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ABSTRACT. We revisit a construction principle of Fredholm operators using Hilbert com-
plexes of densely defined, closed linear operators and apply this to particular choices of
differential operators. The resulting index is then computed with the help of explicitly de-
scribing the dimension of the cohomology groups of generalised (‘harmonic’) Dirichlet and
Neumann tensor fields. The main results of this contribution are the computation of the
indices of Dirac-type operators associated to the elasticity complex and the newly found
biharmonic complex, relevant for the biharmonic equation, elasticity, and for the theory
of general relativity. The differential operators are of mixed order and cannot be seen
as leading order type with relatively compact perturbation. As a by-product we present
a comprehensive description of the underlying generalised Dirichlet-Neumann vector and
tensor fields defining the respective cohomology groups, including an explicit construction
of bases in terms of topological invariants, which are of both analytical and numerical
interest. Though being defined by certain projection mechanisms, we shall present a way
of computing these basis functions by solving certain PDEs given in variational form. For
all of this we rephrase core arguments in the work of Rainer Picard [33] applied to the de
Rham complex and use them as a blueprint for the more involved cases presented here. In
passing, we also provide new vector-analytical estimates of generalised Poincaré—Friedrichs
type useful for elasticity or the theory of general relativity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is one of the greatest mathematical achievements of the twentieth century to relate the
analytic notion of the Fredholm index for operators defined on Hilbert spaces to particular
elliptic operators and their corresponding geometric properties of the underlying compact
manifold the operators are defined on. Here, a closed, densely defined, linear operator
D: domD C Ky — Ky between Hilbert spaces Kg and Ky is called a Fredholm operator, if
the range, ranD C K, is closed and both the kernel, ker D, and the co-kernel, (ranD)*,
are finite-dimensional. In this case, the index of D, ind D, is given by

ind D = dim ker D — dim(ran D)*.

We refer to the concluding parts in [IT, Chapter 3] for a brief round up and some standard
references to the theory of unbounded Fredholm operators in Hilbert spaces. Generally spo-
ken it is often very difficult — if not impossible — to compute either dim ker D or dim(ran D)+
directly. However, due to invariance under homotopies and compact perturbations, it is
sometimes possible to have a better understanding of ind D instead.

Indeed, one of the corner stones of results hinted at above is the celebrated Atijah-
Singer index theorem, see e.g. [I7], where the (Fredholm) index for some elliptic operators
defined on a manifold can be represented solely in terms of the topological properties of this
manifold. The methods of proof led to the invention of K-theory, which has evolved ever
since and is an active field of research. Albeit being a breakthrough in mathematics, K-
theory is a rather difficult tool to work with when it comes to explicitly compute the index
for particular examples. In any case there is a need to provide many examples, where it is
possible to obtain an index formula, which is as explicit as possible. In fact, the Fredholm
index for a perturbed Dirac operator represents physical quantities, see the concluding
example in [§] and the references therein. The Witten index, a generalised version of the
Fredholm index, is interesting for both physics and mathematics. Indeed, it has been shown
that in particular situations the Witten index corresponds to the electromagnetic spin of
a particle as well as to the spectral flow of an operator family, see the seminal paper [10].

The results in [10] are based on — among other things — a deeper understanding of the one-
dimensional situation of [§], which addresses the Fredholm case. The higher-dimensional
cases treated in [§] (with an index formula properly justified in [6]) were generalised in [T1].
The transition from the Fredholm situation to the Witten index has been performed in
[11, Chapter 14]. Again, a thorough understanding of the Fredholm case has led to further
examples for the Witten index, which in turn might prove useful for both mathematics and
physics.

The main contribution of the present study is to enlarge the variety of examples, where it
is possible to explicitly compute the Fredholm index in terms of the topological properties
of the underlying (bounded) domain © C R3? the differential (Fredholm) operators are
defined on. The list of examples treated here is even more particular as it is possible to
compute not only the index but also the dimension of the kernel and the co-dimension of
the range in terms of topological invariants.
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Moreover, this article is concerned with the explicit computation of the Fredholm index
if a differential operator is ‘apparently’ of mixed order. We shall establish a collection of
theorems like the following;:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C R3 be open, bounded with stronﬂ Lipschitz boundary. Then there
exists a subspace V C LE¥*(Q) x L*(Q) such that

o Div 0 ) 2,3x3 2 2,3 2,3x3
D .= (symCurl Gradgrad) (VY C L) x L*(Q2) — L=°(2) x L7 ()
and D* are densely defined and closed Fredholm operators, where L2*"*(Q) and L3**()
denote the sets of trace free and symmetric 3x 3 matrices with entries in L*(S)), respectively.
Moreover,
indD =4(p—m—n+1), ind D* = —ind D

where n is the number of connected components of ), m is the number of connected com-
ponents of its complement R3\ Q, and p is the number of handles (see Section [I1).

A closer inspection of the operator D also shows the following estimate; see also Corollary
[C7. Note that the subspace W asserted to exist in the following result — and this is the
catch of the corollary — is constructed explicitly by providing a basis, see Section [[2.2

Corollary 1.2. There exists a finite-dimensional subspace W C V and ¢ > 0 such that for
all (T,u) € VN W2 we have

c|(T, u)‘L%,Ms(Q)XLQ(Q) <| Gradgradu|L§,3x3(Q) + | Div T 25(0) + | symCurlT|L§,3x3(Q).

In the course of the manuscript, we shall, too, describe the subspace V = domD ex-
plicitly, see Theorem [.4] and Remark A refined notation will indicate (full) natural
boundary conditions by ° and algebraic properties of the tensor fields belonging to the
domain of definition of the respective operators by S and T (symmetric and trace free),
e.g., the aforementioned operators read

. Div 0 - —devGrad ~ Curl
D= rDblh,l — T o Dblh,l K S )
(symCurlT Gradgrad )’ ( ) 0 divDivg
These operators are related to the (primal and dual) first biharmonic complex, also called
Gradgrad or divDiv complex, i.e.,

{0} L{—O}>L2(Q) Gradgrad Lgsxs(Q) Curlg L%’3X3(Q) Divry L2’3(Q) TRT pw RTPW,

{0} {0} LZ(Q) divDivg Léng(Q)

relevant for the biharmonic equation, elasticity, and in the theory of general relativity. Here
and in the following ¢y and 7y denote the canonical embedding from a closed subspace V
of a Hilbert space H into H and the orthogonal projection from H onto V; the space of
piecewise Raviart-Thomas vector-fields, RTpy, is defined in (Z.I]).

symCurl — devGrad LRTpw
LLEP(Q) S L23(Q) - RTpw,

IThe boundary of a strong Lipschitz domain is locally a graph of some Lipschitz function.
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We discuss another example, which is based on the second biharmonic complex where
the boundary conditions are interchanged, i.e.,
VB DC) 1 i i i i 1W
{0} = L33(Q) 255 L37(Q) T 15Q) T 1H(Q) = Py,
Gradgrad LQ(Q) LP%W Pl

pw

{0} &2 129(Q) 2 LEP(Q) &7 L37(9)

leading to the operators (for the space of piecewise first order polynomials, Pl & we refer

to (B2) -

pbih2 divDivs 0 (Dbh2y* — Gradgrad symoCurlT
' Curls devGrad/’ 0 — Divy /)

The corresponding index results can be found in Theorem and Remark B.0
Finally, we address the elasticity complex, also called CurlCurl complex, i.e., (the space
of piecewise rigid motions, RM,,, is defined in ([@.3))

CurfCurlST
_—

{0} L{_O}> L2’3(Q) symGrad L§’3X3<Q) L§,3><3<Q) %) L2’3(Q) M RI\/|pW7

™ — Div. urlCurld — svmGCra LRMpuy
{O}&LZS(Q) Divg L§,3><3(Q) CurlCurlg L§,3><3(Q) ymGrad L273(Q) RM RMPW.

Here, we shall discuss the Fredholm index of the operators

Dela . Divg 0 (D) — — symGrad CurlCurld
"~ \CurlCurly symGrad)’ 0 —Divg )~

The solution to the corresponding index problem is provided in Theorem and Remark
0.5l Note that in a distributional setting results concerning the computation of the di-
mension of the generalised Neumann fields have been obtained in [9], where a variational
setting is preferred.

Here and throughout this paper, we denote by grad, curl, and div the classical operators
from vector analysis. Moreover, Grad acts componentwise as grad' mapping vector fields
to tensor fields. Curl and Div act row-wise as curl " and div mapping tensor fields to tensor
and vector fields, respectively. L?-spaces with k components (or k x k-many components)
are denoted by L?* (or L*#*k) A similar notation is used for C*° and similar sets.

The approach to compute the index in situations as in Theorem [[1] is rooted in a
construction principle for Fredholm operators provided in [7]. The fundamental observation
given in [7] is that it is possible to construct a Fredholm operator with the help of Hilbert
complexes of densely defined and closed (possibly unbounded) linear operators, i.e,

A A A
"'—>H0—0>H1—1>H2—2>H3—>"',

A Ax Al
s Hy<— Hy «— Hy <= Hy < -+ .

More precisely, if Ay, Ay, and Ay are densely defined, closed linear operators defined on
suitable Hilbert spaces H; such that

ran Ag C ker Aq, ran A; C ker A,,
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then the block matrix operator

(1.1) D= (ﬁ% jo)

with its natural domain of definition is closed and densely defined. It is Fredholm, if the
ranges ran Ag, ran Ay, and ran A, are closed and if both kernels

Ny := ker Ay, Ny, :=ker A}
and both cohomology groups
K :=ker Ay Nker Ag, Ky = ker Ay Nker A]
are finite-dimensional. In this case, its index is then given by
(1.2) ind D = dim Ny — dim K; + dim K3 — dim Ny ,,
cf. Theorem B8 For its adjoint, which is then Fredholm as well, we simply have

D" .= (0 Aa), ind D* = —ind D.

In a first application of this observation presented in this article, we look at the classical
de Rham complex

{0}
=70} Ar=—div A LRpw
{0} 17T Q) S L) S LF(Q) L2(Q) <2 R,

where again the super index ° signifies homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, see
Theorem [6.8 and R,,, denotes the space of piecewise constants on €2, see (6.3]). By (L2]) in
order to compute the index it is necessary to calculate the dimension of the cohomology
groups, i.e., the dimension of the harmonic Dirichlet and Neumann fields

HR'™(Q) := K = ker(curl) N ker(div),

HR™(Q) := K, = ker(div) N ker(curl),

Az=m

A_IIL 0 Rpw
{0} —p> va\”

L2<Q) Ap=grad L2’3(Q) Aj=curl L2’3<Q) =div L2<Q)

Al =curl A5=—grad
P —

respectively. In [33], this has been done by Picard. As it turns out these dimensions are
related to topological properties of the underlying domain the differential operators are
defined on, that is,

dim HE™(Q) =m — 1, dim HY™(Q) = p,

see Theorem In consequence, it is possible to compute the indices for the block de
Rham operators

div 0 —grad curl
pRhm . _ - PRmy« . g
(curl grad) ’ ( ) 0 —div

by (L2) in terms of m, p, and n, i.e.,
indDR"™ =p —m —n+1, ind(DR"™)* = — ind DRM™,
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see Theorem [6.8 It is noteworthy that this index theorem provides an index theorem for
the Dirac operator on open manifolds with boundary endowed with a particular boundary
condition, see [36] and Section below.

The proofs of the index theorems discussed here combine the structural viewpoint out-
lined by [7] and ideas taken from the explicit computation of the dimension of the coho-
mology groups in [33]. More precisely, we shall rephrase the proofs in [33] and use these
reformulations as a blueprint for the proofs for other complexes. We emphasise that the
construction of the generalised Neumann fields is based on subtle interactions of matrix
algebra and differential operators (see Lemma [[2.10]) and a suitable application of so-called
Poincaré maps yielding (for instance) a representation of vector fields by curve integrals
over tensor fields, see e.g. Lemma [[2.T1l The foundation for all of this to be applicable,
however, is the newly found biharmonic complex, see [29], B0], and the more familiar elas-
ticity complex, see [31, B2]. In [29, B0] the crucial properties and compact embedding
results have been found for the biharmonic Hilbert complex underlying the computation
of the index in Theorem [Tl In [31] B2] the corresponding results are presented for the
elasticity complex. These results also stress that the mixed order differential operators
discussed here cannot be viewed as a leading order term subject to a relatively compact
perturbation.

Before we come to a more in depth description of the structure of the paper, we emphasise
the importance of a deeper understanding of Hilbert complexes for index theory and other
areas of partial differential equations.

Next to [7] (and others), the notion of Hilbert complexes in connection with (Fredholm)
index theory has also been addressed in [37] and references therein. The work in [37] is
particularly interesting as the authors address manifolds with boundary. The focus is on
characterising the Fredholm property (i.e., the finiteness of the cohomology groups) for
certain complexes with boundary in terms of the principal symbol. Here, the Fredholm
property of the Hilbert complex (i.e., with the terminology of [37], that a Hilbert complex
is a Fredholm complex) follows from suitable compactness criteria (see e.g. [40], 30]) and
all the dimensions of the cohomology groups and not just the index of the complex are
addressed here explicitly.

An understanding of Hilbert complexes in connection with partial differential equations
involving the classical vector analytic operators div, curl, and grad led to [34], where the
kernel of the classical Maxwell operator is written by means of other differential operators.
The resulting Picard’s extended Maxwell system is useful for numerical studies [40] as
well as for the study of the low frequency asymptotics of Maxwell’s equations [34]. More
involved low frequency asymptotics for Maxwell’s equations can be found in the series
[211, 22, 23] 24], 25] based on the series [47, [48] [49] 50] for the reduced scalar and elasticity
wave equations. The connections of the extended Maxwell system and the Dirac operator
are drawn in [36] and shortly commented in this manuscript below.

Rather recently, the notion of Hilbert complexes (reusing the idea of writing the kernel
of differential operators by means of other operators) has found applications in the context
of homogenisation theory of partial differential equations. More precisely, it was possible
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to derive a certain operator-theoretic version of the so-called div-curl lemma (see [39, [18]),
which implied a whole family of div-curl lemma-type results, see [41] 27].

