspace
of H(div,,Tn) N H(curl,Q,T'r) whose members have vanishing curl and vanish-
ing divergence. This space has physical relevance: in fluid dynamics, for example,
those vector fields describe the incompressible irrotational flows that satisfy given
boundary conditions. In the case of non-mixed boundary conditions, their dimen-
sion corresponds to topological properties of the domain [41], and in particular
that dimension is zero on contractible domains. But in the case of mixed boundary
conditions, this dimension depends on the topology of both the domain € and the
boundary part I'r. Thus 7-_[((2, I'7,T'n) may have positive dimension if 'y has a
sufficiently complicated topology even if Q itself is contractible [35, 27]. This di-
mension can be calculated exactly from a given triangulation of Q and I'r. In a
finite element method, the subspace 7—2(9, I'7,Tn) must be approximated by dis-
crete harmonic fields, i.e., the kernel of the finite element vector Laplacian.

It is instructive to study these partial differential equations in a unified man-
ner using the calculus of differential forms. Both the Poisson problem and the
vector Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions are special cases of the
Hodge Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions. The Hodge Laplace
equation has been studied extensively over Sobolev spaces of differential forms
[52, 11, 50, 36, 43, 42, 6, 44, 53], but the case of mixed boundary conditions has
been a recent subject of research [27, 32]. The theoretical foundation are de Rham
complexes with partial boundary conditions. Let L2A*(Q) be the space of differen-
tial forms with square-integrable coefficients, and let HA¥(Q,T'r) be the subspace
of L?2A¥(Q) whose members have exterior derivatives in L2A**1(Q) and satisfy
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boundary conditions along I'r. We consider the differential complex
(1.6) Lo —4 s HAMQ,Ty) —2 s HARYQ,T7) —2 s

where d denotes the exterior derivative. The widely studied special cases I'r = ()
and I'r = 09 correspond to either imposing essential boundary conditions either
nowhere or along the entire boundary.

The calculus of differential forms has attracted interest as a unifying framework
for mixed finite element methods [31, 3, 5, 24, 2, 20]. The numerical analysis of
mixed finite element methods for the Hodge Laplace equation can be formulated in
terms of finite element de Rham complexes, which mimic the differential complex
(1.6) on a discrete level. Finite element exterior calculus is a formalization of that
approach. But whereas the special cases of non-mixed boundary conditions are
standard applications, mixed boundary conditions (corresponding to more general
choices of I'r) have not been addressed in this context yet.

We outline the corresponding finite element de Rham complexes. We let T be
a triangulation of € that also contains a triangulation U of I'r. Moreover, we let
PA*(T) denote a space of piecewise polynomial differential forms in HA*(2) of the
type P.A*(T) or P A¥(T) as described in [3, 4]. Then the finite element space
with essential boundary conditions is PA*(T,U) := PA*(T)NHA*(Q,T'r). In this
article we classify a family of finite element de Rham complexes

(1.7) = PARTLU) — s PARY(TU) —L s

that feature these essential boundary conditions and guide the construction of stable
mixed finite element methods, completely analogous to the classification of finite
element de Rham complexes in the case of non-mixed boundary conditions [3].

To relate the continuous and discrete levels and enable the abstract Galerkin
theory of FEEC ([5]), we need a projection 7% : HA*(Q,T'r) — PA*(T,U) onto
the finite element space that is uniformly L? bounded and commutes with the
differential operator. In particular, the following diagram commutes:

C—4 s HAMQ,Tp) —% HAMYQT7) —2 ...

(1.8) o | |
L PARTU) —S PAMNTU) — ..
Given such a projection, we obtain a priori convergence results for mixed finite

element methods [5]. A specific example are the smoothed projections in finite
element exterior calculus for non-mixed boundary conditions [3, 16, 38].

The main contribution of this article are smoothed projections 7% for de Rham
complexes with partial boundary conditions. In particular, we bound their operator
norm in terms of the mesh quality and the finite element polynomial degree.

Continuing the research in [38], we assume minimal geometric regularity and con-
duct our construction over weakly Lipschitz domains, which is a class of domains
generalizing classical (strongly) Lipschitz domains. In order to define mixed bound-
ary conditions, we partition the boundary of the domain into two complementary
parts on which we impose essential or natural boundary conditions, respectively.
We assume only minimal regularity for the boundary partition. This choice of
geometric ambient has favorable properties. On the one hand, the class of weakly
Lipschitz domains is broad enough to contain (strongly) Lipschitz domains and a
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large class of three-dimensional polyhedral domains that fail to be strongly Lip-
schitz, such as the crossed brick domain [45, Figure 3.1]. On the other hand, many
analytical results that are known for strongly Lipschitz domains, such as the Rel-
lich embedding theorem for differential forms, still hold true over weakly Lipschitz
domains (see [6, 7]). Notably, restricting to strongly Lipschitz domains would not
simplify the mathematical derivations in this article. In continuity with [38], we
define the smoothed projections over differential forms with coefficients in LP spaces
for p € [1,00] and consider the W?4 classes of differential forms [28].

We give an outline of the stages that compose the smoothed projection. Let
u € L?A*¥(Q). First, an operator E¥ : L2A*(Q) — L2AF(Q°) extends u over
a neighborhood Q¢ of Q. The basic idea is extending the differential form by
reflection, but along I'r we extend it by zero over a “bulge” attached to the domain.
E* commutes with the exterior derivative on HAF(Q,T'r). Next, we construct a
distortion ® : Q° — Q° which moves a neighborhood of the bulge into the latter but
is the identity away from the bulge. We locally control the amount of distortion.
The pullback ©*E*u of EFu along ®© vanishes then in a neighborhood of I'z and
commutes with the exterior derivative. Subsequently, we apply a regularization
operator R* : L2A*(Q°) — C*°A*(Q) which produces a smoothing of ®* E*u that
still vanishes in a neighborhood of I'y. This is based on the idea of taking the
convolution with a smooth bump function. In our case, however, the smoothing
radius is locally controlled.

The canonical finite element interpolant I* : C°A*(Q) — PA¥(T) is then ap-
plied to the regularized differential form R*®* E*u. Since the latter vanishes near
', the resulting differential form is an element of PA*(7,4). In combination, this
yields an operator Q% : L2A¥(Q) — PA*(T,U) that commutes with the exterior
derivative on HA¥(Q,T'7) and satisfies uniform L? bounds. But QF is generally not
idempotent. To enforce idempotence, we bound the interpolation error over the
finite element space and apply the ”Schéberl trick” [48]. This delivers the desired
smoothed projection. In particular, we prove the following main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let 2 C R"™ be a bounded weakly Lipschitz domain, and let Ty C 02
be an admissible boundary patch (in the sense of Section 3). Let T be a simplicial
triangulation of Q that contains a simplicial triangulation U of T, and let (1.7)
be a finite element de Rham complex as in finite element exterior calculus [3] with

essential boundary conditions along I'r. Then there exist bounded linear projections
7k L2AR(Q) — PAF(T,U) such that the following diagram commutes:

d d

HAY(Q,T7) —2— HANQ,T7) HA™(Q,T7)

| .| .|

PAYNT,U) —2— PANT.U) PA(T,U).

Moreover, wu = u for uw € PA¥(T,U). The L? operator norm of ©* is uniformly
bounded in terms of the mazimum polynomial degree of (1.7), the shape measure of
the triangulation, and geometric properties of 0 and I'r.

The calculus of differential forms has emerged as a unifying language for finite
element methods for problems in vector analysis [31] and commuting projections
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play an important role in that context. A bounded projection operator that com-
mutes with the exterior derivative up to a controllable error was derived in [14]. A
bounded commuting projection operator for the de Rham complex without bound-
ary conditions has been derived in [3] in the case of quasi-uniform triangulations,
which was subsequently generalized in [16] to shape-uniform triangulations and
de Rham complexes with full boundary conditions. The ideas in those contribu-
tions were extended to smoothed projections over weakly Lipschitz domains in [38],
which we take as our point of departure. The existence of a smoothed projection
that respects partial boundary conditions has been an unproven conjecture in [8].
A local bounded interpolation operator was presented in [49] in the language of
classical vector analysis; this result was generalized to differential forms in [20],
and a variant of this operator that preserves partial boundary condition was given
in [30]. A local commuting projection is developed in [24]. We refer to [15, 23, 29]
for further approaches on the topic.