Furthermore, the abstract div-curl result together with theory from Hilbert complexes
are used to define and study the notion of nonlocal H-convergence, [42]. The applications
presented in [42], 43] as well as in [20] use the assumption of exactness of the Hilbert com-
plex, that is, triviality of certain cohomology groups. It is one corollary of the present
study to describe the topological properties of the domains the differential operators are
defined on to yield exact Hilbert complexes making the theory of nonlocal H-convergence
applicable, see also [42] Section 8]. This then results in new homogenisation and compact-
ness theorems for nonlocal homogenisation problems. We postpone further results in this
direction to future studies.

We shortly outline the plan of the paper next. The main results, that is, the dimensions
of the cohomology groups and the indices of the operators involved, are summarised in
Section 2l In Section B we briefly recall the notion of Hilbert complexes of densely defined
and closed linear operators. Also, we provide a small introduction to the construction
principle for Fredholm operators provided in [7]. As we slightly deviate from the approach
presented there we recall some of the proofs for convenience of the reader. As an addendum
to Section [B we provide an abstract set of Poincaré-—Friedrichs inequalities in Section [l
and outline an abstract perspective to variable coefficents in Section Bl In order to have a
first non-trivial yet rather elementary example at hand, we present the so-called Picard’s
extended Maxwell system in Section [l This sets the stage for the index theorem for the
Dirac operator provided in Section [6.3l In Section[7 we recall the first biharmonic complex
and provide a more explicit formulation of Theorem [L1] (see Theorem [7.4]). Similar results
will be presented in Section [§ for the second biharmonic complex and in Section [ for the
elasticity complex. Section [[0is concerned with the topological setting introduced in [33]
forming our main assumption on 2. The Sections [[1] and [[2] address the computation of
bases and hence the dimensions of the generalised Dirichlet and Neumann vector and tensor
fields for the different complexes, respectively, and thus concluding the proofs of our main
results. In passing, we also provide partial differential equations whose unique solutions
will correspond to the basis functions under consideration. This is particularly important
for numerically computing these basis functions. Amongst these PDEs we recover the one
in [9], when the generalised Neumann fields for the elasticity complex are concerned (see in
particular Remark [[2.3T; the regularity assumptions on €2 are the same here). In Section
we provide a small conclusion.

Note that unlike to many research topics in the analysis of partial differential equations
(and other topics), we shall use Q being ‘open’ and a ‘domain’ as synonymous terms. In
particular, we shall not imply €2 to satisfy any connectivity properties, when calling §2 a
domain.

2. A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We employ the notations and assumptions of Section [l In particular, we shall assume
that 0 C R? is a bounded, strong Lipschitz domain. The number of connected components
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of Q) is n, the number of connected components of R? \  is m, and p denotes the number
of handles (see Assumption [[0.3 below). We introduce the cohomology groups

Ki=H5(Q),  Ko=Hi(Q),
i.e., the Dirichlet and Neumann fields
HR™ () = ker(curl) N ker(div), HR™(Q) = ker(
Hoe' (Q) = ker(Curls) Nker(divDivs), — Hig () = ker(
th{f(Q) = ker(symCurly) N ker(Divy), ?—[?\}?82(9) ker(divDivg) N ker(Curls),
’Hela (Q) = ker(CurlCurl{ ) Nker(Divs), 'He'a (Q) = ker(Divg) N ker(CurlCurld ).

We will compute the dimensions of the kernels Ny, N, i.e.,

ker(div) N ker(curl),
ker(Divr) N ker(symCurly),

dim ker(grad) = 0, dim ker(grad) = n,
dim ker(Gradgrad) = 0, dim ker(devGrad) = 4n,
dim ker(devGrad) = 0, dim ker(Gradgrad) = 4n,
dim ker(symGrad) = 0, dim ker(symGrad) = 6n,
and the dimensions of the cohomology groups K, K, i.e.,
dim HE™(Q) =m — 1, dim HRM™(Q) = p,
dim Hgt‘g’l(Q) =4(m —1), dim H?\i,t‘q’rl(Q) = 4p,
dim H ' (Q) = 4(m — 1), dim H s () = 4p,
dim H35(Q2) = 6(m — 1), dim H35(2) = 6p,
and the indices ind D, ind D* of the involved Fredholm operators, i.e.,
indDR"™ =p —m —n+1, ind(DRM™)* = — ind DR™,
ind D™ = 4(p —m —n + 1), ind(D"")* = —ind D",
ind DM = 4(p —m —n + 1), ind(D""?)* = —ind D""?,
ind D% = 6(p —m —n + 1), ind(D®?)* = — ind D",

Remark 2.1. We observe that in all of our examples, where generally the operators A;
carry the boundary condition and the adjoints A} do not have boundary condition, the
dimensions of the first and second cohomology groups K, and Ko (Dirichlet fields and
Neumann fields) are given by

dlm NQ* dlm NQ*

dim Ky = —— - (m — 1), dim Ky = ——— - p,
n n

respectively. The indices of D (see (1)) and D* are

dim N,
(2.1) —indD* =indD = 2 (p—m —n+ 1)
n
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Remark 2.1] leads to the following problem that seems to be open:

Problem 2.2. Is it possible to find differential operators on Q C R?® (bounded, strong
Lipschitz domain) of the form (1)) as discussed in Remark [21 that violate the general
index formula for D in (21) ¢

3. THE CONSTRUCTION PRINCIPLE AND THE INDEX THEOREM

In this section, we provide the basic construction principle, which is the basis for the
operators in question. The theory in more general terms has been developed already in
[7]. Here, we rephrase the situation with a slightly more particular viewpoint. For the
convenience of the reader, we carry out the necessary proofs here.

Throughout this section, we let Hy, Hi, Ho, H3 be Hilbert spaces, and

Ag :dom Ag C Hy — Hy,

Ay :dom Ay C Hy — Ho,

Ay :dom Ay C Hy — Hj
be densely defined and closed linear operators.

Definition 3.1. Let Agy, Ay, Ay be defined as above.
o We call a pair (Ap, A1) a complex (Hilbert complex), if ran Ay C ker Ay. In this
situation we also write
Hy 22 1, 2% H,.

o We say a complex (Ag, A1) is closed, if ran Ay and ran A; are closed.

o A complex (Ao, A1) is said to be compact, if the embedding dom Ay Ndom Aj — H;
15 compact.

o The triple (Ag, Ay, As) is called a (closed/compact) complex, if both (Ag, A1) and
(A1, Ag) are (closed/compact) complezes.

e We say that a complex (Ag, A1, As) is maximal compact, if (Ag, A1, As) is a compact
complex and both embeddings dom Ay — Hy and dom A, — Hs are compact as well.

Remark 3.2. The ‘FA-ToolBox’ (‘Functional-Analysis-Tool Box’) from [20], 27, 28] B0, BT,
B2] shows that

(Ao, A1) (closed/compact) complex <= (A7, Ay) (closed/compact) complex.

As a consequence, we obtain (Ag, A1, Ag) is a (closed/compact/maximal compact) complex
if and only if (Aj, A7, Aj) is a (closed/compact/mazimal compact) complex.

Throughout this section, we assume that (A, A1, Ay) is a complex, i.e.,
Hy 2 1y 2% Hy 22 [,
Az A% A
H()(—OHl(—IHQ(—QHg.

We define the operator
D : (dom Ay N'dom A7) x dom Ay C Hy X Hy — H3 X H



INDEX OF MIXED ORDER DIRAC-TYPE OPERATORS 11

(z,y) — (Agz, Az + Agy).

In block operator matrix notation, we have

(A 0
D_<A’{ AO).

From the introduction, we recall the notation

(3.1) Ny := ker Ay, Ny, = ker Aj
and
(3.2) K :=ker Ay Nker Aj, Ky = ker Ay Nker AJ.

The aim of this section is to provide a proof of Theorem below. As a standard tool for
this and related results, we recall the standard orthogonal decompositions
(3.3)  Hy =ran A} @y, ker Ay, Hy = ker A} ©p, ran Ay,
dom Ay = (dom Ay Nran A%) @y, ker Ay, dom A} = ker A} @y, (dom A} Nran A;).
Using (32), by the complex property we get
(3.4) ker Ay = Ky ®p, ran A
and hence we obtain the following (abstract) Helmholtz type decomposition
Hy = M DPu, K2 Oh, ran Ay,

3.5 N -
(3:5) dom Ay Ndom A} = (dom Ay Nran A%) &g, Ky Gp, (dom AT Nran Ay).

We gather some elementary facts about D.
Proposition 3.3. D is a densely defined and closed linear operator.

Proof. For the closedness of D, we let ((xx, yx)), be a sequence in dom D with ((2x,yx)),
converging to some (x,y) in Hy X Hy and (D(xy, yx))r converging to (w, z) in Hy x Hj.
One readily sees using the closedness of A; that x € dom Ay and Asx = w. Next, we
observe that ran Ay C ker A; Ly, ran Aj. Hence, (Ajxy), and (Agyg) are both convergent
to some z; € H; and 2y, € Hjp, respectively. By the closedness of both A} and Ay, we
thus deduce that v € dom A} and y € dom Ay with z; = Ajz and 2z, = Apy as well as
2=z + 20 = Ajx + Aoy.

For D being densely defined, we see that by assumption, dom Ay is dense in H,. Hence, it
suffices to show that dom AsNdom A7 is dense in Hy. Thus, as dom As and dom A7 are dense
in Hy, we deduce by ([B3]) that dom Ay Nran A% and dom A} Nran A; are dense in ran A}
and ran Ay, respectively. Thus, the decomposition in ([3.3]) implies that dom Ay N dom A}
is dense in H,, which yields the assertion. 0

A5 A
0 A

D™ . dOH’lA; X (domA1 mel’IlAS) - H3 X H1 — H2 X HO
(w, 2) — (Ajw + Ayz, Al2).

Theorem 3.4. D* = < ) More precisely,
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AL Ay .
< 0 A*) €D
holds by definition since for all (z,y) € dom D = (dom A, N dom A}) x dom A, and for all
(w, z) € dom A% x (dom A; N dom Af)
(D(z,y), (Asz, w) py + (Ajz + Aoy, 2) 1,
= (z, Ayw + A12) g, + (Y, Ag2) e = {(z,y), D*(w, 2 >H < Hg'
Let (w, z) € dom D* and set (u,v) := D*(w, z). For y € dom Ay we have (0,y) € dom D.
We obtain
(Aoy, 2)m, = (D(0,y), (w,2)) g = €(0,9), D (w, 2)) - = (Y, V) g

Hence, z € dom AS and Ajz = v.
For all z € dom A; Ndom A} we see (x,0) € dom D and deduce that

(Asz, w) g, + (Ajz, 2) g, = (D(x,0),

= ((,0), D*wz>HxH (@, u) .

Proof. Note that

>H3><H1

(36) >H3><H1

Let 7, denote the orthonormal projector onto ran A% in ([33). Then for 7 € dom A, we
have

x = mex € dom Ay Nran A5 C dom Ay Nker A7 C dom Ay, Ndom A}, Asx = Ay
and by (B.0)
<A2ZE7 w>H3 = <A2x7w>H3 + <A>{x7z>H1 = <x7u>H2 = <:fv 7T2U>H2'

Thus w € dom A% and Ajw = myu. Analogously, let m; denote the orthonormal projector
onto ran A; in ([B3)). Then for = € dom A} we have

x = ma € dom A] Nran A; C dom A Nker Ay C dom A; Ndom A}, Ajx = AT
and by (3:6)
<Aﬂ{f7 Z>H1 - <A2:L‘,’LU>H3 + <AT1‘7 Z>H1 - <x’u>H2 - <f7 7T1U>H2'

Thus z € dom A; and A;z = mu. Therefore, (w,z) € dom A5 x (dom A; N dom Ap).
Moreover, using the orthonormal projector my onto K in (B.5) we see for x € K, by (3.6

(x, mou) g, = (mox, u) g, = (x,u) g, = (Asx,w) g, + (Ajx, 2) gy, = 0,
yielding mou = 0. Finally, by (B.5]) we arrive at
D*(w, z) = (u,v) = (mou + mu + mu, Ajz) = (A2 + Asw, Ajz),
completing the proof. O
Lemma 3.5. With the settings [B1)) and (3.2)), the kernels of D and D* read
ker D = Ky x Ny = (ker Ay Nker A}) x ker Ay,
ker D* = Ny, x K = ker A} x (ker A; N ker Ap).
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Proof. For (z,y) € ker D we have Asx = 0 and Ajz + Agy = 0. By orthogonality and the
complex property, i.e., ran Ay C ker A; Ly, ran A}, we see Az = Agy = 0. The assertion
about ker D* (use Theorem B4 and Remark B2)) follows analogously. O

With Lemma at hand, the following result is immediate.
Corollary 3.6. The closures of the ranges of D and D* are given by

— L L
ran D = (ker D*) a3 = N, 1 x K™

Y

— L L
ran D* = (ker D) H2xHo = [, > x Ny,

Lemma 3.7. Let (Ap, A1, Ay) be a mazimal compact Hilbert complez. Then the embedding
domD — Hy x Hy is compact, and so is the embedding dom D* — H3 x Hj.

Proof. Let ((xk,yk))k be a (dom D)-bounded sequence in domD. Then, as in the proof
of Lemma 3.0 by orthogonality and the complex property (zx)y is a (dom Ay N dom A7)-
bounded sequence in dom AsNdom A} and (y )y is a (dom Ap)-bounded sequence in dom Ay.
Since (A, A1, Ag) is maximal compact, we can extract converging subsequences of (xy ), and
(yx ). Analogously, using Theorem 3 4land Remark 3.2l we see that also dom D* < H3x H;
is compact, finishing the proof. O

We now recall the abstract index theorem taken from [7] formulated for the present
situation.

Theorem 3.8. Let (Ag, Ay, As) be a mazximal compact Hilbert complex. Then D and D*
are Fredholm operators with indices

ind D = dim Ny — dim K; 4 dim Ky — dim N, , ind D* = —ind D.

Proof. Utilising the ‘FA-ToolBox’ from, e.g., [26, 27, 28, B0, 31, B2], and Lemma B.1] we
observe that both ranges ranD and ran D* are closed and that both kernels ker D and
ker D* are finite-dimensional. Therefore, both D and D* are Fredholm operators. The
index ind D = dimker D — dim ker D* is then easily computed with the help of Lemma

3.3 O

4. ABSTRACT POINCARE-FRIEDRICHS TYPE INEQUALITIES

Let us mention some additional features of the ‘FA-ToolBox’ from [26], 27, 28], 301 311, [32].
Lemma 3.7 and Theorem imply some additional results for the reduced operators

L _ * L Ty* >
Dred = D‘ranD* - ID|(kerD)LH2xH07 Dred =D ‘ranD =D |(kerD*)lH3XH1 .

Corollary 4.1. Let (Ao, Ay, As) be a mazimal compact Hilbert complex. Then the inverse

operators Doy : tanD — ranD* and (D))~ : ranD* — ranD are compact. Moreover,

Dy : tanD — dom Dyeq and (Dy)~! : ranD* — dom D, are continuous and, equiva-

lently, the Friedrichs—Poincaré type estimates

Kx’y)}ngHo = CD}D(x’y)}ngHl = cp(|Azlzy, + [ Ajaly, + |A0yﬁ-h)1/2

)



14 DIRK PAULY AND MARCUS WAURICK

[0, 2)| ey < 0[P, 2)] e = o0 (| AL, + | Arzfy, + A5l )

hold for all (x,y) € dom D,y and for all (w, z) € dom D}, with the same optimal constant
cp > 0.

The latter estimates are additive combinations of the corresponding estimates for Ay
and (Ag, A7) as well as A} and (Ay, Af), respectively.

Remark 4.2. The compactness assumptions (mazimal compact) are not needed to render
D and D* Fredholm operators. It suffices to assume that (Ag, Ay, As) is a closed Hilbert
complex with finite-dimensional kernels Ny and Ny, and finite-dimensional cohomology
groups Ki and Ks. In this case, the latter Friedrichs—Poincaré type estimates still hold

and D,y and (D}y)! are still continuous.

Remark 4.3. There are simple relations between the primal, dual, and adjoint complezes,
when D is considered. More precisely, let us denote the latter primal operators D and D*
of the primal complex (Ao, A1, As) by

A2 0 A3 Al
— PP — * A 2
pov— (% 0) o= (5 4),
and the dual operators corresponding to the dual complex (A}, A, Aj) by
Ay 0 Ay Af
d __ 0 d\x __ 0 1
D_<A1 A;)’ (D)—<o A2>'

By Remark 33 (Ao, A1, As) is a mazimal compact complex, if and only if (Aj, A7, Aj) is
a mazximal compact complex. Note that we may weaken the assumptions along the lines
sketched in Remark [{.2  Theorem shows that DP, (DP)*, D¢, (D4)* are Fredholm

operators with indices

ind PP = dim Nj — dim K7 + dim K3 — dim N3, ind(D?)* = —ind D?,
ind D? = dim N — dim K{ + dim K — dim Ny ,, ind(D%)* = — ind D*.
Next we observe
N§ =ker Ay = NY_, Ny, =ker Ay = N},
K% =ker A} Nker Ay = Kb, K¢ =ker A Nker A; = K?.

Hence
—ind(D%)* = ind D = — ind D? = ind(DF)*.
Note that basically D* and (DP)* as well as DP and (D)* are the ‘same’ operators.

5. THE CASE OF VARIABLE COEFFICIENTS

Note that the Hilbert space adjoints A7 depend on the particular choice of the inner
products (metrics) of the underlying Hilbert spaces H;. A typical example is simply given
by ‘weighted’ inner products induced by ‘weights’ A;, [ € {0, 1,2,3}, i.e., symmetric and
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positive topological isomorphisms (symmetric and positive bijective bounded linear oper-
ators) A, : H; — H; inducing inner products

<', '>ﬁl = <)\l'> '>Hl Zj'v]l xf]l—>C,
where H; := H| (as linear space) equipped with the inner product (-, -) 7, A sufficiently
general situation is defined by Ag := Id, A3 :=Id, and A\, Ay being symmetric and positive

topological isomorphisms, as well as H = (Hl, (N, ~>Hl), I € {0,1,2,3}. Then the
modified operatorsﬁ

ZO :domgo := dom Ay Qﬁo —>ﬁ1; xr— Agz,

/L : domgl :=domA; C ﬁ]l — f]g; Y — )\2_1A1y,
/L : dom /L = )\2_1 dom Ay C ﬁ]g — f]g; Z— Aoz,
2{3 : domﬁg =\ 'dom 4 C H, — Hy; y — Ay,

At dom A* = dom A* C Hy, — Hy; z— A\[1ALz,

Z; :domZ;:domA’z‘ C H; —» Hs; x — Ajx

form again a primal and dual Hilbert complex, i.e.,

~ A = A o= A =
Ho 2% H, 2% H, 22 [,

Ao~ B o~ B o
H0<—OH1%1H2<—2H37

5::(%2 9), 5*:(15 %).
i A 0 A

The closedness of the operators ZZ and the complex properties are easily checked. Moreover,

it is not hard to see that the closedness of (Ag, A1, A2) is implied by the closedness of
(Ao, A1, Az). Remark B2 Proposition B3] Theorem B4, Lemma B3, and Corollary

can be applied to (Ag, Ay, Ag) as well. In particular,
ker D = Ky x Ny = (ker Ay Nker A*) x ker Ay = (A" ker As) Nker A7) x ker Ay,
ker D* = sz* x K, = ker A% x (ker A; Nker ZS) = ker Aj x (ker A; N (A" ker Af)),

and we can define

< ~ ~ln ~lg
1 = ~
ranD = (ker D*) fisxm = N, ™ x K ™

)

= I ~ 1 ~ 1
ran D* = (ker D) H2xfio = K, "2 x N, .
It is possible to relate the statements in Lemma B.7] and Theorem to the corresponding
ones of the original complex (A, A1, A3). This will be done next.

2E.g., we compute g{'; Let y € dom ;15 Then for x € dom Ao = dom Ag
<$a Avsy>H0 = <‘T’ Avgy>ﬁ0 = <Av0xay>ﬁl = <AO:L" )‘1y>H1a
showing that A\;y € dom Aj and AjA\y = Z{;y
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Lemma 5.1. The compactness properties and the dimensions of the kernels and cohomol-
ogy groups of the latter complexes are independent of the weights \;. More precisely,
(i) ]% = Ny and NZ* =Ny, as dom ﬁo = dom Ay and dom 112,* =dom A, ,,
(iiy) dim (ker 4; N (A7 " ker A%)) = dim K, = dim K, = dim(ker A; N ker Aj),
(iiz) dim (ker Ay N (A; "' ker A7)) = dim Ky = dim K, = dim(ker Ay M ker A7),
(iiiy) dom A; N dom A; = dom A, N (A\]" dom A;)) — Hy compactly
& dom Ay Ndom Aj — Hy compactly,
(iiiz) dom Ay N dom A7 = dom Ay N (A; ' dom A%) < Hy compactly
& dom Ay Ndom A — Hy compactly.

Proof. For the proof we follow in close lines the ideas of [4, Theorem 6.1], where [4] is the
extended version of [5]. (i) is trivial and it is sufficient to show only (i) and (iii).
For (iiy), let p be another weight having the same properties as A;. Similar to (B.3]),

(B3) we have by orthogonality in H; and by the complex property

(5.1) Hy = ran A, © g, ker ZS =ran A Dy, Apker A

ker A; = ran A, Dy, (ker Ay Nker A%) = ran A, g, (ker 41N (A7 ker A7),

and we note that ﬁ]l = H; and ker Zl = ker A; as sets. We denote the ﬁ]l—orthonormal
projector along ran Ay onto A; ' ker A% by . Then, by (5.1]), we deduce

m(ker Ay) = 7(ker Ay) = ker A; N (A; " ker Ap).
We consider the linear mapping
7 ker Ay N (P ker AY) — ker A; N (A ker A%); Yy — Y.

Then 7 is injective. Indeed, let y € ker Ay N (u 'ker A}) with 7y = 7y = 0. Then
y € ran Ay and py € ker Aj. Since ran Ay Ly, ker Af, using that p > o in the sense of
positive definiteness for some d > 0, we infer yoly|?;, < (uy,y)m, = 0. Thus

dim (ker A; N (u~ " ker A5)) < dim (ker A; N (A7 ker 45)).

The other inequality > is deduced by symmetry (in p and A1) and hence equality holds.
For (iii;), we use a similar decomposition strategy. Let u be as before and let

(5.2) dom A; N (A\;! dom Af) — H,
be compact. Moreover, let us consider a bounded sequence
(ye)r € dom Ay N (p~* dom A3),
e, (Uk)ks (A1ye)k, (A1 yk)r are bounded. Similar to (B.I) we get

dom A, = ran A, ©g, (dom A, Nker A%) = ran A, @p, (dom Ay N (A7 ker A7),

dom A = (ran Ay N dom A) © g, ker Ay = (ran Ag N (A7 dom A7) @, A; ' ker A,
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and dom Zl = dom A; and dom g{; = A\, ' dom A as sets. Now, we apply these decompo-
sitions to (yx)x. First, we Hi-orthogonally decompose y; € dom A; into

Yk = Uk + Vg
with
up € ran Ag C ker Ay, vp € dom A; N (A ker A3), Ay = Ao
Therefore (vy);, is bounded in dom A; N (A ' ker AZ) and by (52) we can extract a Hi-
converging subsequence, again denoted by (vy)x. Second, we Hj-orthogonally decompose
Aty € ATt dom Aj into
A e = wi + 2
with
wy, € ran Ag N (A7 dom Af) C ker Ay N (A7 dom AY), 2 € A\ Pker A, Al pyr = Aj\wg.
Hence (wy)y, is bounded in ker A; N (A\;!dom A;) and by (52) we can extract an H,-

converging subsequence, again denoted by (wy)g. Finally, again by Hj-orthogonality, i.e.,
up € ran Ay Lp, ker Aj > Az,

ey =)y e — ) gy, = (plys — yo)yun — )y + (s — v), vk — i)
= <)\1<wk — wy), up, — U1>H1 + <M(yk — Y1), Uk — Uz>H1
< C(\wk — wy|pg, + |k — Ul\Hl)

for some ¢ > 0 independently of k, [, which shows that (yx) is an H;-Cauchy sequence in
H;. Thus dom A; N (' dom A}) < H, is compact. O

Now we can formulate the counterparts of Lemma B.7] and Theorem The proofs
follow immediately by Lemma [5.11

Lemma 5.2. Mazimal compactness does not depend on the weights \;. More precisely:
(Ao, A1, Ag) is a mazimal compact Hilbert complex, if and only if the Hilbert complex
(Zo, ZI, 112) 1s maximal compact. In either case, domD —» fIQ xﬁo and dom D* — ﬁgxﬁl
are compact.

Theorem 5.3. The Fredholm indices do not depend on the weights A;. More precisely: Let
(Ao, Ay, As) be a maximal compact Hilbert complex. Then D, D, D*, and D* are Fredholm
operators with indices

ind D = ind D = dim Ny — dim K; 4 dim K, — dim Ny, ind D* = ind D* = —ind D.

6. THE DE RHAM COMPLEX AND ITS INDICES

As a first application of our abstract findings, in this section, we specialise to a particular
choice of the operators Ag, A1, As. Also, we will show that the assumptions of Theorem 3.8
are satisfied for this particular choice of operators. We will, thus, obtain an index formula.
The computations of the dimensions of the occurring cohomology groups date back to [33].
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Definition 6.1. Let Q C R3 be an open set. We put

grad, : C°(Q) C L*(Q) — L**(Q), ¢ — grad ¢,
curl, : C3(Q) C L () — L*?*(9), ¢ — curl @,
div, : C2(Q) C L*(Q) — L*(Q), ® — div P,
and further define the densely defined and closed linear operators
grad := —div}, curl := curl’, div := —grad;,
grad := — div* = grad,, curl := cwrl* = curl,, div := — grad* = div,.

In terms of classical definitions and notions, we record the following equalities (that are
easily seen):

dom(grad) = H'(9), dom(grad) = CSO(Q)H @ Hy(Q),
o ———=——H(curl,Q)
dom(curl) = H (curl, ), dom(curl) = C2>*() = Hy(curl, ),
. —————H(div,Q)
dom(div) = H(div, ), dom(div) = C*(Q) = Hy(div, Q).

6.1. Picard’s Extended Maxwell System. We want to apply the index theorem in the
following situation of the classical de Rham complex:

Ay = groad, A= cﬁrl, Ay = div,
Ay = —div, A} = curl, A5 = —grad,
DRhm . Ay 0 _ div 0 (DR — A5 Ay _ (—grad curl
C\A A curl grad/’ 0 Af 0 —div/)’
(6 1) {0} m) LQ(Q) é‘irﬂ'dd_) L2’3(Q) ﬂ) L2,3(Q) izidiv_) L2(Q) As=Trp, Row,
{0} AT =m0y LQ(Q) Aj=—div L2’3(Q) Al =curl L2’3(Q) Al=— grad LQ(Q) AZ=trpy Rpw.

We note
dom D™ = (dom A, N dom A}) x dom Ay = (Ho(div, Q) N H(curl, Q)) x Hy(€),
dom(DR"™)* = dom A} x (dom A; Ndom A%) = H'(Q) x (Ho(curl, Q) N H(div, ).

The complex properties, i.e., AjAy € 0 and AsA; C 0, are based on Schwarz’s lemma
ensuring that curl. grad, = 0 and div, curl. = 0.

Proposition 6.2. Let Q C R? be open. Then
ran Ay = ran(grad) C ker(curl) = ker A,
ran A; = ran(curl) C ker(div) = ker A,

and by Remark[32 the same holds for the adjoints (operators without homogeneous bound-
ary conditions).
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Proof. See, e.g., |38, Proposition 6.1.5]. O

Theorem 6.3 (Picard-Weber-Weck selection theorem, [35, 44, 46]). Let Q C R3 be a
bounded wealf] Lipschitz domain. Then

dom A; Ndom Aj = dom(curl) N dom(div),
dom Ay N dom A% = dom(div) N dom(curl)
are both compactly embedded into H, = Hy = L*3(1Q).

Remark 6.4. Proposition in conjunction with Theorem and Rellich’s selection
theorems show that (grad, curl, div) is a mazimal compact complex. By Remark[3.2 so is
the dual complex (— grad, curl, — div).