In addition to this research in numerical analysis, we contribute a result to
functional analysis. Specifically, we prove that smooth differential forms over a
weakly Lipschitz domain 2 which vanish near I'z are dense in HAF(Q,T'7) for
p,q € [1,00). When  is a strongly Lipschitz domain and I'p C 09 is a suitable
boundary patch, then the density of C*°(Q)NH(Q,T'p) in H1(,Tp) (see [21, 22])
and analogous density results for differential forms with partial boundary conditions
(see [32]) are known. The following generalization to weakly Lipschitz domains,
however, has been not available in the literature yet.

Lemma 1.2. Let Q be a bounded weakly Lipschitz domain and let 't be an ad-
missible boundary patch (in the sense of Section 3). Then the smooth differential
k-forms in C°A¥(Q) that vanish near T'r constitute a dense subset of HA(Q,T'7).

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we review the
calculus of differential forms. In Section 3, we introduce the geometric setting and
the extension operator. In Section 4, we devise the distortion mapping. In Section 5,
we combine these constructions to obtain the mollification operator. In Section 6,
we devise the smoothed projection. Finally, Section 7 outlines applications to the
convergence theory of finite element methods.

2. LIPSCHITZ ANALYSIS AND DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

In this section we recall background material in several fields of analysis. This
includes a summary of Section 3 of [38] with an additional discussion of differential
forms over domains that satisfy homogeneous boundary conditions along subsets of
the boundary. We draw from sources in Lipschitz analysis [40], geometric measure
theory [25], the calculus of differential forms over domains [37], and differential
forms with coefficients in L spaces [28, 27].

2.1. Analytical Preliminaries. We recall some basic notions. Unless mentioned
otherwise, we let every subset A C R", n € Ny, be equipped with the canonical
Euclidean norm || - ||. For any set U C R™ and r > 0 we write B,.(U) for the closed
Euclidean r-neighborhood of U and set B,.(z) := B,({z}). Moreover, vol™(A) is
the m-dimensional exterior Hausdorff measure of any subset A C R™.
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Let U CR™ and V C R™, and let ® : U — V be a mapping. For a subset A C U
we define Lip(®, A) € [0, oo] as the minimal member of [0, co] such that

Vr,y € A:||[@(z) — (y)| < Lip(®, A)[|z —yl|.

We call Lip(®, A) the Lipschitz constant of ® over A and we simply write Lip(®) :=
Lip(®, A) if A is understood. We say that ® is Lipschitz if Lip(®,U) < oo. If
® : U — V is invertible, then we call ® bi-Lipschitz if both ® and @~ are Lipschitz.
We call ® a LIP embedding if ® : U — ®(U) is bijective and locally bi-Lipschitz.

2.2. Differential Forms. Let U C R™ be an open set. We let M (U) denote the
space of Lebesgue-measurable functions over U. For k € Z we let MAF(U) be the
space of differential k-forms over U with coefficients in M (U). For u € MA*(U) and
v € MAYU) we let uAv € MA**(U) denote the exterior product of u and v. We let
C>A¥(U) be the space of smooth differential forms over U, we let C°°A*(U) denote
the space of smooth differential forms over U that are restrictions of members of
C>A¥(R"), and we let C°A*(U) be the subspace of C>°A*(U) whose members
have compact support.

We let dz',...,dz" € MA'(U) be the constant 1-forms that represent the n
coordinate directions. We let (u,v) € M(U) denote the pointwise £2 product of
two measurable differential k-forms u,v € MA¥(U) (see Equation (3.3) in [38] for
a definition). Accordingly, we let |u| = v/(u,u) € M(U) be the pointwise ¢*> norm
of u € M(U). The Hodge star operator  : MA*(U) — MA" *(U) is a linear
mapping that is uniquely defined by the identity

(2.1) uA*v = (u,v) dz' A Adz™  w,v € MAFU).

We recall the exterior derivative d : C°A*(U) — C®°A*+1(U) of smooth differential
forms. More generally, if u € MA¥(U) and w € MA**1(U) such that

(2.2) / wAv= (—1)k+1/ uAdv, wveCCAFHU),

U U
then we call w the weak exterior derivative of u and write du := w. Note that w
is unique up to equivalence almost everywhere in U, and that the weak exterior
derivative of u € C*®°A¥(U) agrees with the (strong) exterior derivative almost
everywhere. The Hodge star enters the definition of the exterior codifferential,
which is a differential operator given (in the strong sense) by

§: CPAR(U) —» AL (U), uw (=)= Ly,
A weak exterior codifferential can be defined analogously.

2.3. Wr differential forms. We work with differential forms whose coefficients
are contained in Lebesgue spaces. We let LP(U) denote the Lebesgue space over
U with exponent p € [1,00] and let LPA*(U) be the Banach space of differential
k-forms with coefficients in L?(U), together with the norm

||u||LpAk(U) = H|u\HLP(U), u e LPAk(U), p € [1,0].

For p,q € [1,00], we let WP 9A*(U) be the Banach space of differential k-forms in
LPAF(U) with weak exterior derivative in LIA*+1(U). Its natural norm is

(2.3) lullwe.anr @) = llull Loar @y + [|dull Laar+ @) -
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Since the exterior derivative of an exterior derivative is zero, we have for every
choice of p, ¢, € [1, o0] the inclusion

dWPIAR(U) € Wer AFHT),

Example 2.1. The space W11A¥(U) contains all integrable differential k-forms
over U with integrable weak exterior derivative. If U is bounded, then all other
spaces WP 9A*(U) embed into WHIA*(U). The space W22A¥(U), consisting of
square-integrable differential k-forms with square-integrable exterior derivatives,
has a Hilbert space structure equivalent to its Banach space structure and is often
written HA*(U) in the literature. The space W A*(U) comprises those essen-
tially bounded differential k-forms whose exterior derivative is essentially bounded;
these are called flat differential forms in geometric measure theory [25, 54].

We are particularly interested in spaces of differential forms that satisfy homo-
geneous boundary conditions along a subset I" of the boundary 0U. We call these
partial boundary conditions. Following Definition 3.3 of [27], we discuss boundary
conditions with the intuition that a differential form with weak exterior derivative
satisfies homogeneous boundary conditions along the boundary part I" if and only if
its extension by zero still has a weak exterior derivative along that boundary part.

Formally, when I' C 9U is a relatively open subset of OU, then we define the
space WP4A*(U,T') as the subspace of WP ?A*(U) whose members adhere to the
following condition: we have u € WP9A¥(U,T) if and only if for all z € T' there
exists r > 0 such that

(2.4) / uAdv = / duiv, veCPAn kL (ér(x)) .
UNB,(x) UNB,(x)

The definition implies that WP9A¥(U,T) is a closed subspace of WP9A¥(U), and
hence a Banach space of its own. We also say that u € WP9AF(U,T") satisfies
partial boundary conditions along I'. One consequence of the definition is

(2.5) dWPIAR (U, T) C WA (U, T), p,q,r € [1,00].

In other words, a differential form which satisfies boundary conditions along I' has
an exterior derivative satisfying boundary conditions along T'.

Remark 2.2. For example, WP9A¥(U,dU) is the subspace of WP4A¥(U) whose
member’s extension to R™ by zero gives a member of WPIAF(R"). If the do-
main boundary is sufficiently regular, then an equivalent notion of homogeneous
boundary conditions uses generalized trace operators [42, 53]. This article does not
address inhomogeneous boundary conditions.