Note that

N§hm =ker Ay = ker(groad),

NQR::'“ = ker A} = ker(grad),

K™ = ker Ay Nker A = ker(curl) Nker(div) = HF™(Q),
K;hm = ker Ay Nker A} = ker(div) N ker(curl) =: Hflsfhm(g)’

(6.2)

where we recall from the introduction the classical harmonic Dirichlet and Neumann fields
HR™(Q) and HR™(Q), respectively.
Definition 6.5. Let Q C R3 be bounded and open. Then we denote by

e n the number of connected components of €2, B
e m the number of connected components of the complement R? \ €,
e p the number of handles of 2, see Assumption [10.3.

For p to be well-defined we suppose Assumption [10.3 to hold.
The dimensions of the cohomology groups are given as follows.

Theorem 6.6 ([33, Theorem 1]). Let Q2 C R? be open and bounded with continuous bound-
ary. Moreover, suppose Assumption[I0.3. Then

dmHI™( Q) =m -1,  dimHY™(Q) = p.

In comparison to [33, Theorem 1] a modified proof of Theorem is provided in the
Sections [T.1] and (211 Note that in [33] unbounded domains where considered as well,
which necessitates a slightly different rationale.

Remark 6.7. Note that for €) to have a continuous boundar;ﬁ s equivalent for it to have
the segment property, see, e.g., [2, Remark 7.8 (a)].

3The boundary of a weak Lipschitz domain is a 2-dimensional submanifold of the 3-dimensional Lipschitz
manifold 2 with boundary.
A boundary being locally representable as the graph of a continuous function.
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Let us introduce the space of piecewise constants by

(6.3) Rpw = {u € L*(Q) : VC € cc(Q) Fac € R : ulc = ac},
where
(6.4) cc(2) :={C C Q: Cis a connected component of (2}.

Theorem 6.8. Let Q C R? be a bounded weak Lipschitz domain. Then DR'™ is a Fredholm
operator with index

ind DRM™ = dim NX"™ — dim KT 4 dim K™ — dim N;Zm.
If additionally T is continuous and Assumption [I0.3 holds, then
indDRM™ =p—m —n+1.
Proof. We recall Remark and apply Theorem together with ([6.2)), the observations

(6.5) NF™™ = ker(grad) = {0},  NE™ = ker(grad) = Rpw,
and Theorem O
Remark 6.9. By Theorem [38 the adjoint of the de Rham operator (DR'™)* is Fredholm
as well with index ind(DR"™)* = —ind DRM™. Moreover, Picard’s extended Mazwell system
s given by

0 0 A 0 0 0 div 0
JRhm . < 0 DRhm) |0 0 A7 A | _] 0 0 cwl grad

—(DRhm)* 0 —A5 =4 00 grad —curl 0 0
0 -4 0 0 0 div 0 0

with (MR™)* = — MR gnd ind MR'™ = dim ker MR"™ — dim ker (MR™)* = 0. More-
over, dimker MR =n +m +p—1 as

ker MR'™ = ker(DRM™)* x ker DRM™
= N3o™ x K§™ 5 K™ x N
= kte Aj x (ker Ay Nker Aj) x (ker Ay Nker A7) x ker Ay
= ker(grad) x (ker(cﬁrl) N ker(div)) x (ker(div) N ker(curl)) x ker(grad)
= Ry X HR™(Q) x HR™(Q) x {0}.
6.2. Variable Coefficients and Poincaré—Friedrichs Type Inequalities. The con-
struction of a maximal compact Hilbert complex is also possible for mixed boundary con-

ditions as well as for inhomogeneous and anisotropic media, such as constitutive material
laws, see, e.g., [3, 27, 2§]. For mixed boundary conditions we note the following:

Problem 6.10. In order to provide a greater variety of index theorems, it would be in-
teresting to compute the dimensions of the harmonic Dirichlet and Neumann fields also
in the situation of mized boundary conditions. At least for the authors of this article it is
completely beyond their expertise in geometry and topology and it appears to be an open
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problem as to which index formulas could be expected in terms of subcohomologies and re-
lated concepts. Note that Fredholmness is guaranteed by the compactness result in [3] in
congunction with Theorem [ for a suitably large class of underlying sets and boundaries.

For inhomogeneous and anisotropic media (constitutive material laws) we have:

Remark 6.11. As mentioned before, a mazimal compact Hilbert complex can also be con-
structed for inhomogeneous and anisotropic media. These may be considered as weights
A1 as presented in Theorem [2.3. For Mazwell’s equations a typical situation is given by
the choices N\g = Id, A3 := Id, and \; := e, Xy = pu : Q — R3>3 being symmetric
and uniformly positive definite L (QQ)-matriz (tensor) fields. Let us introduce the Hilbert
spaces L23(Q) = H, = (L23(), (e, * )r25(0)) and similarly L23(Q) = Hy as well as
Hy=Hy = Hy = Hy = L3(2). We look at

Ay = grad A= pt curl, Ay = div 1,
AS = —dive, K’{ = ¢! curl, ,Z[S = — grad,

DRhm . 151:2 0 _ divp 0
Co\Ar Ay)  \etewrl grad)’

~ As A —grad p'ecurl
Rhmy* __ 2 1) gra M
S _<0 Ag) ( 0 —divs)’
i.e., the de Rham complez, cf. (61,

A= 0 Ap=grad Ay=p~ 1t ‘ZSZWWW
{0} 0=g M P

1 1;1‘1 ZZ:diV
66) {0} 12(0) 123(q) S, 123(q) 22 12() Row,
A*=— div A* =1 cur A*—_ gre Af =, "
{0} 2T () SIS () ST p2i(g) STE () ST R,

Lemmal2dl, Lemmal23, and Theorem[5.3 show that the compactness properties, the dimen-
sions of the kernels and cohomology groups, the maximal compactness, and the Fredholm
indices of the de Rham complexr do not depend on the material weights € and p. More
precisely,

e dim (ker(curl)ﬂ( “Iker(div))) =dim (ker(cﬁrl)ﬂker(div)) dim HR™(Q) = m—1,
o dim ((p ker(di v)) Nker(curl)) = dim (ker(div) Nker(curl)) = dim HR™(Q) = p,
o dom(curl) N (¢~ dom(div)) < L23(Q) compactly

& dom(curl) N dom(div) < L23(Q) compactly,
o (ut dom(div)) N dom(curl) < L>*(Q) compactly

& dom(dlv) N dom(curl) — L*3(Q) compactly,

(grad o Leurl, div u) is mazimal compact iff (grad curl le) is maximal compact,
° — md(DRhm) = ind DRM™ = ind DR™ = p —m —n + 1.

At this point, see Lemma BH Corollary B0, and (6.3), we note that the kernels and
ranges are given by

ker rDRhm — K;?hm % NORhm Rhm( ) {0}
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ker(DR™)* = NJI™ x K™ = Ry x HE™(9),
ran DRhm _ (ker(DRhm)*)J-LQ(Q)XLQ,S(Q) — Ri\,\%Q(Q) % Hll?)hm(Q)J-Lz,:’,(Q)’
l"aIl(DRhm)* _ (ker DRhm)J—LQ,S(Q)XLQ(Q) _ H]R\[hm(Q)J—LQ,S(Q) « LQ(Q)

Finally, Corollary 1] yields additional results for the corresponding reduced operators

pRhm _ DRhm| o div 0
red (ker DRhm)-Hax Ho —

curl grad) I#fm@) 22%@ x12(0)’
—grad curl
PRhmy« _ (HRhmy« " _ g . ’ N )
( red ) ( ) ‘(ker(DRhm) Y HgxHy 0 — div RPWLQ(Q)XHgm(Q)lLQ’S(Q)

Corollary 6.12. Let Q C R? be a bounded weak Lipschitz domain with continuous bound-
ary. Then

(DRhm)_1 : ran DR ran(DRhm)*,

red

((DRhm)*)—l . I‘aIl(DRhm)* N ranDRhm

red

are compact. Furthermore,

(DRA™) 2 ran D™ — dom DR,

red

((DRhm)*)_1 : ran(DRhm)* — dom(DRhm)*

red red

are continuous and, equivalently, the Friedrichs—Poincaré type estimate
. 1/2
}(E, u) ’LQ’S(Q)XLQ(Q) < CpRhm (‘ gradu|%2,3(9) + ‘ div E|%2(Q) + ‘ Cur1E|%2,3(Q))
holds for all (E,u) in

dom DA™ = (Hy(div, ) N H (curl, Q) N H?\fhm(Q)lL“(ﬂ)) x Hg(Q)

red

or (u, E) in

dom(DRY™)* = (HY(Q) N R;&Q“’)) x (Hy(curl, Q) N H(div, Q) NHI™(Q) " r22@)

red

with some optimal constant cprem > 0.

Note that the latter estimate is an additive combination of the well-known Friedrichs—
Poincaré estimates for grad and the well-known Maxwell estimates for (curl, div).

6.3. The Dirac Operator. In this section, we flag up a relationship of the Dirac operator
and Picard’s extended Maxwell system. Let the assumptions of Theorem be satisfied.
The extended Maxwell operator is an operator that is surprisingly close to the Dirac
operator, see [36]. We shall carry out this construction in the following. Recall from
Remark that Picard’s extended Maxwell system is given by the operator

R 0 D I Rhm
M._<_D* 0)’ D .— DR
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Next, we introduce the Dirac operator. For this, we define the Pauli matrices
(01 {0 —i (1 0
01 = 1 0/ 09 = i 0 , 03 = 0 —1/-

Q: dom Q C L**(Q) — L**(Q)
3
(03 01—i0y
v H;@“ﬁw—(aﬁ@ — 0, )w’

we define the Dirac operator
_( 0 Q
L= <_ o 0) .

We have not specified the domain of definition of Q, yet. For now, we only record that
C>2(Q) C dom Q, and the domain of definition of Q corresponding to M is provided
below, see also Proposition G131 We introduce the unitary operators from L**(Q) into
itself

Setting

0 0 -1 0 0100
0 0 0 -1 0010
We=1_109 0 of U=loo o1
0 1 0 0 1000

Then the operators £ (Dirac operator) and M (Picard’s extended Maxwell operator) are
unitarily equivalent. More precisely, we have with V' from Proposition [6.13]

w (R D<A )

and, consequently, Q with domain dom(V*U*DW V') = dom(DWYV) is a Fredholm opera-
tor. Moreover, we have ind £ = 0 and

ind@=indD=p—m-—n-+1.

We conclude this section by stating the missing proposition used above. The proofs of
which are straightforward and will therefore be omitted. In a slightly similar fashion, they
can be found [36]. For the next result we use L%(€2) and L(Q) to denote the Hilbert space
L*(Q) with the reals and the complex numbers as respective underlying field.

Proposition 6.13 (Realification of £). It holds:
(i) V: L2(Q) = LZ*(Q) with Vf == (Rf, I f) is unitary.

o (01
(ii) ViV _(_1 0
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0010 0 00 -1 10 0 O
ceen N . 0 0 01 0 01 O 01 0 O
01 00 -1 00 O 00 0 -1

with dom é =V dom Q V*.

7. THE FIRST BIHARMONIC COMPLEX AND ITS INDICES

In this section, we focus on our first main result and properly define the operators
involved in the formulation of Theorem [[LII Thus, we introduce the first biharmonic
complex (see [29, B0]) constructed for biharmonic problems and general relativity, but also
relevant in problems for elasticity. It will be interesting to see that the differential operator
is apparently of mixed order rather than just of first order. It is worth noting that the
apparently leading order term is not dominating the lower order differential operators.

Definition 7.1. Let Q C R3 be an open set. We put

Cradgrad, : C=(Q) C L*(Q) — L¥¥(Q), ¢ — Gradgrad ¢,
Curl, : C237%(Q) € L7 (Q) — L37°(Q), ® — Curl @,
Div, : C25%7%(Q) € L33 (Q) — L¥(Q), ® — Div @,
and further define the densely defined and closed linear operators
divDivg := Gradgrad;, Gradgrad := divDiv} = Gradgrad,,
symCurly := Curl’, Curls := symCurl’, = Curl,,
devGrad := — Div, Divy := — devGrad* = Div,.

We shall apply the index theorem in the following situation of the first biharmonic
complex:
Ay = Gra(igrad, Ay = Clolrlg, Ay = DOiVT,
Ay = divDivs, A} = symCurly, A5 = —devGrad,

b1 Ay 0 _ Dive 0
\AT Ao symCurly Gradgrad/’
(rDbih,l)* _ Ay Ay _ (- devGrad Cﬁrlg
0 A 0 divDivs )
Introducing the space of piecewise Raviart—Thomas fields by
(71) RTpw:={veL*®(Q):VC e€cc(Q) Fac€R, Bec €R®: u|c(z) = acz + B},
for cc(2) see (6.4]), we can write the first biharmonic complex as

(72) {0} 12 12(q) Sraderd, p2.9x3 ) Curls, p2:8x3 0y Dive, p2s gy T, gy
’ CRT

{0} T{0} LQ(Q) divDivg L;’BXB(Q) symCurly L%BXB(Q) — devGrad L2’3(Q) RTpW-
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The foundation of the index theorem to hold is the following compactness result es-
tablished by Pauly and Zulehner. Note that it holds dom(Gradgrad) = HZ(Q2) and
dom(devGrad) = H3(Q).

Theorem 7.2 ([30, Lemma 3.22, Theorem 3.23]). Let Q C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz
domain. Then (Gradgrad, Curls, Divr) is a mazimal compact Hilbert complez.

We observe and define

Ngih’l = ker Ay = ker(Gra(igrad),

szjr’l = ker A; = ker(devGrad),

K™ = ker Ay Nker A} = ker(Curls) N ker(divDivs) =: Hg?g’l(ﬂ),
K2 — ker Ay Nker AY = ker(Divy) N ker(symCurly) =: H?\}%l(ﬁ).

The dimensions of the cohomology groups are given as follows.

(7.3)

Theorem 7.3. Let Q C R3 be open and bounded with continuous boundary. Moreover,
suppose Assumption [I0.3. Then

dim My (Q) =4(m—1),  dimHyy (Q) = 4p.
Proof. We postpone the proof to Sections and [12.2] O
The proper formulation of the first main result, Theorem [[.1], reads as follows.

Theorem 7.4. Let  C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then DM is a
Fredholm operator with index

ind D™ = dim Ng™' — dim K7™ + dim K3™' — dim Ny
If additionally Assumption holds, then
ind DM = 4(p —m —n +1).
Proof. Using Theorem [Z.2] we apply Theorem together with (3]) and the observations

(7.4) NEPL — ker(Gradgrad) = {0}, Nzt’j:’l = ker(devGrad) = RT,,
see [30, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3], and Theorem O
Remark 7.5. By Theorem[38 the adjoint (DP™1)* is Fredholm as well with index simply
given by ind(DPM1)* = —ind DML, Similar to Remark [6.3 we define the extended first
biharmonic operator

0 0 Divy 0

MPbiL . ( E,h ) Db'h’l) _ 0 0 symCurly  Gradgrad
—(DP™) 0 devGrad — Curlg 0 0
0 — divDivg 0 0

with (MP™1)* = — MP™L and ind MP™ = 0. Moreover, dimker MP™! = 4(n+m+p—1)
as ker MM = RT,,, x H%?S’I(Q) X H?\',t‘{rl(Q) x {0}.
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Variable Coefficients and Poincaré—Friedrichs Type Inequalities. Inhomogeneous
and anisotropic media may also be considered for the first biharmonic complex, cf. Remark
0.1 1]

Remark 7.6. Let \g :=1d, A3 :=1Id, A\; := ¢ : Q — R¥333 gnd Ny 1= p : Q — R3X3x3x3
be L>(Q)-tensor fields such that the induced respective operators on LY***(Q) and LE***(Q)
are symmetric and strictly positive definite. Moreover, let us mtmduce

L§:§><3(Q) = ﬁl = (L§,3><3(Q)’ <€ R >L§’3X3(Q))

and similarly L2 (Q)) := Hy as well as Hy = Hy = L2(0), Hs = Hy = L>3(Q). We look
at

;10 = Gra(igrad, /L =t Cloll'lg, /L := Divy 1,
Z{; = divDivg e, Z’{ = ¢ 'symCurly, Z; = —devGrad,

Pbih1 . %2 0y _ DoivT,u ()
\A A4 e 'symCurly Gradgrad)’

(5bih,1)* _ ZS %1 _ [ —devGrad ,LL_lcloll'lg
0 A 0 divDivge )’

i.e., the first biharmonic complex, cf. (L2),

(7 5) {0} L{o0} LQ(Q) Gradgrad nggxs(ﬂ) V—CUYIS> L’Q]I",?;LX?)(Q) DIV_ML> L2’3(Q) TRTpw T RT
) ™ ivDivg ~! symCur — devGr w
{0} {0} L2(Q) divDivs € ngixs(ﬂ) e symCurly L%,ixg(ﬂ) devGrad L213(Q) LRTp, SRT

Lemmalidl, Lemmal23, and Theorem[2.3 show that the compactness properties, the dimen-
sions of the kernels and cohomology groups, the mazximal compactness, and the Fredholm
indices of the first biharmonic complex do not dependent of the material weights € and .
More precisely,

. dim (kel”(Cloll"lg) N (™" ker(divDivg))) = dim (ker(Cﬁrlg) N ker(divDivs))
= dim Hp () = 4(m — 1),
e dim((p ker(DoiVT)) N ker(symCurly)) = dim (ker(Dodiy) N ker(symCurly))
= dim Hy'; () = 4p,
o dom(Curlg) N (7% dom( (divDivs)) = L32**(Q2)
L33 (Q) compactly,
(! dOHl(DOiVT)) N dom(symCurly) < L%iw( )

)=
)
= dOIn(DOiVT) N dom(symCurly) < LZ**3(Q) compactly,
)
)

compactly

& dom(Curls) N dom(divDivg

compactly

° (Gra&grad, wt Cloll'lg, Divr 1) mazximal compact

& (Gracigrad, ClolI'IS,DOiVT mazimal compact,
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. —ind(D°M)* = ind DY = ind DM = 4(p —m —n + 1).
Note that the kernels and ranges are given by
ker Dbih,l — K;ih ,1 Nblh 1 _ Hblh 1( ) {O},
ker(Dbih’l)* _ N2b|: 1 Kblh 1 _ Rpr « Hblh 1(9)’

L 23x3

L2300 bih, 1 :
Y = RTp ™" s Ml () 37,

rap Db (ker('Db'h 1) )J_LQ Bayxrg 3

23><3 2,3%3 (g

, - L
I‘an('Db'h’l) (ker pbih, 1) (xL2(2) _ H?\If?’]i}(Q) Lz ) % L2<Q),
see Lemma B0 Corollary B0 and (Z4). Corollary Bl shows additional results for the
corresponding reduced operators
bih,1 ih, _
Dred = Dbh1|(kerpbih,1)iH2xH0 - (

l2><3

Divy 0 )
bih, 1(9) (Q) XLQ(Q)

symCurly Gradgrad

[ —devGrad Curlg
(ker(Dbin1y+) " Hgx Hy — 0 divDivg

(Dbm 1) (Dbih,l)*‘

red

4 2,3 . L 2,3x3 .
RTpw D) 567 @)

Corollary 7.7. Let Q C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then

(Dblh 1) I'al’lDbih’l — ran(Dbih’l)*,

red

((Dblh 1) ) ran(szih,l)* N I‘anszih,l

red

are compact. Furthermore,

(Db'h H=1 ran DM — do m D!

red red
(Dg)*) ™"+ van(DP™)* — dom (D )*

are continuous and, equivalently, the Friedrichs—Poincaré type estimates

’(T, u) ’L%,gxg < Cpbin (| Gradgradu@;,gxg(m

(Q)xL2(Q)
+ | Div T|%2,3(Q) + | symCurlT|i§,3xs(Q))1/2>
T T
+ | divDiv S|%2(Q) + | CurlS|i%3X3(Q))1/2

hold for all (T, w) in

red

for all (v, S) in

dom D! (dom(DwT) N dom(symCurly) N Hb'h 1(9)l Ly 3X3(9)) x HZ(Q)

dom(DIYH* = (H“*(Q) NRT L“@)

(dom(Curlg) N dom(divDivg) N belh 1(Q)J_L§,3><3(Q))

with some optimal constant cpvini > 0.
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8. THE SECOND BIHARMONIC COMPLEX AND ITS INDICES

The second major application of the abstract findings in the Sections B, M and [ is
concerned with the second biharmonic complex. The needed operators are provided next.
It is worth recalling the definitions of the operators devGrad, symCurly, and divDivg from
Definition [Z.11

Definition 8.1. Let Q C R3 be an open set. We put

devGrad, : C>3(Q) C L*3(Q) — L3*%(Q), ¢ — devGrad ¢,
symCurl, : C257%(Q) € LE73(Q) — L37P(9Q), ¢ — symCurl @,
divDiv, : Cog™%(Q) € Lg*%(Q) — L*(Q), ® +— divDivg @,
and further define the densely defined and closed linear operators
Divy := —devGrad, devGrad := — Divi = devGrad,,
Curlg := symCurl’, symCurly := Curli = symCurl,,
Gradgrad := divDiv], divDivg := Gradgrad* = divDiv...

We shall apply the index theorem in the following situation of the second biharmonic
complex:

Ay = dev(o}rad, A= symoCurlT, Ay = divbng,
Ay = — Divy, A} = Curlg, A5 = Gradgrad,

v (A2 0 _ divDivg 0
' AT Ay Curls devGrad/’

(Dbin2) — A3 Ar\ _ (Gradgrad symCurly
0 AS 0 —DiV'Ir

5.1) {0} 10 123(q) devGrad, p2.3x3 gy MO, 72,853 () divDive, 72 () T, Pl

Gradgrad

L2(Q) «2 PL,,

{0} SO L28(@) 2 L3V(Q) ¢ 1370()
where we used the space of piecewise first order polynomials (for cc(€2) see (6.4)))
(82) P, :={vel’Q):VCecc() Fac€eR, fceR’:ulc(z)=ac+ fc-z}.
Note that dom(devGrad) = H*(Q) by [30, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 8.2. Let Q C R3 be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then the reqularity
dom(Gradgrad) = H%(Q2) holds and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all u € H*(Q)

clulpz) < |ulr2) + | Grad grad ufp2.sxs(q).
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Proof. Let u € dom(Gradgrad). Then gradu € H'3(Q) and Gradgradu € L*»3*3(Q).
Necas’ regularity yields gradu € L?3(Q) and thus u € H'(Q) and gradu € H"3(Q). Hence
u € H*(Q) and by Necas’ inequality (see [19]) we have

| grad u| 250y < ¢(| grad u|g-13(0) + | Grad grad u| g-13x3(0) )
< c(|ulr2) + | Grad grad u|r2sxs (o)),
showing the desired estimate. O

Theorem 8.3. Let Q C R3? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then the second
biharmonic complex (devGrad, symCurly, divDivs) is a mazimal compact Hilbert complex.

Proof. The assertions can be shown by using the ‘FA-ToolBox’ from [26, 27, 28] 30, 31, 32].
In particular, the crucial compact embeddings can be shown by the same techniques used
in the proof of [32, Theorem 4.7]. O

We observe and define

NP2 — ker Ay = ker(devGrad),

szjr’z = ker A} = ker(Gradgrad),

K™% = ker A Nker A} = ker(symoCurlT) N ker(Divy) =: 7-[3%2((2),
K522 — ker Ay Nker AF = ker(divDivs) N ker(Curlg) =: H?\i,t‘g(ﬂ).

(8.3)

Theorem 8.4. Let Q C R3 be open and bounded with continuous boundary. Moreover,
suppose Assumption [I0.3. Then

dimHYF(Q) =4(m—1),  dimHyE(Q) = 4p.
Proof. We postpone the proof to Sections and 2.3 O

Theorem 8.5. Let 2 C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then D°M? is a
Fredholm operator with index

ind D*M? = dim Nobih’2 — dim Kfih’Q + dim K;ih’Q — dim N;i:’Q.
If additionally Assumption holds, then
ind D" = 4(p —m — n +1).
Proof. Using Theorem apply Theorem together with (8.3), the observations

(8.4) NE2 = ker(devGrad) = {0}, N;i:’z = ker(Gradgrad) = P;W
by using [30, Lemma 3.2 (i)], and Theorem O

Remark 8.6. By Theorem [3.8 the adjoint (DP"2)* is Fredholm as well with index simply
given by ind(D*M?)* = —ind DPM2. Similar to Remark[6.9 and Remark[7.5 we define the
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extended second biharmonic operator

0 0 divDivsg 0

Aqbin2 . < 0 Dbih’2> _ 0 00 Curls devCrad
' —(D"™) 0 — Gradgrad —symCurly 0 0
0 Divy 0 0

with (MP"2)* = — MPM2 gnd ind MPM2 = 0. Moreover, dim ker MPM2 = 4(n+m+p—1)
as ker MPP2 = P,I,W X H%‘?TZ(Q) X Hb'h 2( ) x {0}.

Variable Coefficients and Poincaré—Friedrichs Type Inequalities. Inhomogeneous
and anisotropic media may also be considered for the second biharmonic complex, cf.

Remark and Remark [Z.6
Remark 8.7. Recall the notations from Remark[7.0 and set Ao := 1d, )\3 = Id A =€,

Ay 1= p, and Hy = L3Y(Q), Hy = LE(Q), Hy = Hy = L**(Q), H = L*(Q).
We look at

Ay = devérad, A = ! symoCurlT, Ay = divbng;L,

113 = — Divre, Z’{ = ¢ ! Curlg, E; = Gradgrad,

Phih2 . %2 d1VD1VSu 0
o\Ar A e Curls devGrad

(Dbih2) — (ZZ ) Gradgrad W symCurlT)
0 Y

— DiV'H‘ 3
i.e., the second biharmonic complez, cf. (81)),

. o Cire —1 gum( url, ivi ivg
{0} 1193, [23(q) devGrad, paca ) #7 symCurly L23%(q) iD__’@LQ(Q) P;W,

(8.5)
{0} T{0} L2 3(9) — Divre L%’,iXB(Q) e~ ' Curlg Lé:ixg(ﬂ) Gradgrad L2(Q) Ppw PFl)W

Lemmal2dl, Lemmal23, and Theorem[5.3 show that the compactness properties, the dimen-
sions of the kernels and cohomology groups, the maximal compactness, and the Fredholm
indices of the second biharmonic complex do not dependent of the material weights € and
. More precisely,

e dim (ker(symoCurlT) N (e ker(Divy))) = dim (ker(symoCurlT) N ker(Divr))
= dim Hp% (Q) = 4(m — 1),
o dim ((p! ker(diVoDng)) Nker(Curls)) = dim (ker(diVoDng) N ker(Curls))
= dim H'5*(Q) = 4p,
o dom(symCurly) N (7" dom(Divy)) < L%zxg(ﬂ) compactly
& dom(symCurly) N dom(Divy) < L2¥*(Q) compactly,
o (! dom(divbi\fg)) N dom(Curlg) — Lé:iX?’(Q) compactly
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& dom(divDivg) N dom(Curlg) < L2¥*(Q) compactly,

) =
° (dev(o}rad, ! symoCurlT, diVoDngu) mazximal compact
& (dev(o}rad,symoCurlT,divbiVS) mazximal compact,
o — ind(ﬁbim)* = ind DPM? = ind P2 = 4p—m—n+1).
Note that the kernels and ranges are given by
ker DPIN2 — K;ih 2 Nb.h 2 _ ,Hbuh 2< ) % {0},
ker(D°"2)" = Np1% x KP™2 = PL, x Hpw(Q),

2.3%3 L 23x3

ranDb'h2 (ker('Db'h 2) )LLQ(Q)XL — (Pgl)w) 12(9) x erlh 2( ) L3 (Q)7

2 ,3X3

ran(D2)* = (ker Dbn2) 12 @200 H?\}?S’Q(Q)LL@BX?W“) x L*3(Q),

see Lemma [B.5] Corollary B.6l and (84). Corollary ] shows additional results for the

corresponding reduced operators
divbivs 0 )

pPih2 _ Dbih,2| _
red (ker Dbih:2) = HaxHo — Curlg devGrad

1. 23x3
bih, Q(Q) Lg % (Q)XLQ’g(Q)’

Gradgrad symCurly

bih,2 bih,2\ *
D D™ . 1 = ’ L .
( )= ) Ver(pon2yey oo 0 —Divy ) l(py ) 22@ xpbi2) 2270 @

red

Corollary 8.8. Let Q C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then

(Dblh 2) Cran Dbih,Q N ran(Dbih,Z)*’

red
((Dblh 2) ) ran(Dbih,Z)* — ran Dbih,Z

red

are compact. Furthermore,

(Db'h 2) - ran DP"? 3 dom DPh-2

red red >
((DE?))™: ran(D™2)*  dom (D)

are continuous and, equivalently, the Friedrichs-Poincaré type estimates

} (S, ’U) ‘L;’SXS S Cpbih,2 (‘ deVGrad ’U‘§/273><3
T

(Q)xL23(Q) (©)

. 1/2
+ [ divDiv S|72(g) + | CurlS\i%,axa(Q))

Y

2
‘(u, T)‘LQ(Q)XL%SXg(Q) < Cpbin2 (| Gradgrad u|L§,3X3(Q)

+ ‘ Div T‘%ga(g) + |symCurlT\i§,3x3 )1/2

()
hold for all (S,v) in

dom D22 — (dOHl(leDlVg) N dom(Curlg) N ’Hb'h 2(Q)L Ly 3X3(“)) x Hy®(Q)

red
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for all (w,T) in
dom(Dpy®)* = (H*(Q) N (PL,) @)

X (dom(symoCurlT) N dom(Divr) N lejiqu,rz(Q)lL%axa(m)

with some optimal constant cppinz > 0.