We finish this section with some results on the behavior of differential forms
under bi-Lipschitz coordinate changes. Suppose that U,V C R"™ are connected open
sets and let ® : U — V be a bi-Lipschitz mapping. The pullback of u € MA*(V)
along ® is the differential form ®*u € MAF(U) given at = € U by

(2.6)  Q@u(vi,... ) = UYa@) (D Py - v, ., DO k), v, €R™

The pullback commutes with the exterior derivative in the sense that d®*u = ®*du
whenever u € MA®(U) has a weak exterior derivative. The pullback along bi-
Lipschitz mappings also preserves the LP classes of differential forms. We henceforth
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write 1/c0 := 0. One can show that for p € [1,00] and u € LPA*(V) we have
O u € LPAF(U) with

ID@7H|F (v ey

* k
(2.7) [ ullLoar@) < 1D |70 gnxn) |ull oA (v

Moreover, the WP4 classes of differential forms are preserved under pullbacks: for
p,q € [1,00] and u € WP4A¥(V) we have ®*u € WP4A¥(U). This follows immedi-
ately from (2.7) via the commutativity of the pullback and the exterior derivative.

3. BOUNDARY PARTITIONS OF WEAKLY LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

In this section we discuss weakly Lipschitz domains and boundary partitions
with minimal regularity assumptions. We provide the geometric background and
introduce commuting extension operators that take into account partial boundary
conditions. Our discussion of weakly Lipschitz domains and boundary partitions is
based on [27].

3.1. Weakly Lipschitz Domains and Boundary Partitions. Let 2 C R™ be
a domain. We call  a weakly Lipschitz domain if every x € 0 has a closed
neighborhood U, C R™ for which there exists a bi-Lipschitz mapping ¢, : U, —
[—1,1]™ such that ¢,(x) =0 and

(3.1a) e (2NU,) =[-1, 1]”*1 x [-1,0),
(3.1b) 0 (00N U,) = [—1,1]""! x {0},
(3.1c) 0. (Q°NU,) = [-1,1]" x (0,1].

Remark 3.1. In other words, €2 is a weakly Lipschitz domain if its boundary can be
flattened locally by a bi-Lipschitz mapping. For example, every Lipschitz domain (a
domain whose boundary can be written locally as the graph of a Lipschitz function)
is also a weakly Lipschitz domain. The converse is generally false, and a well-known
counter example are the “crossed bricks” [45, p.39]. But every polyhedral domain
in R? is a weakly Lipschitz domain [38, Theorem 4.1].

Next we introduce the geometric background for the discussion of boundary
conditions. We assume that I'r C 99 is a relatively open subset of the boundary.
We write I'y := 9Q \ 't for the complementary relatively open boundary part and
we write I'; := I'r N Ty for the interface between the boundary parts. We call T'
an admissible boundary patch if for every x € I'; there exists a bi-Lipschitz mapping
¢z : Uy = [—1,1] such that (3.1) holds and such that additionally

(3.2a) 0T NU,) = [-1,1]""% x [-1,0) x {0},
(3.2b) 0 (T NU,) =[-1,1]""2 x {0} x {0},
(3.2¢) 0.(Tn NU,) = [-1,1]""% x (0,1] x {0}.

We also call the triple (I'r, Ty, Ty) an admissible boundary partition. Note that T'p
is an admissible boundary patch if and only if Iy is an admissible boundary patch.

Remark 3.2. A weakly Lipschitz domain is the interior of a locally flat n-dimensional
Lipschitz submanifold of R™ with boundary. In particular, 02 is a locally flat
Lipschitz submanifold of dimension n—1 without boundary. The tuple (I'r, Ty, Tx)
being an admissible boundary partition means that 'y and I'y are the interior of
locally flat Lipschitz submanifolds of dimension n—1 of 92 with common boundary
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I'y := 0'r = OI'y. In turn, I'; is a Lipschitz submanifold of dimension n—2 without
boundary. This is in accordance with Definition 3.7 of [27], when Remark 3.2 in
that reference is taken into account.

3.2. Commuting Extension Operators. In the remainder of this section we con-
struct a commuting extension operator. The basic idea comprises two steps. First,
any differential form over (2 is extended by zero onto a bulge domain T attached to
Q along I'r. Second, the thus extended differential form over this enlarged domain
is extended again to an even larger domain 2°¢ via a reflection along the boundary.

We begin with some geometric definitions and results. A tubular neighborhood
of Q with Lipschitz regularity is obtained from Theorem 2.3 of [38]. Specifically,
there exists a LIP embedding W0 : 992 x [~1,1] — R"™ satisfying

(3.3a) Vo € 00 : 9 (2,0) = =,

(3.3b) W0 (00 x [-1,0)) € Q, ¥ (902 x (0,1]) € Q°.
We then introduce the auxiliary domains

(3.4) T :=0"(Tr x[0,1/2), Q°:=QUTrUT.

We think of YT as a bulge attached to the domain 2 along ', which results in the
combined domain QP. It is easily verified that both T and QP are again weakly
Lipschitz domains; see also Figure 1 for a visualization of the construction.

The fact that QP is a weakly Lipschitz domain allows us to apply Theorem 2.3 of
[38] again to construct a tubular neighborhood with Lipschitz regularity: we obtain
a LIP embedding ¥ : 9QP x [~1,1] — R™ that satisfies

(3.5a) Ve € 9QP : UP (z,0) = ,

(3.5b) P (90" x [-1,0)) € QP, WP (9P x (0,1]) C Q"
We now define the additional auxiliary domains

(3.6) COP = TP(00 x (—1,1)), Q°:=Q" U T* (90" x [0,1)),

which by Theorem 2.3 of [38] can be assumed to be weakly Lipschitz domains with-
out loss of generality. We are now in the position to define the main result of this
section: a commuting extension operator preserving partial boundary conditions.
Theorem 3.3. There exists a bounded linear operator

EF LPAR(Q) — LPAR(Q°), pe[l,00],
such that E*u vanishes over T for every u € LPA*(Q). Moreover, for all p,q €
[1,00] and u € WPIA*(Q,T'r) we have

E*u e WP(Q°), dE*u = E*du.

Lastly, there exist Lg > 1 and Cg > 1 such that for every p € [1,00], every 6 > 0,
and every measurable A C Q we have

ko
(3.7) ”Eku”LPAk(Bg(A)ﬁQC) < (1 +Cp p) ||U||LpAk(BéLE(A)m§)’ u € LpAk(Q)-

Proof. For any u € MA¥(Q) we let Efu € MA¥(QP) denote the extension of u by
zero to QP. Moreover, we let EF : MA*(QP) — MA¥*(Q°) be the extension operator
based on reflection that is obtained by applying the results of Subsection 7.1 in [38§]
to our domain QP and the tubular neighborhood described by WP,
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FIGURE 1. Domain  (gray) with a bulge YT (shaded) attached.
The thick line is the boundary part I'; of the original domain, and
the contact line between (2 and T is the boundary part I'r. The
thinner lines inside and outside of the domain indicate the inner
and outer boundaries, respectively, of a tubular neighborhood ¥°.

We set EF := EFEE. We first observe that E*u vanishes over Y for every
u € MA¥(Q), since by construction E} vanishes over T and EFEfu agrees with
Ebu over QP. Next, by Lemma 7.1 of [38] we have for every p € [1, 0] a bounded
mapping EF : LPA*(QP) — LPA*(Q°). In combination, for every p € [1,00] we
have a bounded mapping E¥ : LPA¥(Q) — LPA*(Q°).

Assume that p,q € [1,00] and u € WPIAF(Q,T'7). Then Efu € WP1(QP)
with Efdu = dEYu by definition. Moreover, we have EXEfu € WP4(Q°) with
EFEkdu = EFdEfu = dEFEfu by Lemma 7.4 of [38].

Finally, (3.7) follows with a combination of Lemma 7.2 of [38] applied to the
extension operator E, together with the fact that Ey is an extension by zero. [

Remark 3.4. A similar extension operator can be found in [49], whose technical
details are elaborated in [30] for the special case of (strongly) Lipschitz domains
and boundary partitions with a piecewise C''-interfaces. We consider a more general
geometric setting in this contribution and use weaker assumptions.