9. THE ErasTticity COMPLEX AND ITS INDICES

This section is devoted to adapt our main results Theorem [[LI, Theorem [Z.4] and Theo-
rem 87 to the elasticity complex, see [31], [32] for details. Its elasticity differential operator
is of mixed order as well, this time in the center of the complex. As before for the bi-
harmonic operators, the leading order term is not dominating the lower order differential
operators.

Definition 9.1. Let Q C R3 be an open set. We put
symGrad, : C>3(Q) C L**(Q) — L3**(Q), ¢+ sym Grad ¢,
CurlCurl, : C:’ggxg(Q) C LZ¥(Q) = L2PP(Q), @ CurlCurl” @ := Curl(Curl @) ",
Dive : C2572(Q) C Le¥P(Q) — L**(Q), & — Dive,

and further define the densely defined and closed linear operators

Divg := —symGrad_, symérad .= — Div§ = symGrad,,
CurlCurlg := (CurlCurl])*, CurlCurld := (CurlCurld )* = m,
symGrad := — Div?, Divg := — symGrad* = Div...
We want to apply the index theorem in the following situation of the elasticity complex:
Ay = sym&}rad, A= CurloCurlg , Ay = Dong,
Ay = — Divs, At = CurlCurld, A3 = —symGrad,

e (A2 0 _ Divg 0
C\AT Ao/ \CwlCurl{ symGrad/’

(Dea)* — A3 Ar) _ (—symGrad CurloCurlér
0 Aa 0 —DiVS ’

t{o symGra urlCurly ivs TRMpw
1) L) S @) S L3V(Q) 2 L2H(9) T RMp,
(0} {0} L23(Q) — Divg L§,3><3(Q) CurlCurlg L§,3x3(9) — symGrad L23(Q) “RMpw RM,.
The foundation of the index theorem to follow is the following compactness result es-
tablished in [31, B2]. Note that we have by Korn’s inequalities dom(symGrad) = H}*(Q)
and dom(symGrad) = H'3(Q).
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Theorem 9.2 ([32, Theorem 4.7]). Let Q@ C R?® be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain.
Then (symGrad, CurlCurld , Divg) is a mazimal compact Hilbert complex.

We observe and define

NE? = ker A = ker (symGrad),

N3 = ker A5 = ker(symGrad),

K& = ker Ay Nker A = ker(CurlCurld ) Nker(Divs) =: HE (),
K$§2 = ker Ay Nker AT = ker(Divs) N ker(CurlCurld ) =: Hs().

(9.2)

The dimensions of the cohomology groups are given as follows.

Theorem 9.3. Let Q C R3 be open and bounded with continuous boundary. Moreover,
suppose Assumption [I0.3. Then

dimHP(Q) =6(m —1),  dimHFs(Q) = 6p.
Proof. We postpone the proof to the Sections [[T.4] and [[2.4] O
Let us introduce the space of piecewise rigid motions by (for cc(2) see (6.4]))
(9.3)  RMp, :={v € L**(Q):VC € cc(Q) Fac,Be € R :ulc(z) = ac x x + fc}.

Theorem 9.4. Let Q C R3 be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then D? is a Fredholm
operator with index

ind D*° = dim N§® — dim K$° + dim K35 — dim N5?.
If additionally Assumption holds, then
ind D = 6(p —m —n +1).
Proof. Using Theorem apply Theorem together with (@.2]), the observations

(9.4) NP = ker(symGrad) = {0}, N;'i = ker(symGrad) = RM,,,,
see [31, Lemma 3.2], and Theorem O

Remark 9.5. By Theorem [3.8 the adjoint (D®?)* is Fredholm as well with index simply
given by ind(D*)* = —ind D, Similar to Remark[6.9, Remark[7.8, and Remark[8.8 we
define the extended elasticity operator

0 0 Divg 0

M ( 0 Dela) _ 0 0 CurlCurld symGrad
T \=(DR) 0 symGrad —CurlCurld 0 0
0 Divg 0 0

with (M®)* = — M2 and ind M®* = 0. Moreover, dimker M = 6(n +m +p — 1) as
Ker M = RMy, x Hl(62) x HS(€2) x {03,
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Variable Coefficients and Poincaré—Friedrichs Type Inequalities. Inhomogeneous
and anisotropic media may also be considered for the elasticity complex, cf. Remark G111
Remark [0l and Remark B.71

Remark 9.6. Recall the notations from Remark [7.0] and Remark [8.7 and set Ao := 1d,
)\3 = Id )\1 =g, )\2 =W, and Hg = HQ = H3 = HQ = L23(Q) H1 = L23X3(Q),
Hy = Lé:‘zxg(ﬁ). We look at

ZO = symérad, 111 = ,LFICurloCurlg , 121; = DOiVS 14,
Z{; = — Divge, At = e ' CurlCurld A% = —symGrad,

25ela — (%2 9 )
AT Ao

~ A A
Dela o 2 ~1
> = (3 3)

i.e., the elasticity complex, cf. (O],

Divs p 0
¢! CurlCurly symGrad/’
— symGrad  p~ CurlCurld
0 — DiVS £

L{o} symGrad 2,3%3 u*lCulrquurlér 2,3%3 Divs pt TRMpw
{0} = L23(Q) 25 L2790(Q) —m— LS,#X Q) —/5 123(Q) —%

S,e RMpwa

9.5
( ) {0} 2.3 —Divse ;2,3x3 e ! CurlCurl{ 2343 —symGrad ;93 RMpw
{0} «+— L°(Q) +——— Ly, Q) ——— Ls,# (Q) «—— L*°(Q) «—— RM,.

Lemmal2dl, Lemmal23, and Theorem[5.3 show that the compactness properties, the dimen-
sions of the kernels and cohomology groups, the maximal compactness, and the Fredholm
indices of the elasticity complex do not dependent of the material weights € and . More
precisely,

e dim (ker(CurloCurlST) N (e~ ker(Divs))) = dim (ker(CurloCurlg) N ker(Divs))
= dim HF5(Q) = 6(m — 1),

e dim((p" ker(Dong)) N ker(CurlCurl;)) = dim (k er(Divs) N ker(CurlCurld )
= dim Hs(2) = 6p,

. dom(CurlCurld ) N (7! dom(Divg)) — — L32°(Q) compactly

(
(©)

& dom(CurloCurlg) N dom(Divg L? 3X3(Q) compactly,
)

. (1~ dom(Divs)) N dom(CurlCurlg ) < L% 3X3( compactly
& dom(Divg) N dom(CurlCurld ) —
° (symérad, /,FlCurloCurlér , Divg 1) mazximal compact

) =
) =
) = LZ¥3(Q) compactly,
)
)

& (symérad, CurloCurlg ,DOng mazimal compact,

3 —ind(D®)* = ind D = ind D = 6(p —m —n + 1).
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Note that the kernels and ranges are given by

kel"Dela — K2e|a % Ngla ela ( ) % {0}
ker(D®?)* = N5 x K§° = RMPW X Hs(9),

ranDe'a _ (ker(Dela)*)lLQ S(Q)XL2 ,3%3 €L 2,3x3

Q) — L2’3(Q) ela LY Q
) = RMpw X Hps(Q2) s B

2,3%x3

(QxL2:3(Q) _ H?\I[aS(Q)J_LS’ @ L273(Q)’

2,3x3
S

I‘an(Dela)* — (ker ,Dela)J‘L

see Lemma B0 Corollary B0l and ([@4). Corollary Bl shows additional results for the
corresponding reduced operators

Div 0
Dela — Dela — S N
red | (ker Dela) - Ha x Ho (CurlCul"lgT SYmGrad)

wsp () B 20(0)

ela elay [ —symGrad CurloCurlST ‘
(Drea)” = (D) | gy -1aimy = ( 0 —Divs ) lRup 2@ e o) B70@°
Corollary 9.7. Let Q C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then

(ngj)_l cran D — ran(De'a)*,
((De'a) )_ ran(De'a)* — ran D"

red

are compact. Furthermore,

(Dfe!‘;) - ran D — dom D"

red’
(D))" : ram(D*)* = dom(D3)"

red

are continuous and, equivalently, the Friedrichs—Poincaré type estimate

’(S, v) ’Lé’gxg, < Cpela (| symGrad U|i§,3x3

(@Q)xL23(Q) @)

. 1/2
+ | Div S|%2,3(Q) + | CurlCurl" S|i§,3x3(ﬂ)) /
holds for all (S,v) in
dom D3 = (dom(Dong) N dom(CurlCurld ) N ’He'a (Q) 23X3(Q)) x Hy?(Q)
r(v,S) in
dom(pela)* _ (H1’3<Q) N RM:-WL2,3(Q))

red

(dom(CurlCurlT) N dom(Divg) N He'a (0 )lL§’3X3<Q))

with some optimal constant cpe. > 0.
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10. THE MAIN TOPOLOGICAL ASSUMPTIONS

In Theorem [G.6] Theorem [7.3, Theorem B4 and Theorem we have seen that the
dimensions of the harmonic Dirichlet and Neumann fields are given by the topological
invariants of the open and bounded set {2 and its complement

= =R\ Q,
i.e., by
e n, the number of connected components €, of €2, i.e., {2 = UZ=1 Qs

e m, the number of connected components =, of =, i.e., = = Uez_o =,
e p, the number of handles of €2, see Assumption [[0.3]

Note that cc(Q2) = {Q4,...,Q,} and cc(Z) = {=0, ..., =n-1}. We have claimed

dlmHRhm(Q) 1 dlmHRhm( ) =

My (Q) = 4(m - 1), M () = 4p,
dim ’Hb'h 2(Q) = 4(m — 1), dim ’Hb'h ’(Q) = 4p,
dim H3s(Q2) = 6(m — 1), dim H37s(2) = 6p.

The concluding sections of this manuscript are devoted to provide the corresponding
proofs in detail. For the de Rham complex we follow in close lines the arguments of Picard
in [33] introducing some simplifications for bounded domains and trivial material tensors
¢ and p. These ideas will be adapted and modified for the proofs of the corresponding
results of the other Hilbert complexes.

Assumption 10.1. Q C R3 is open and bounded with segment property, i.e., Q has a
continuous boundary I' := 01, see Remark[0.7]

Assumption 10.2. Q C R? is open, bounded, and I is strong Lipschitz.

In view of Assumption [0.J] and Assumption [[0.2] we note:

e Assumption [[0.I] guarantees that m,n € N are well-defined. In particular, we have
int =, # 0 for all ¢ € {0,...,m — 1}.

e Assumption implies Assumption [I0.1]

e Assumption simplifies some arguments, in particular, all ranges in the crucial
Helmholtz type decompositions used in our proofs are closed, cf. Remark [12.4]
Remark I2.16] Remark 12.26] and Remark I2.36l We emphasise that all our results
presented in the following still hold with Assumption replaced by the weaker
Assumption [0l In this case, however, the computation (and verification of the
existence of) the Fredholm index in the sections above is more involved. In fact,
it is not clear if the mentioned ranges are closed and in some of our arguments we
need to use some additional density and approximation arguments.

e Our results concerning the bases and dimensions of the generalised Dirichlet and
Neumann fields extend naturally to exterior domains, i.e., domains with bounded
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complement =. For simplicity and to avoid even longer and more technical proofs
we restrict ourselves to the case of bounded domains €2 here.

The key topological assumptions to be satisfied by 2 to compute a basis for the Neumann
fields and for p to be well-defined, is described in detail next. For this, we recall the
construction in [33].

Assumption 10.3 ([33, Section 1]). Let Q C R? be open and bounded. There are p € Ny
piecewise C*-curves ¢; and p C*-surfaces Fy, j € {1,...,p}, with the following properties:

(A1) The curves ¢;, j € {1,...,p}, are pairwise disjoint and given any closed piecewise
Ct-curve ¢ in Q) there exists uniquely determined a; € Z, j € {1,...,p}, such that
for all ® € ker(curl) being continuously differentiable we have

l(@,dA):é%/@@,d».

(A2) F;, j € {1,...,p}, are pairwise disjoint and F; N (, is a singleton, if j = k, and
empty, if j # k.

(A3) If Q. € cc(2), i.e., Q. is a connected component of 2, then Q. \ Jj_, Fy is simply
connected.

p is called the topological genus of €2 and the curves (; are said to represent a basis of
the respective homology group of €.

It is worth mentioning the following local regularity results for the Dirichlet and Neu-
mann fields (see Lemma[I2Z2 below), which are crucial for the construction of the Neumann
fields,

HE™ (), K™ () € C3(Q) N L*(Q),
(10.1) Hps (), Hips(2), Hars (), Hs(2) € C3(Q) n L374(9),
M), M3 () € C=93(0) N TAY(@),
In particular, all Dirichlet and Neumann fields of the respective cohomology groups are

continuous and square integrable.

11. THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE DIRICHLET FIELDS

Let us denote the unbounded connected component of = by =y and its boundary by
[y := 0Zy. The remaining connected components of = are =1, ..., =,,_1 with boundaries
I'y := 0=,. Note that none of I'y,...,I',,_1 need to be connected. Furthermore, let us
introduce an open (and bounded) ball B D Q and set =y := BN Z,. Then the connected
components of B\ Q are EO and =q,...,=2,,_1. Moreover, let

(11.1) & € C(R?), te{l,....,m—1},

with disjoint supports such that £ = 0 in a neighbourhood of = and in a neighbourhood of
Epforallk € {1,..., m—1}, k # ¢, as well as § = 1 in a neighbourhood of =,. In particular,
& = 0 in a neighbourhood of 'y and in a neighbourhood of T’y for all £ € {1,...,m — 1},
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k # €, and & = 1 in a neighbourhood of I'y. Theses indicator type functions &, will be used
to construct a basis for the respective Dirichlet fields.

11.1. Dirichlet Vector Fields of the Classical De Rham Complex. In this section,
we rephrase the core arguments of [33] in the simplified setting of bounded domains and
trivial materials € and p. In order to highlight the apparent similarities and to motivate our
rationale carried out for more involved situations later on, we shall present the construction
for Dirichlet fields (and similarly for Neumann fields) in a seemingly great detail.

For the de Rham complex, see also (8.3) and (3.4)), we have the orthogonal decomposi-
tions

L**(Q) = H; = ran Ay ©p, ker A} = ran(grad, Q) 1230 ker(div, ),

11.2 . o
(11.2) ker(curl, ) = ker(A;) = ran Ay @, K; = ran(grad, Q) ®200) Hp™(Q2).

Remark 11.1. We have dom(grad, ) = H}(Q). Moreover, the range in (IL2) is closed
due to the Friedrichs estimate

Je>0 Vo¢e Hy(Q) || 20 < cf grad @230

which follows from Assumption IO 1. We recall that for the Friedrichs estimate to hold it
suffices to assume that ) is open and bounded only.

Let us denote by 7 : L23(€2) — ker(div, Q) the orthogonal projector along ran(grad, )
onto ker(div, Q2), which is well-defined according to (IT.2). Moreover, we observe by (1.2l

that 7(ker(curl, Q) = HR™(Q). Recall & from ([LI). Then for £ € {1,...,m—1}
grad & € C>*(Q) Nker(curl, Q) C ker(curl, ©2).

Again relying on (IT2) (and Remark [ITT]) for all £ € {1,...,m — 1}, we find uniquely
determined v, € H}(Q) such that

(11.3) HE™(Q) > werad & = grad(&, — ) = grad u, wp = & — Yy € H(Q).
We will show that

(11.4) BY™ .= {eradu,, ..., grad u,_1 } € HI™(Q)

defines a basis of HE'™(Q). The first step for showing this statement is the next lemma.

Lemma 11.2. Let Assumption [0 be satisfied. Then HF™(Q) = lin BR™.

Proof. Let H € HR™(Q) = ker(curl, Q) N ker(div,(2). In particular, by the homogeneous

boundary condition its extension by zero, H to B belongs to ker(curl B). As B is topo-
logically trivial (and smooth and bounded) there exists (a unique) u € H o(B) such that

gradu = H in B, see, e.g., [30, Lemma 2.24]. As gradu = H =0in B\, umust be
constant in each connected component =g, =y, ..., =Z,,_; of B\ Q. Due to the homogenous
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boundary condition at dB, u vanishes in Zy. Therefore, H = gradu in Q and u € HL(B)
such that u|z, = 0 and ulz, =1 ay € Rfor all £ € {1,...,m — 1}. Let us consider
—1
H:=H— Zaggraduz:gradﬁeH%hm(Q), U=u— apug € HY(Q)
=1 1

m—1

3

~
I

with w, from (II3). The extension by zero of 1y, ¥y, to the whole of B belongs to H}(B).
Hence as an element of H'(B) we see that

m—1 m—1
U :=u — Z oy + Z ), € Hy(B)
=1 =1

vanishes in =, for all £ € {0,...,m — 1}. Thus @ = uplq € Hi(Q) by Assumption [0.T]
and we compute
|H|%2,3(Q) = <grad ﬂ, H>L273(Q) = O,

finishing the proof. U

Before we show linear independence of the set BR'™ we highlight the possibility of
determining the functions constructed here by solving certain PDEs. This can be used for
numerically determining a basis for HR'™(Q).
Remark 11.3 (Characterisation by PDEs).

(i) It is not difficult to see that v, € HL(Q) as in (IL3) can be found as the solution
of the standard variational formulation
Vo e Hy(Q)  (graddy, grad ¢) sy = (grad &, grad ¢) 25(q),

ie., Py = APAE, where Ap = div groad denotes the Laplacian with standard
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on ).

(ii) As a consequence of (i) and ([IL3), we obtain uy = & —1py = (1— AL A)E € HY(R)
and

graduy, = (1 — grad A" div) grad &.
Let us also mention that for ¢ € {1,...,m — 1}, uy solves in classical terms the
Dirichlet Laplace problem
—Auy = —divgradu, =0 in Q,
(11.5) up=1 only,
u=0 only ke{0,....m—1}\{(},

which is uniquely solvable. In particular, for all ¢ € {1,...,m — 1}, up, =0 on Ty.

(iii) w (representing H = gradu) constructed in the proof of Lemma [I1.2 solves the
linear Dirichlet Laplace problem

—Au = —divgradu = —divH =0 in §2,

u=>0 on Iy,
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u=ay R onTy, L€{l,... , m—1},
which 1s uniquely solvable as long as the constants, oy, are prescribed.
Lemma 11.4. Let Assumption IOl be satisfied. Then BR™ is linearly independent.
Proof. Let ay € R for all £ € {1,...,m — 1} such that

-1

3

m—1
aypgrad uy = 0; set u = E Quplly.
=1

~
Il

1

Then gradu = 0 in €2, i.e., u is constant in each connected component of 2. We show
u=0. Since 1, € H}(Q) and & € H}(B) we can extend u, = & — ¢, from ({II3) to B by

setting
~ up in §Q, 13 grad uy in €2,
Uy 1= — rad u, = _
‘ § in B\, s ‘ gradé, =0 in B\,

Note u, € H(B). Moreover, for all ¢ € {1,...,m — 1}, we have 1, = & = 1 in =, and

-----

3

1
u = Oégﬁg € H&(B)
1

~
Il

with @ = 0 in S, and gradu = 0 in B\ Q as well as grad u = grad u = 0 in by assumption.
Hence, gradu = 0 in B, showing © = 0 in B. In particular, u =0 in Q, and oy = 1|z, =0
for all ¢ € {1,...,m — 1}, finishing the proof. O

Theorem 11.5. Let Assumption[I01 be satisfied. Then dim HE™(Q) = m—1 and a basis
of HRM™(Q) is given by (IL4).

Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma [T1.4] O

11.2. Dirichlet Tensor Fields of the First Biharmonic Complex. For the first bi-
harmonic complex, see also (B.3)), (8.5), and (IT.2)), we have the orthogonal decompositions

L§,3><3(Q> — ran(Gra&grad’ Q) @L§73X3(Q) ker(diVDiVS, Q)7

(11.6) . o bih,1
ker(Curlg, Q) = ran(Gradgrad, Q) D p2exsq) Hpg (Q).

Remark 11.6. By [30, Lemma 3.3] we have dom(Gradgrad, Q) = H2(Q2). Moreover, the
range in (I1Q) is closed by the Friedrichs type estimate

Je>0 Vo H(Q) || 1) < cf Gradgrad ¢[z2sx3(q),

which holds by Assumption [I01. Similar to Remark 111 it suffices to have €2 to be open
and bounded.
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We define 7 : L3***(Q) — ker(divDivs, Q) to be the projector onto ker(divDivg, Q)
along ran(Gradgrad, Q). By ([[I0) we obtain ( ker(Curls, Q) = H%?S’I(Q). We recall the
functions & from (II.T)). In contrast to the derivation for the de Rham complex, here the
second order nature of Gradgrad necessitates the introduction of polynomials p; given by

po(x) =1, pi(z) =z (x = (21,22, 73) " € R?)

for j € {1,2,3}. We define & ; := &p; for all £ € {1,...,m —1} and j € {0,...,3}. In
particular, for all j € {0,...,3}and £ € {1,...,m—1} we have £, = 0 in a neighbourhood
of 2y for all k € {0,...,m — 1} \ {¢} and & ; = p; in a neighbourhood of Z;. Then

Gradgrad &,; € Co%**(Q) Nker(Curls, Q) C ker(Curlg, ).

By (L) (and the Friedrichs type estimate for Gradgrad, see Remark [10) there exists a
unique 1, ; € H3() such that

Hg}:él(ﬁ) > 7 Gradgrad & ; = Gradgrad(&, ; — 1y ;) = Gradgrad ug ,
where
(11.7) ug; =&y — Yoy € HX(Q).
We shall show that
(11.8) th’l = {Gradgradum lef{l,....m—1}, 7 €H{0,.. .,3}} - H%t‘él(Q)

defines a basis of H%t‘g’l (Q). In order to show that the linear hull of BA™' generates H%t‘g’l (Q),

we cite the following prerequisite.

Lemma 11.7 ([30, Theorem 3.10 (i) and Remark 3.11 (i)]). Let D C R3 be a bounded
strong Lipschitz domain. Assume D is topologically trivial, i.e., D is simply connected
and R®\ D is connected. Then

ker(Curls, D) = ran(Gradgrad, D), ker(Curls, D) = ran(Gradgrad, D).
Lemma 11.8. Let Assumption[I0.1 be satisfied. Then H%t‘él(ﬂ) — lin BY™

Proof. We follow in close lines the arguments used in the proof of Lemma [I1.2l For this,
let S € H%}:él(ﬁ) = ker(Curlg, ©2) N ker(divDivg, Q). In particular, by the homogeneous
boundary condition its extension by zero, g, to B belongs to kel”(Cloll"lg,B). As B is
topologically trivial (and smooth and bounded), there exists (a unique) u € HZ(B) such

that Gradgradu = S in B, see Lemma [[T.7 and (IT.6]) applied to Q@ = D = B. Since
Gradgrad u = S=0in B \ Q, u must belong to P!, the polynomials of order at most 1, in
each connected component éo, Z1, .., Zme1 of B\ Q. Due to the homogenous boundary
condition at OB, u vanishes in Zy. Therefore, S = Gradgradu in Q and u € H2(B) is

such that ulz, = 0 and ulz, =: p, =: Z?:o ay;p; € P, for some unique ay; € R, for all
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te{l,...,m—1}and j € {0,...,3}. Let us consider

m—1 3
S.=9— Z Z oy j Gradgrad ug ; = Gradgradu € Hb.h 1< ),
=1 ]:O
m—1 3
a =Uu-— O‘&juﬁ,j c H2(Q)

with u; from (II.7). The extension J&j of 1, ; by zero to B belongs to H3(B). Hence as
an element of H?(B) we see that

m—1 3 m—1 3
ﬂB Z:U—ZZ(Y@JS(J*F Zagngj S HQ(B)
/=1 j5=0 /=1 35=0

= Uplg € HZ(Q) by Assumption [0}, and we compute
‘i§’3X3(Q) = (Gradgrad ﬁ, S>L§’3X3(Q) = 0,
finishing the proof. U

Similar to the case of the de Rham complex, we have a look at a possible numerical
implementation for the computation of the basis functions. Naturally, the PDEs in question
differ from one another quite substantially.

Remark 11.9 (Characterisation by PDEs).
(i) The functions vy; € HF(Y) introduced just above ([ILT) can be characterised as
solutions by the standard variational formulation

V¢ e HF(Q) (Gradgradiy;, Gradgrad ¢>L§,3><3(Q) = (Gradgrad & ;, Gradgrad (b)L;,SxS(Q)’

e., Yo = (A% ,) 1A%, where A%, = divDivg Gradgrad is the bi-Laplacian
with both the functions as well as the derivatives satisfying homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

(ii) With the statement in (i) together with (I11), we deduce for all ¢ € {1,...,m—1}
and j € {0,...,3}
ury =€y — Ve = (1= (Abp) 'A% &, € H(Q).
Hence,

Gradgradu,; = (1 — Gradgrad(A}, )" divDivg ) Gradgrad & ;.

For all ¢ € {1,...,m — 1} and j € {0,...,3}, up; solve in classical terms the
biharmonic Dirichlet problem

A2Ug,j = divDivs Gradgradu,; =0 in €,
(11.9) u; =pj, gradug; =gradp; =e’ on Ty,
w; =0, gradus,; =0 only, ke{0,...,m—1}\ {¢},



INDEX OF MIXED ORDER DIRAC-TYPE OPERATORS 43

which is uniquely solvable. In particular, we have for all ¢ € {1,...,m — 1} and
all j € {0,...,3} that up; = 0 and gradu,; = 0 on Ty, where we denote by €7,
j €{1,2,3}, the Euclidean unit vectors in R and set ¢® := 0 € R3.

(iii) In classical terms, u (representing S = Gradgradu) derived in the proof of Lemma
solves the linear biharmonic Dirichlet problem

A?u = divDivg Gradgrad u = divDivg S = 0 m €,
u=0, gradu=20 on Iy,
u=p, €P', gradu=gradp, € R®* onTy ¢c{l,...,m—1},

which is uniquely solvable as long as the polynomials, p, in P', are prescribed.
Lemma 11.10. Let Assumption [I0.1] be satisfied. Then th’l is linearly independent.

Proof. For £ € {1,...,m — 1} and j € {0,...,3} we take ay; € R such that

-1 3

3
g ay j Gradgrad u, j = 0; we put u = E Qu g ;-
/=1 j=0 /=1 j=0

m—1

3

Then Gradgradu = 0 in €, i.e., u belongs to Pl . see (B2). We will show u = 0. For this

pw)

we extend uy; = & — ¥y, (see (ILT)) to B via (note that & ; € HZ(B) and ¢, ; € H3(Q))
~ ;in Q _ derad u, in Q
Upj = e ?n = Gradgrad v, ; = Gradgrad uy, ?n -
7 §j  in B\, ’ Gradgrad&,; =0 in B\ Q.