4. DISTORTION OF DOMAIN BOUNDARIES

In this section we discuss a geometric result that enters the construction of the
smoothed projection but which is also of independent interest. The basic idea is as
follows: given a domain Y C R"™, we search for a homeomorphism of R™ that moves
JY into T and that is the identity outside of a neighborhood of Y. Moreover, we
want to locally control how far the homeomorphism moves the boundary into the
domain. Specifically, we prove the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let Y C R” be a bounded weakly Lipschitz domain. There exist
ep > 0 and Lp > 0 such that for any non-negative function o : R™ — R satisfying

(4.1) Lip(¢,R") < ep, max o(z) <ep,

there exists a bi-Lipschitz mapping ®, : R™ — R™ with the following properties.
We have

(4.2a) Lip(®,) < Lp (1 +Lip(e)), Lip(D,") < Lp (1 + Lip(0))-
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We have

(4.2b) D,(T)CT.

For all x € R™ we have

(4.20) o - D,(@) ]l < Loo(a).

For all x € R™ we have

(4.2d) dist (z,0T) > Lpo(z) = D,(z)==.
For all x € 0T we have

(4.2¢) Do (Bo(ay/Lo (@) €T

Remark 4.2. We discuss the meaning and application of Theorem 4.1 before we give
the proof. The mapping D, is a distortion of R" which moves T into itself. The
function g controls the amount of distortion near Y. The distortion ®, contracts a
neighborhood of T into the domain. Specifically, we interpret the properties (4.2)
in the following manner. Property (4.2b) formalizes that the distortion moves 97T
into T; in particular, T is mapped into itself. Property (4.2d) formalizes that the
homeomorphism is the identity outside of a neighborhood of Y. By Property (4.2¢)
the amount of distortion is locally bounded by p, and Property (4.2e) formalizes
that the distortion is proportional to ¢ near the boundary.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Since T C R™ is a bounded weakly Lipschitz domain, we
can apply Theorem 2.3 of [38] to deduce the existence of a LIP embedding

=:0YT x[-1,1] - R"

such that Z(z,0) = z for z € Y and such that Z(97Y,[0,1]) C T. In particular,
there exist constants c=, Cz > 0 such that

|1E(@1,t1) = E(x2, ta)|| < Cav/[lar — 2] + [t — 22,
Vil — 22+ [t — ta]? < ez [|E(21, 1) — E(wa, ta)|
for x1,29 € O and t1,t2 € [—1,1]. We note in particular that
cz' Lip(e) < Lip (¢E) < C= Lip(o).

For a € [0, /5] we consider the parametrized mappings

t
2
Ca : [_17 1] - [_171]5 l— / 1 +X[72a,a] - §X[a,3a] d\ -1
-1

_ s 2
Cal : [713 1] - [717 ]-L (s / 1+ gX[—Qa,oz] - 2X[3o¢74o¢] dr—1,
-1

where X7 is the indicator function of the interval I C [—1,1]. As the notation
already suggests, these two mappings are mutually inverse for « fixed. We easily see
that they are strictly monotonically increasing, and that their Lipschitz constants
are uniformly bounded for a € [0,1/5]. In particular (, and ;! are bi-Lipschitz.
Moreover, we observe for, say, o € [0, 1/5] that

(4.3) Ca(t)— Ht)=t, t¢[-20,4a],
(4.4) Ca ([-av, a]) = [e, 3a].
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We now write ((t;a) = (o (t) and (T (t;a) = (S1(t) for (¢, a) € [—1,1] x [0,1/5].
Assume from now on that

<1 Lip(o,R™ in {1,Lip(Z)~'}.
max o(z) < 1/5, Lip(e,R") < min {1, Lip(Z) "'}

This implies that Lip(¢o=) < 1. We define homeomorphisms
9,:R* - R", D,':R" -5 R",

in the following manner. Assume that z € R™. If there exist zo € 9T and ¢t € [—1,1]
such that x = Z(xg,t), then we set

’}DQ(.’L’) = E($07t/)7 = C(t; Q($0)/8),
@;1(95) = Z (z0,t"), t":=C"1(t0(x0)/8).
Otherwise, we set ®,(x) := x. It follows from the construction that D, and D"
are bi-Lipschitz and mutually inverse. In particular, (4.2a) is implied by
Lip (D,) < 1+ ¢;'C= (1 + Lip (¢) Lip(e)) ,
Lip (9,') <1+ ¢ 'C= (1+Lip (¢") Lip(e)) -
The construction shows that (4.2b) holds, since ®, maps Z (97T, [0,1]) into itself.
Moreover, D, and D, ' act like the identity 0uts1de of 2(9Y,[-1,1]).
0> 3

Let us assume for the remainder of this proof that that © = Z(xo, t) for ¢ € 0T
and t € [—1,1]. Using (4.3), we see that ©,(x) # « implies |¢t| < o(x0)/2, and so

Lip(eZ)o(wo) _ olwo)
2 -2
This implies that p(xg) < 20(z). By the definition of ¢ and D, we then see

lo(z0) — o(@)] = [e(E(z0,0)) — o(E(zo, )] <

|z = D,(z)| < Lip(Z)

o(x 6 3.
t—¢ (5220 < Sip@oten) < 3 Lin@)ota),
8 8 2

proving (4.2c). Furthermore, using we note that « # ©,(x) implies

. - Lip(= .
dist (z,07) < ||z — zo|| < Lip(2)[¢| < %Q(Qﬁo) < Lip(Z)o(x).

Now (4.2d) follows because clearly z = D ,(x) is implied by
dist(z,'r) > Lip(Z)o(x).
It remains to prove (4.2e). We define A C 97 x [—1,1] by
A := (By(zo)/8(0) NOY) x (=To(x0)/64, To(w0)/64) .

If y € 0T with ||zo — y|| < 0(z0)/8, then |o(zo) — o(y)|| < o(zo)/8 since we
assume Lip(p) < 1. In particular o(y) > To(x)/8 follows. Via (4.3) we thus find
D,(E(A)) CT. We observe that A contains a ball around x¢ of radius 7o(xo)/64
in 9T x [~1,1]. Whence Z(A) contains a ball around zq of radius cz'7o(z¢)/64.
This shows (4.2e). The proof is complete. O
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5. MOLLIFICATION WITH PARTIAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this section we construct a mollification operator for differential forms on the
weakly Lipschitz domain ) that respects partial boundary conditions along the
admissible boundary patch I'r. As in the classical mollification operator we let
define the mollified differential form at each point by averaging the coefficients in
a small neighborhood of that point. But as a technical difference to the classical
construction we let the mollification radius vary over the space.

The standard mollifier is the function
o Cuexp (—(L—lyl>)7") if [yl <1,

where C), > 0 is chosen such that p has unit integral. Note that ;1 is smooth and
has compact support in B;(0). We also write ., (y) := r~"u(y/r).

The canonical smoothing operator over the Euclidean space is defined by convolu-
tion with the standard mollifier. We consider a generalization where the smoothing
radius is locally controlled by a function. Throughout this section we let ¢ : R — R
be a non-negative smooth function that assumes a positive minimum over Q. We
introduce the mapping

(5.2) D, :R" x B1(0) = R", (z,y) — z+ o(z)y.
Regarding the second variable as a parameter, we have a family of mappings
O, R" =R, x> D,(x,y).

It is easily seen that ®,, is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant at most 1 + Lip (o).
Moreover, if Lip (0) < 1/2, then ®,, , is bi-Lipschitz with an inverse whose Lipschitz
constant is bounded by 2.

For every u € LPAF(Q°), p € [1, 00, we then define

(5.3) ngu‘x ::/ w(y) (@, ,u)dy, =z €.
R"L
The mapping R} has range in C*°A¥(Q), commutes with the exterior derivative,

and satisfies local bounds in the supremum norm.

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 7.4 in [38]). Assume that ®,, : Q — Q° is a LIP embedding
for all y € B1(0). We have a well-defined linear operator

k . k e oAk
Ry : LPAY(Q°) — C*A%(Q), pe[l,00].
For every p € [1, 00|, measurable A C Q, and u € LPA*(Q°) we have
(5.4) | REullcarcay < (1+ Lip(p))" if}‘f(g)_% lull Lo Ak (@, (4,B1))-
For every u € WPIA*R(Q¢) with p,q € [1,00] we have dR’;u = R’;Hdu. O

We are now in the position to combine the extension operator of Section 3, the
distortion operator of Section 4, and regularization operator of Lemma 5.1. Letting
6 > 0 be a small parameter to be determined below, we define

(5.5) MY LPAR(Q) — CAR(Q), u— R, D:E*u, pe [l o0l

The properties of the mapping M Zf are summarized as follows.
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Theorem 5.2. Assume that o : R™ — R satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5.1 and
Theorem 4.1 applied to T. Assume also that § € (0,1) with 26Lp < 1. Then Méf

is well-defined. Moreover, there exist C%k’p > 0 and Ly; > 0, not depending on o,

such that for all measurable A C Q and u € LPA*(Q) we have

n

. kJ’,,
k v (1+Lip(0)* ">
(5.6)  [Mgullcara) < C"M—ian(g)% [llLe Ak (B, 64 incer) oup a o (AN9)-

Additionally, if p,q € [1,00] and u € WPIA*(Q,T'7) then
(5.7) ME+du = dM)u,

and Mqu vanishes in a neighborhood of I'r.
0 k4o k4
Constants. We may assume that Ly; < LpLg and C%k,p < (57?LD+” (1 + C'E+” )

Proof. We combine Theorem 3.3, Theorem 4.1 together with (2.7), and Theorem 5.1
to find that M} as given by (5.5) is well-defined. Similarly we deduce (5.7). Let us
now assume that u € LPA*(Q) and that A C Q is measurable.

We prove the local estimate (5.6). Via Theorem 5.1 we find

(1 + Lip(g))*
(0infa(e))”
By Theorem 4.1 and the pullback estimate (2.7) we have

(5.8) RS, D5 E* ullcar(a) < 195 E*ull 1o pk (@5, (4,51))-

% k+2 . n
195 E*u| 1o as (@5, (4,8:)) < Lp " (1+ Lip(0))"*» IE*ull Lok (0,5, (4, B1))-

For z € A and y € Bs,)(x) we use (4.2c) to find

19,(y) = yll < Lpo(y) < Lp(e(z) + lo(y) — o(x)])
< Lp(o(z) + Lip(o)lly — =[|) < Lpo(x)(1 + d Lip(o)).
Consequently, the definition of ® now gives
DP50(A, B1) © BLp (146 Lip(e) sup 4 () (4) N 2%
The desired inequality (5.6) follows with Lemma 3.3.

k kt+3
IE"ull Lo ak(2,85,(4,81) < (1 + 0 p) ||UHLpAk(BLELD(1+5Lip(@))SuPA(.Q)(A)mQ).

We finish the proof by showing that M qu vanishes near I'p. Let x € I'r and
consider A = By ip(p)~1,(z) (@) N2 For all y € A we have
o(y) < e(z) + Lip(o)[ly — || < 20(x).

Hence Bjgup , (o) 18 @ subset of Basy) (). In particular, (5.8) now shows that the
maximum of R’gQ’DZEku over A is bounded by a multiple of the LP norm of CDZE’“U
over Basy(z) (7). One more application of the pullback estimate (2.7) gives

« k+% . n
||CDQEkuHLPA,C( ) <Lp (1+ Llp(9>)k+"

k
B259(m)(z) E u”L‘DAk(@QBm?Q(m)(m))

We now assume 26 < 1/Lp. In combination with Theorem 4.1 we conclude

993259(1) (x) cT.

But E*u is zero over Y. The proof is complete. O
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Although the focus of this research is numerical analysis, the results up to this
point allow a contribution to functional analysis. Specifically, we prove the density
result mentioned in the introduction.

Lemma 5.3. Let Q be a bounded weakly Lipschitz domain and let I'r be an ad-
missible boundary patch. Then the smooth differential k-forms in C®A*(Q) that
vanish near T'r constitute a dense subset of WP4A¥(Q,T'r) for all p,q € [1,00).

Proof. Let p,q € [1,00) and u € WP9A*(Q, T'r). For € > 0 small enough we define
MPFu using Theorem 5.2. We also set €2, := QN B, (0Q) and Q7 := Q\ Q.. On
the latter set, M*u agrees with the classical convolution of u with y;s.. Hence

Hu - MekuHLpAk(Qg) = |lu — pose *UHLPA’C(QQ) < lu— pse *uHLPAk(Q) :

By basic results on mollifications, the last expression converges to zero as € converges
to zero. Going further, a combination of Young’s inequality for convolutions, the
pullback estimate (2.7) applied to D, and Theorem (3.3) show the existence of
C > 0 independent of u and € such that

H“ - MekuHLpAk'(Q/e) <C HuHLT’A’“(QnQ’CE) .

Using that 2 is a weakly Lipschitz domain, one can show that vol” (£, ) converges
to zero as € converges to zero. This implies that the LP norm of u over Q. N Q
converges to zero as e converges to zero. Since M**!1du = dM¥u, we conclude that
MPFu converges to u in WPIAF(Q). Lastly, we recall that M*u € C*°A*(Q) with
support away from I'r for all € > 0. The proof is complete. (I

6. FINITE ELEMENT PROJECTION WITH PARTIAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this section, we prove the main result of this paper: we construct uniformly
bounded commuting projections from Sobolev de Rham complexes with partial
boundary conditions onto conforming finite element de Rham complexes. Through-
out this section, we let 0 C R™ be a fixed weakly Lipschitz domain and we let
I'r C 99 be an admissible boundary patch.

The discussion of finite element spaces requires a brief discussion of triangula-
tions. We follow [38, Section 4], to which the reader is referred for details. We
fix a finite simplicial complex 7 that triangulates Q. We write 7™ for the set of
m-~dimensional simplices in 7, and for each T' € T we write

AT)={SeT|SCT}, T(T):={SeT|SNT#0}.

We work with finite element spaces of differential forms that constitute a finite
element de Rham complex in the sense of finite element exterior calculus [3, 5]. We
let PA*(T) be one of the spaces P,.A¥(T) and P~ A*(T), as defined in [3, Section 3—
4], such that the choice of finite element spaces yields a finite element de Rham
complex

(6.1) 0 PAYT) —L PAYT) — ... —4 s PAN(T) =0

of Arnold-Falk-Winther-type as described in [3, Section 3-4]. This class of finite
element de Rham complexes admit commuting canonical interpolants

(6.2) I% - CA*(Q) + W AR (Q) — PAX(T)
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that are bounded operators on continuous and flat differential forms, that act as the
identity on the finite element spaces, and that commute with the exterior derivative
on flat differential forms.

The definition of finite element spaces with boundary conditions requires an
additional geometric assumption. We assume from now on that there exists a
subset U C T whose member’s union is exactly I'z. In other words, U triangulates
the closure of the boundary patch. Setting

(6.3) PAN(T,U) :={ue PAYT) |VF €U : trpu=0},

we observe that PA*(T,U) = PA*(T) N W>>(Q,I'7). The discussion in [38,
Section 6] easily gives the well-definedness of the mapping

IF W AR(Q,Tp) — PAR(T, U).

This means that the canonical interpolant preserves homogeneous boundary con-
ditions. In particular, the following diagram commutes:

S WRAR(Q,Ty) —L s WRARL(Q Tp) —— -

(6.4) I’“l 1’€+1l
s PANTLU) —2 s PAMYTU) —— -

We review some technical definitions and inequalities in the proofs of our main
results (see, again, [38, Section 4]). For every m-dimensional simplex T' € T™ we let
hr = diam(T") denote its diameter and vol™(T") denote its m-dimensional volume.
If V€ T° then convention has vol”(V) = 1 and hy be the average length of all
n-simplices of T adjacent to V. The shape constant of T is the minimal Cpesp, > 0
such that for all T' € 7™ we have hf < Cpesn vol™(T') and for all S,T € T with
SNT # () we have hy < Cresnhs. Intuitively, this constant measures the regularity
of the triangulation. In the sequel, we call a constant uniformly bounded if it can
be bounded in terms of geometric properties of the domain, the shape constant,
and the maximal polynomial degree of the finite element spaces.

There exist uniformly bounded constants Cy, €5, > 0 such that

(6.5) VI eT:|T(T) <Cy,
(6.6) VT €T : Beny (T)NQ CT(T).

In addition, we recall Lemma 7.7 in [38], which asserts the existence of a smooth
function that indicates the local mesh size over the domain. More precisely, there
exist uniformly bounded constants L, > 0 and C} > 0 and a smooth function
h: R"™ — R such that

6.7 Lip(h, Q) < Ly, in Ay < min h(zx), h(z) < hr,
(6.7) ip(h, Q) < Ly, min he < min h(z), maxh(z) < max hr

(6.8) VF €T :Vz € F:C; 'hp <h(z) < Chhp.

For the discussion of scaling arguments, we recall the definition of the n-dimensional
reference simplex A" = convex{0,e1,...,e,} C R™ For each T € T" we fix an
affine transformation @r(x) = Mpa + by with by € R™ and invertible Mp € R™*"
such that o7 (A™) = T. We can estimate the £? operator norms

(6.9) Mz < emhr,  ||M7Y| < Cuhz'.
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with uniformly bounded constants ¢y, Cy > 0.

Having reviewed these technical definitions, we discuss the main results of this
section. For ¢ > 0 small enough, we define the smoothed interpolant QF as the
operator

(6.10)  QF: LPAR(Q) — PAR(T,U) C LPAR(Q), ws I"MEw, pe[l, o]
Theorem 6.1. Let € > 0 be small enough. For p € [1,00] there exists a uniformly
bounded constant Cq , > 0 such that

(6.11) 1Q¥ul| Lo ar(ry < Cope™ # lullponr(rery, € LPAR(Q), T eT™,

(6.12) QFull Lo ar () < OYPCqpe7 lullLrar(oy, u€ LPAM(Q).
Moreover, we have
(6.13) dQFu = QFdu, we WPIN*(Q,Tr), p,q€ 1,

Constants. It suffices that € > 0 is so small that Ly(1 + €L;,)Cre < €, and that
Theorem 5.2 applies for ¢ = e¢h. With the notation as in the following proof, we

may assume Cq , < Cye;CrCLCHy (14 eLp)?

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 7.8 in [38]. We let u €
LPA*(Q) and T € T™. By (2.7), (6.9) and vol™(T) < h% we get

n_k «
1QFull Loar(ry < Crithg  llpr I MEul Lo pr(an)-
By estimate (6.15) of [38] and discussions in that reference we know about the
existence of a uniformly bounded constant C; > 0 such that
@ I* MEul| o s any < Crephi | MEullcar (-

Assuming that e is small enough, we can apply Theorem 5.2 to find

+'L
IMEull s < oM, SRR .
P (ehr)? LPAR(Bry (14eLp)Cp ehg (T)NQ)

If Lni(1 + €Lp)Che < €p, then B (14er,)cnenr (T) € T(T). Thus the local bound
(6.11) is proven, and the global bound (6.12) follows easily with

) ol ar () < ) ol Zo sk (7)) < On > ol o ()
TET™ TeT™ TeT™
Moreover, ME E*u vanishes near every F € U. Finally, (6.13) follows from Theo-

rem 3.3, Theorem 5.1, and our assumptions on I*. The proof is complete. (Il

We have proven uniform local bounds for the smoothed interpolant Q*. Even
though QF is generally not a projection onto PA*(7,U), the interpolation error
over PA¥(T,U) can be made arbitrarily small when e > 0 is small enough.

Theorem 6.2. For ¢ > 0 satisfying a uniform bound, there exists uniformly
bounded Ce p, > 0 for every p € [1, 00| such that

[ — Q¥ullLonr(ry < €Cepllullpoan(rry), we€PANT), TeT"
Constants. With the notation as in the following proof, it suffices that € > 0 is so
small that Theorem 6.1 applies, that LgLe < €, and that Le < 1/3. In addition,

o142 k1
we may assume C, , < C); * +"cl2v’f+101 (1 +Cy ey ) C, pL max(1, L)k 0.
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Proof. The proof here is a technical modification of the proof of Theorem 7.9 in
[38], to which the reader is referred at all times for further details. Let u € PA*(T)
and let T € 7™. Using (2.7), (6.9), and definitions, we verify

flu— QI:UHLPM(T) < hi || EFu — Q]:UHLwAk(T)
vk * *
< Cyihy | @pI*(BMu — RELD5HE )| o gk (an)-

To proceed with the proof, we need to recall the definition of the canonical inter-
polant via degrees of freedom as in Section 6 of [38]. We let PCi(F) denote the
space of degrees of freedom associated with the subsimplex F' € A(T'); these spaces
of functionals are given by taking the trace of a differential k-form onto the sub-
simplex F' and then integrating against another polynomial differential form over
F (see also Remark 6.1 of [38]).

There exists a uniformly bounded constant C; > 0, as in Inequality (6.14) of
[38], for which one can show

@ I" (E*u — Ry D5 E"u)|| poo ar(an)

<Cr sup |e7lS|, / E*u — Rk D7 Eru.
FEA(T
sepcf

Here, |p7. S|, is defined in the following manner. Let S € PCJ is given as the
integral over F' € A(T)™ against the smooth differential form ns € C®A™=F(F).
Let F' € A" be the unique m-simplex that ¢ maps onto F. Then |<pT*S |x equals

the L' norm of ¢%ns over F. This is equivalent to the definition of lopl S|y via
the mass norm of k-chains as used in [38].
Fix F € A(T) and S € PC{'. We have

/ Efu — R, D5 FrFu = / / (I1d -}, ,D%) Erudy.

We then change the order of integration:

// (Id -9}, ,D%,) Ekudy:/ u(y )[S(Id ®F, ,D%) Erudy.

Using Equation (5.14) of [38], we see for y € B1(0) that
(6.14) / (Id -}, ,D%) Eru = / o Eru.
s 072 (1d =D ens ®sen )

In the remainder of the proof we bound the last term. We need an auxiliary
estimate that bounds the difference Id—<p;1¢>55h,y®€m uniformly in terms of e
and y within a small radius of gp}lF. First we see

sup Lip (@El@geh,ygeth) < emCulLp (1+€Ly)? =: £.
y€B1(0)

For any y € B1(0) and & € By (p;'F) we find that
Hx - SOT (béeh Y eh(PT H
< Cuhp' |l (@) = PsenyDenr(2)]|
< Cuhp' |lor (@) = Danpr (@) + Crihz! 1D enpr(2) — PsenyDenspr (2)]] -
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We then estimate
lo7 () = Dentpr (#)]| < Lpen (pr(2))
and
[Dentpr(2) — PoenyDentpr(2)]| < deh (Dentpr(2))

< deh (pr(2)) + deLp lor(2) — Denipr(2)]|
< o0e(l+deLnLp)h(pr(T)).

Let 2 € F such that || — ¢! (zp)| < 1. Then ||pr(2) — zp| < ephr. Hence

h(pr(2)) <h(zr) + Lrpemhr < (Ch + Lpen) br.

Writing £ :=Cy (1 + Lp + L Lp) (Ch 4+ Lpenm) and assuming e < 1 for simplicity,
we get

sup sup Haf: — <p;1<1)56h,y©5h<pT(i‘) ‘ < eLl.

#€B1 (o7 F) yEB1(0)

We continue with the main part of the proof. Let € > 0 be so small that Le < 1/3.
We apply Lemma 5.4 in [38] with » = 1/3 and the inverse inequality (6.13) in the
same reference: there exists uniformly bounded Cy > 0 such that for all y € B;(0)
we have
/ o ERy
¢reS—pr.DanPay.S
<e- EmaX(lyﬂ)kC{ﬂ : |¢51S|k : H@;Eku||W°°v°°A’“(B£€(A"))7

*

As in the proof of Theorem 7.9 of [38], we observe

* k143 *
||('0TEkuHWoo,ooAk(BLE(An)) S (1 + CE' p) C§4+1C§/I+1||¢TU||Woo,ooAk(Lp;l7—(T))
for € so small that LgLcye < €,. Now the inverse inequality 6.12 of [38] gives

H‘P*Tu||woo,oo/\k(¢;17*(T)) < Cb,p||80*TU||LpAk(¢;1T(T))~

Transforming back from the reference geometry yields

. n p_n
lerull Lok (o1 7(ry) < MCyihr ” [l Loak(r(r))-

The combination of these inequalities completes the proof. (I

For € > 0 small enough, the mapping Q¥ : PA*(T,U) — PA*(T,U) is so close
to the identity that it is invertible. We can then construct the smoothed projection.

Theorem 6.3. Let € > 0 be small enough. There exists a bounded linear operator
78 LPAR(Q) — PAR(T,U) C LPAR(Q), pe[l, 0],
such that
iy =, wePAMT,U),
such that
drku = 7 du, we WPIAR(Q,Tr), p,qge 1,00,

and such that for all p € [1,00] there exist uniformly bounded Cr , > 0 with

HWfUHLPAk(T) < Cmp{%HUHLPAk(Q), u € LPA*(Q).
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Constants. It suffices that ¢ > 0 is so small that Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.2
apply, and that C. ,e < 2. We may assume C ), < QCQ’pC;I/p.

Proof. This is almost identically the proof of Theorem 7.11 of [38]. O

7. APPLICATIONS

We conclude this article with an outline of the theoretical and numerical analysis
of the Hodge Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions. The smoothed
projection is important for proving stability and convergence of a mixed finite
element method based on a saddle point formulation of the Hodge Laplace equation.
This is similar to the theory of Hodge Laplace equation with non-mixed boundary
conditions, but the analytical background has only recently become available in the
literature. Moreover, the harmonic forms with mixed boundary conditions display
some interesting qualities.

7.1. Hodge Laplacian with Mixed Boundary Conditions. Throughout this
section we assume that €2 is a bounded weakly Lipschitz domain and that the tuple
(I'r,T';,T'y) is an admissible boundary partition. We write

(7.1)  HpARQ) .= W22A*(Q,Tp), HA*(Q,Ty) = +WH2A"%(Q,Ty).

These spaces are naturally Hilbert spaces. We know by Proposition 4.4 and Propo-
sition 4.3(i) of [27] that the unbounded linear operators

(7.2a) d: HrA¥(Q) € L2AR(Q) — HpAMTH(9),
(7.2b) §: HyAR(Q) C L2AR(Q) — HyAY(Q)

are densely-defined, closed, and mutually adjoint with closed range. Thus
(7.3a) 0 —— HpA%(Q) —4— ... —4 HpAY(Q) — 0,
(7.3b) 0 «—— HLA(Q) HYA™(Q) +—— 0

are closed Hilbert complexes in the sense of [11]. Moreover, (7.3a) and (7.3b) are
mutually adjoint. We call (7.3a) the L? de Rham complex with tangential boundary
conditions along I'r, and we call (7.3b) the L? de Rham complex with normal
boundary conditions along I' .

Since the differential operators in (7.2) have closed range, we conclude the exis-
tence of Cp > 0 such that for every u € HA%(Q) that is orthogonal to the kernel
of (7.2a) in the Hilbert space L?A*(2) we have

0 4

(7.4) [ullL2ar (@) < Cplldullpzar+ (o).

This is a Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality, and an analogous inequality can be shown
for the codifferential (7.2b).

The intersection HrA*(Q) N HA*(Q) is a Hilbert space when equipped with
the canonical intersection scalar product. Proposition 4.4 of [27] now gives the
compactness of the Rellich embedding

(7.5) HrA*(Q) N HyAR(Q) — L2A*(Q).

Under stronger assumptions on the domain and the boundary patches it is possible
to prove the existence of s € (0, 1] and C' > 0 such that

(7.6) Jull rear@) < Cllullmpar@nagar), u € HrAM(Q) N HYAM(Q).
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Here, H*A¥(Q) is the space of differential k-forms with coefficients in the Bessel
potential space H*(2). Inequalities of the form (7.6) are known as Gaffney inequal-
ities and have been proven under various assumptions on 2 and I'y. For example,
when I'r is empty, then s = % holds for every strongly Lipschitz domain and s =1
if the domain is even convex [43]. We refer to Theorem 4.1 of [27] for the condi-
tions of a Gaffney inequality over strongly Lipschitz domains with mixed boundary
conditions and s = 1. If H¥A*(() is compactly embedded in LZA*((2), then any
Gaffney inequality implies the compactness of the Rellich embedding.

The space of k-th harmonic forms with mized boundary conditions is defined as
(7.7) QT Ty) = { pe HrA*(Q) N HZA*(Q) |dp=0,6p=0}.

Basic results on Hilbert spaces show that
(7.8)  H(Q,T7,Ty) = (kerd : HrA*(Q) — HpAFTY(Q)) N (dHp AP 1))
Hence we have the L? orthogonal Hodge decomposition

(7.9) L2AM(Q) = dHp A1 (Q) @ $%(Q, T, Ty) @ SHAFT(Q).

The dimension of $¥(Q,T'r,T'x) is of particular interest because it reflects topo-
logical properties of © and I'r. Specifically, by Theorem 5.3 in [27] we find that
5'3’6((27 I'r,Tx) is a finite-dimensional space whose dimension equals the topological
Betti number by, (ﬁ, FT) of Q relative to I'r. One can show that

(7.10) dim H* (T, Ty) = by, (Q,T7) = by (2,Tn), 0<k<n.

In the special cases I'r = () and I' = 992, which have received most of the attention
in the literature, the Betti numbers correspond to the topological properties of the
domain only, such as the number of connected components or of holes of a certain
dimension. But in the presence of mixed boundary conditions the Betti numbers
depend also on the topology of the boundary patch I'7.

Example 7.1. The spaces H°(2,I'r,T'x) and H7(Q, 7, x) are spanned by the
locally constant functions over €2 whose supports are disjoint from I'r and I'y,
respectively. The other harmonic spaces have more complicated descriptions, but
their dimensions are often easier to determine.

For example, if Q = (—1,1)? and I'r has M € N connected components, then
b1(Q,T'r) = M —1. In the specific case I'r = {0,1} x (—1,1) we have b (Q,T'7) = 1
and H1(Q,T'r,Tx) has a very simple description: it corresponds to the span of the
constant vector field taking the value (1,0) over all of Q.

The k-th Hodge Laplacian is the unbounded operator
Ay s dom(Ay) € L2AR(Q) — L2A*(Q), w s ddu + dou
whose domain is defined as
dom(Ag) := { uw € HrA*(Q) N HAAR(Q) | du € HRYAM(Q),6u € HpAFH(Q) }.

One can show [27, Theorem 4.5] that Ay, is densely-defined, closed, and self-adjoint
with closed range, and moreover that

kerAk :J’)k(Q7FT,FN), ranAk :ﬁk(Q,FT,FN)J'.
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This implies the existence of a bounded solution operator Gy, : L2AF(Q) — L2A*(Q),
the pseudoinverse of Ay, which maps into dom(Ag) and satisfies

ranGk :f.)k(QuFTarN)La keer :ﬁk(Q7FT7FN)7
Vfe LPAM(Q) nH%(Q,T7, )« f = AuGrf,
Vu € dom(Ag) NH*(Q,Tr, Ty)t - u = GrAu.

The k-th Hodge Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions for a given right-
hand side f € L2A¥(Q) is the partial differential equation

(7.11) Agu=f

in the unknown u € dom (Ag). In general, we can solve the k-th Hodge Laplace
equation only in the sense of least squares whenever there exist non-trivial k-th
harmonic forms; the least-squares solution is precisely u = G f. Any solution of
(7.11) and its derivatives satisfies the tangential and normal boundary conditions
that are encoded in the definition of dom(Ay).

7.2. Variational Theory and Finite Element Approximation. The Hodge
Laplacian is self-adjoint with closed range. Can we develop a finite element method
for the Hodge Laplace equation that minimizes the energy functional

J(v) := %/Q|dv|2 + o] dz — /Q<f, v) do

over a subspace of HrA*(Q) N HiA*(Q)? While for k = 0 this is just the canon-
ical approach for the Poisson problem (already mentioned in the introduction),
it is problematic when £ > 0. To begin with, the variational theory of the en-
ergy functional involves a Lagrange multiplier in $* (2, 'z, 'y ), for which we only
have non-conforming approximations in practice. A more severe difficulty is that
piecewise polynomial differential forms generally fail to approximate members of
HrA*(Q) N HAF(Q) in the canonical intersection norm of that space, which is
why a finite element method based on minimizing J is generally inconsistent [18].

We will circumvent these difficulties by introducing ¢ = du as an auxiliary vari-
able and reformulating the Hodge Laplace problem in a saddle point formulation,
following [5]. This approach leads to the system

(7.12a) (o,7)p2 — (u,d7) 2 =0, € HrA*1(Q),
(7.12b) (do,v)r2 + (du,dv) 2 + (p,v) 2 = (f,v)12, v € HpA*(Q),
(7126) <U7Q>L2 = 07 qc ﬁk(erTer)7

where o € HrA¥=1(Q), u € HrA*(Q), and p € $¥(Q,'7,Tx) are the unknowns.
These are the Euler-Lagrange equations of a saddle point functional. One can show
[5, Theorem 3.1] that (7.12) has a unique solution for every f € L2A*(2). Further-
more, by the discussion in [5, Subsection 3.2.1] we see that (7.12) is equivalent to
(7.11) in the following sense: the tuple (o, u,p) solves (7.12) if and only if

u=Grf, p=f-Grf, o=odu

Moreover, the norm of the solution (o, u,p) in HrA*~1(Q) x HrA*(Q) x L3(Q) is
uniformly bounded in L2 norm of f. Hence the saddle point problem is well-posed.

To construct a finite element method based on (7.12) we consider a finite ele-
ment de Rham complex as a discretization of the L? de Rham complex (7.3a) with
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tangential boundary conditions. Specifically, let 7" be a simplicial complex that
triangulates 2 and contains a subtriangulations U of I'p. As in Section 6 we fix a
finite element de Rham complex with partial boundary conditions:

(7.13) 0 —— PAAT U) —2— .. — s PAMT . U) — 0.

Theorem 6.3 gives a bounded projection 7% : L2A¥(Q) — PA¥(T,U) whose op-
erator norm depends only on the polynomial degree of the finite element spaces,
the mesh quality, and the geometry of 2, and for which we have the following
commuting diagram:

0 —— PAAT U) —2— .. — s PAMT,U) — 0.

A central concept on the analytical level which we want to mimic on the discrete
level are the harmonic forms. We define the k-th discrete harmonic space as

ST, U) = (kerd : PAR(T,U) — PAMT(T,U)) N (dPA1(T, 1)) " .

We note that this definition of discrete harmonic k-forms $*(7,U) is entirely anal-
ogous to the identity satisfied by the harmonic k-forms $* (€2, 'z, I'y). The dimen-
sion of $* (T ,U) is the Betti number by (2, I'7) of Q relative to I'z, as follows, e.g.,
by Corollary 2 in [39], but can also be shown with an adaption of methods in [5].
In particular, the dimension of $*(7",U) depends only on Q and I'r.

We outline a mixed finite element method for the saddle point system (7.12).
We search for oy, € PAR(T,U), up, € PAF(T,U), and py, € H*(T,U) such that

(7143) <O'ha7_h>L2 - <uh7d7-h>L2 = 07 Th € ,PAkil(Ta u)’
(7.14b) (don, vn) 2 + (dun,dvn) L2 + (pr,vn) L2 = (frvn)r2, ve € PAR(T,U),
(7.14c) (Un,qn)r2 =0, an € ST, U).

The existence of a uniformly bounded smoothed projection enables the Galerkin
theory of Hilbert complexes. We find that discrete problem is well-posed: there
exists uniformly bounded C' > 0 such that (7.14) has a unique solution (o, up, pr)
that satisfies

lonllmar-1) + lunllzar@) + pllzzar @) < Cllfllzzar@)-

Furthermore, a priori error estimates can be shown as in Theorem 3.9 of [5]. We
define an auxiliary quantity p that measures the approximation of harmonic forms,

lp — W}Iip”L?Ak(Q)

W= sup
pest@rrranfoy  IPlL2as@)
p#0

Letting (o, u, p) denote the solution of the original system (7.12), there exists C > 0
uniformly bounded such that

lo = onllaar-—1() + v — unllgar@) + Ip = PrllL2ax )

<C inf o—T Sy +inf w—v
> (rhGPAkl(T,U) H hHHAk 1(Q) o €PAR(T ) || h”HAk(Q)
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* qhePlAnkf(T,u) Ip = anllzenro + uv;Leplz{lkf(T,u) Jua Uh”HAk(Q)>’
where ug denotes the L? orthogonal projection of u onto dH7A*~1(£2). More spe-
cific error estimates for the L? norm of u and its derivatives, generalizing Aubin-
Nitsche-type techniques, are described in Theorem 3.11 of [5]. These rely on the
compactness of the solution operator GG, which is a direct consequence of com-
pactness of the Rellich embedding (7.5). Gaffney inequalities such as (7.6) are
important for deriving convergence rates in terms of mesh size parameters. The
reader is referred to Section 3 of [5] for all details.

7.3. Examples in Vector Analysis. For the purpose of demonstration, we con-
sider special cases of the Hodge Laplace equation in three dimensions in the nota-
tion of classical vector calculus here. Here we assume that Q is a strongly Lipschitz
domain and let 7 : 9Q — R? be the outward unit normal field along the boundary.

7.3.1. The case k = 0. This is the Poisson problem with mixed boundary condi-
tions. The boundary part I'r corresponds to the Dirichlet boundary part, and 'y
corresponds to the Neumann boundary part. We let H° be the span of the indicator
functions of those connected components of 2 that do not touch I'y. The Hodge
Laplace problem is to find u € H'(Q) and p € H° such that

—divgradu+p=f, ulH°, up, =0, (gradu)pp, -7 =0
for given f € L?(Q). The condition u | H° enforces that u has vanishing mean

on those components of Q that touch I'pr. The corresponding discretization is the
primal method for the Poisson problem.

7.3.2. The case k = 1. In this case, the Hodge Laplace operator translates to the
vector Laplace operator. The harmonic 1-forms correspond to the vector fields

Hi={5e L*(QR% |divi=0, curl7= 0, fipy 7 =0, fip, xA=0}.
The Hodge Laplace problem translatfs as follows. Given f € L*(9,R?) we seek
@ € H(Q,curl), o € H(Q), and § € H! such that

o= —divd, grado + curlcurlu = f—@ @ L H,
or, =0, Ur, xi=0, dr,-i=0, (curld)p, xa=0.
The divergence of # is treated as an auxiliary variable. In FEEC, the curl-curl-

subsystem of the system is discretized with a primal method, and the grad-div-
subsystem is treated with a mixed discretization.

7.3.3. The case k = 2. This is another formulation of the vector Laplacian. In
comparison to the case k = 1, the roles of I'r and I'y are reversed. The harmonic
2-forms correspond to the space

Hy={Fe L2(QR?) |divi=0, curlf=0, fipy x =0, fir, -A=0}.
The Hodge Laplace equation translates as follows. Given f € L*(Q,R?), we seek
@ € H(Q,div), & € H(Q, curl), and p € H? which satisfy

¢=cwl@, curld—graddivi=f—p, @LHs,

’J‘FT'ﬁ:O, Lo} XﬁZO, ﬁ\l"N xﬁ:O, (leﬁ)\FN =0.
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In comparison to the case k = 1, the role of essential and natural boundary condi-
tions is reversed. In FEEC, the grad-div-subsystem is discretized in primal formu-
lation, while the curl-curl-subsystem is discretized in mixed formulation.

7.3.4. The case k = 3. This is again the Poisson problem with mixed boundary
conditions, but with the roles of I'r and Iy reversed in comparison to the case k =
0. We let H3 be spanned by the indicator functions of those connected components
of © that do not touch I'y. For some given f € L?(f2), the Hodge Laplace problem
reduces to finding u € L?(Q), o € H(,div), and p € H? such that

0=—gradu, dive=f-p, ulHz, op, - 7=0, wur,=0.

The orthogonality condition forces u to have vanishing mean on the connected com-
ponents of Q) that touch I'y. The role of essential and natural boundary conditions
is reversed in comparison to the case k = 0. The corresponding discretization is a
mixed finite element method for the Poisson problem.
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