Note that w,; € Hi(B). Forall £ € {1,...,m — 1}, j € {0,...,3} we have u,; = & ; = D;

-----

m—1

3
U= Z Zaz,ﬂm € H{(B)

¢=1 j=0

with @ = 0 in Z, and Gradgradu = 0 in B\ Q as well as Gradgrad z = Gradgradu = 0 in
Q2 by assumption. Hence, Gradgradu = 0 in B, showing u = 0 in B. In particular, u = 0
in 2, and E?:o ap;p; = ulz, =0 for all £ € {1,...,m —1}. We conclude oy ; = 0 for all
je{0,...,3}and all £ € {1,...,m — 1}, finishing the proof. O

Theorem 11.11. Let Assumption[I0.1l be satisfied. Then dim Hgtgl(Q) =4(m—1) and a
basis of Hgt’él(Q) is given by (ILS).
Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma O

11.3. Dirichlet Tensor Fields of the Second Biharmonic Complex. The rationale
to derive a set of basis functions for the second biharmonic complex is somewhat similar
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to the first one. For the second biharmonic complex, similar to B3], [B.3), and (I1.2),
(IT6), we have the orthogonal decompositions

LE¥3(Q) = ran(devGrad, Q) B 2% q) ker(Divr, ©),

(11.10) . o bih,2
ker(symCurly, Q) = ran(devGrad, Q) Dp2ox3q) Hpr (Q).

Remark 11.12. [30, Lemma 3.2] yields dom(devGrad, ) = Hy*(Q). Moreover, the range
in (ITIQ) is closed by the Friedrichs type estimate

(11.11) Je>0 Vo Hy Q) |¢|res < cf devGrad ¢|p2xs(q,

which holds by Assumption IO 1. Again, Q0 being open and bounded would be sufficient
already. Indeed, the estimate mentioned here is based on the Friedrichs estimate provided
in Remark [LL1 and the following observations similar to the proof of Korn’s inequality,
¢f. RemarkITI8: From dom(devGrad, Q) = Hy*(Q) it suffices to show [ILII) for smooth
vector fields v with compact support in 2. It is elementary to see that for matrices T in
R¥3 and the Frobenius norm |T|gsxs we have |T|3sxs = |devT |35 + 5[ trT|3, where
devT =T — 5(tr T) Id is the deviatoric (‘trace-free’) part of T and trT is the trace of T.
Integration by parts shows | Gradv|%273x3(ﬂ) = |curlv|%273(ﬂ) + | d1vv|%2(ﬂ) > | div v|%2(ﬂ) for
allv € C3(Q). Thus, from tr Gradv = divv we infer

1 ..
‘ Gradv|%2,3x3(m = ‘ dev Gradv|ig,3x3(g) + §| leU|%2(Q)

1
< |dev Grad’l}|%2,3><3(g) + §| Grad’l}|%2,3><3(ﬂ).
Hence, 2| Gradv\%Q,gxg(Q) < 3| deVGradvﬁg,gxg(Q), and inequality (ITIT) follows from Re-
mark 111

Using (III0), we define the orthogonal projector 7 : L2***(Q) — ker(Divy, Q) along
ran(devGrad, ) and we have 7(ker(symCurly, Q)) = 7-[%'%2((2). Recalling & € C°(R?)
from (ILJ]) and introducing the Raviart-Thomas fields 7; given by

ro(x) ==z, 7i(z) =€l

for j € {1,2,3}, we define & ; := & forall £ € {1,...,m — 1} and all j € {0,...,3}. It
is easy to see that

devGrad &y ; € C’fﬁr’gxg(ﬁ) N ker(symCurly, €2) C ker(symCurly, Q).
Due to Remark in conjunction with (ITI0), we find unique v, ; € Hy(Q) such that
7—[%%2(9) > mdevGrad &, ; = devGrad(&,; — ¢y ;) = devGrad v
with
(11.12) Ve = Eoj — they € HYP(Q).
We shall show that
(11.13) Bp? = {devGradvy; : £ € {1,...,m — 1}, j € {0,...,3}} CHDF(Q)
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defines a basis of Hb'h 2( ).

Lemma 11.13 ([30, Theorem 3.10 (iv) and Remark 3.11 (i)]). Let D C R? be a bounded
strong Lipschitz domain. Assume that D is topologically trivial. Then

ker(symCurly, D) = ran(devGrad, D), ker(symCurly, D) = ran(devGrad, D).
Lemma 11.14. Let Assumption 01 be satisfied. Then ’Hb'h 2(Q) = lin BY™.

Proof. Let T € Hb'”( ) = ker(symCurly, Q) N ker(Divy, Q) and let T be the extension
of T by zero onto B. Then T e ker(symoCurlT,B). As B is topologically trivial (and
smooth and bounded), by Lemma there exists (a unique vector field) v € Hy*(B)
such that devGradv =T in B. Since devGradv =T =0 in B \ , v is a Raviart-Thomas
vector field, v € RT, in each connected component éo, Z1, ... Zmo1 of B\ Q. Due to the
boundary condition of v € H}*(B), v vanishes in Zy. Therefore, T' = devGrad v in € and
v € Hy*(B) is such that vlzg, = 0 and vz, =: 1y =: Z?:o ap,;17; € RT, for some ay; € R,
forall € {1,...,m—1} and j € {0,...,3}. Define

ay ; devGrad vy ; = devGrad v € 'thTQ(Q)

~)

I

'ﬂ
Mw

with vy ; from (ITIZ). Since "Jg,j € Hy*(B), where {/;&j is the extension of ¢, ; by zero to
B, as an element of H'3(B) we see that

3 3
Z o+ Y > gty € Hy*(B)

[y

m—1

3

~
Il

vanishes in all Z,. Thus T = Ug|q € Hy*(Q) by Assumption [0}, and

|T|izr,3x3(ﬂ) = (devGrad v, T)L%,sxs(m =0
yields the assertion. O
Remark 11.15 (Characterisation by PDEs).

(i) Denoting At p = Divy devGrad the ‘deviatoric’ Laplacian with homogeneous Dirich-
let boundary conditions, we see that ¥, ; = Ap'yAréy; with Ap := Divy devGrad,
which corresponds to the variational formulation

Vo e Hy*(Q) (devGrad iy, devGrad $) 28x3(q) = {devGrad &5, devGrad ¢) 2.xs
(ii) Forallt e {1,...,m—1} and all j € {0,...,3} we have
ve; =&y — Yoy = (1 - AilpAT)&,j e H'?(Q)

(Q)-
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and deduce
devGrad v, ; = (1 — devGrad AilD Divy) devGrad &g ;.
In classical terms, this reads
—Aqv; =0 inQ,
(11.14) vy =15 only,
v; =0 onTy, ke{0,...,m—1}\ {¢},

which 1s uniquely solvable.
(iii) In classical terms, v (representing T' = devGradv) from the proof of Lemma[11.1J
solves the linear elasticity type Dirichlet problem

—Aqv = — DivpdevGradv = — Divyr T =0 in €,
v=10 on Ty,
v=r, € RT only, e{l,...,m—1},
which is uniquely solvable given the knowledge of vy in RT.

Lemma 11.16. Let Assumption [I0.1] be satisfied. Then th’Q 1s linearly independent.
Proof. Let ap; € Rwith £ € {1,...,m —1} and j € {0,...,3} be such that

m—1 m—1 3
g ay; devGrad vy ; = 0; set v 1= E E QU
=1 j=0 =1 j=0

Then devGradv = 0 in €2, i.e., v € RT in each connected component of €2. We show v = 0.
Recalling vy ; = &; — ¥ in Q from (IL7) and using & ; € H}(B) and ¢, ; € Hg(Q), we

define
Vg 1= ve.d ?n - devGrad vy ; = devGrad e, ?n T
’ §;  in B\, ’ devGrad&,; =0 in B\ Q.

Note that vp; € Hy*(B). For all ¢ € {1,....,m — 1} and j € {0,...,3}, we obtain
:J&j = &,j = ’I/“\j in Eg and ’17&]' = fzj 0 in ._0 U Uke{l ..... m—11\{¢} ‘—‘k; Then

—1

3

3
Za U, € Hy*(B)

1 5=0

with ¥ = 0 in 2y and devGrad? = 0 in B\ Q as well as devGrad? = devGradv = 0 in
Q by assumption. Hence, devGradv = 0 in B, showing v = 0 in B. In particular, v = 0
in , and Z?:o ap;1; = 0|z, =0forall £ € {1,...,m — 1}. We conclude ay; = 0 for all
te{l,...,m—1}and j €{0,...,3}. O

Theorem 11.17. Let Assumption[I01] be satisfied. Then dim ’Hb'h 2(Q) =4(m —1) and a

basis of ’Hb'h 2(Q) is given by (LI3).
Proof. Use Lemma [I1.14] and Lemma [[T.16l O

~
Il
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11.4. Dirichlet Tensor Fields of the Elasticity Complex. For the elasticity complex,

similar to (33), (33)), and (I12), (IT4), (ITI0), we have the orthogonal decompositions
L33 (Q) = ran(symGrad, ) Dr2exs g ker(Divg, ),

11.15 o :
(11.15) ker(CurlCurlg, Q) = ran(symGrad, Q) @ 2555 ) HEs(2).

Remark 11.18. [31, Lemma 3.2] implies dom(symGrad, Q) = H*(Q). Moreover, the
range in (IILID) is closed by the Friedrichs type estimate (and follows from the standard
first Korn’s inequality and Remark [I11)

(11.16) Je>0 V(b S H&’:S(Q) ‘(b‘LQ,S(Q) < C‘ symGrad (b‘LQ,SxS(Q),

which holds by Assumption [I0 1.  Again, 2 open and bounded is sufficient for ([IIG).
Indeed, Korn’s first inequality is easy to see as follows: For a tensor T € R3*3 we have
T|2axs = | sym T|2sxs + | skw T'|25.5. Hence,

1
| Grad v|Zsxs = | symGrad v|zsxs + | skw Grad v[3sxs = | symGrad v|gsxs + 5\ curl v|2s.
By |Gradv|%273x3(ﬂ) = |curlv|%2,3(ﬂ) + |divv|%2(ﬂ) > |Curlv|i2,3(ﬂ) for all v € HY*(Q), we
get Korn’s first inequality | Gradv\%g,gxg(m < 2| symGradv\%Q,gxg(Q).
The orthogonal projector from L3***(Q) onto ker(Divs, Q) along ran(symérad, Q) is

denoted by m. From (ILIH), we deduce 7(ker(CurlCurl,Q)) = H5P5(€2). Recall the
functions & € C°(R?) from (I and introduce rigid motions 7; given by

ri(x) = el x x, Tjrs(x) == ¢’

for j € {1,2,3}. We define & ; := &7 forall £ € {1,...,m —1} and for all j € {1,...,6}.
Then
symGrad &, ; € Cffg’?’X?’(Q) N ker(CurlCurlg , Q) € ker(CurlCurld , Q).

We find unique v, € Hy*(Q) such that
H%TS(Q) > wsymGrad & ; = symGrad(&,; — ;) = symGrad vy ;

with

(11.17) v =& — Wi € HY(Q).

We shall show that

(11.18) B = {symGradvg,j le{l,....m—1}, j€e{l,... ,6}} C ’H%ﬁg(ﬁ)

defines a basis of H$7s(€2).

Lemma 11.19 ([31, Theorem 3.5]). Let D C R* a bounded, topologically trivial, strong
Lipschitz domain. Then

ker(CurlOCurlgT, D) = ran(symGrad, D), ker(CurlCurld , D) = ran(symGrad, D).
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Proof. The result follows by [30, Corollary 2.29] for m = 1 in conjunction with the formulas
in [30, Appendix]; see [31, Theorem 3.5] and [32] for the details. O

Lemma 11.20. Let Assumption IO be satisfied. Then H$Ys(€2) = lin B35

Pmof We follow in close lines the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma IT.2] Lemma
| and Lemma ITT4 Let S € H7(Q) = ker(CurloCurlg,Q) N ker(Dng,Q). and S
its extension to B by zero. Then S e ker(CurloCurlg ,B). By Lemma as B is
topologically trivial (and smooth and bounded), there exists (a unique) v € Hy’ (B) such
that symGradv = S in B. Since symGradv = S=0in B \ ©, v is a rigid motion, i.e.,
v € RM, in each connected component =g, =y, ...,Em_1 of B \ Q. Since v € Hé’g(B),

v vanishes in Z. Thus, S = symGradv in Q with some v € HY*(B) and we have
vlg, =1 =: Z?:1 ap;r; € RMfor ayj e Randall £ € {1,...,m —1}, j € {1,...,6}. Let

S — Z ayjsymGrad vy ; = symGrad o € Hps(€),

m—1 6
=1

—_ =
<.

3

6
Z Qi Vg, c H1’3(Q)

=1

(=1

<.

with v ; from (ILI7). With QZM € Hy?*(B), the extension of ¥ by zero, we see, as an
element of H3(B), that

3

6 m-1 6
Vg 1=

aci€i+ YD aujth; € Hy*(B)

1 =1 j=1

1y

~
I

vanishes in Z, for all £. Thus © = p|q € Hy(Q) by Assumption [0} and we conclude

o B . B
|S|L§’3X3(Q) = (symGrad v, S>L§,3><3 =0,

(@)
finishing the proof. U

For numerical purposes, we again highlight the partial differential equations satisfied by
the functions constructed here.

Remark 11.21 (Characterisation by PDEs).
(i) For all 0 € {1,...,m — 1}, j € {1,...,6}, the vector field 1y; € Hy*(Q) can be

found with the help of the standard variational formulation

Voe H&’?’(Q) (symGrad ¢y ;, symGrad ¢>L§,3x3(g) = (symGrad & ;, symGrad ¢>L§,3><3(Q),

e., Yo = AS_j)Ag&,j, where Ag p = Divg symoGrad and As = DivgsymGrad are
the ‘symmetric’ Laplacians with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions and no
boundary conditions, respectively.
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(i) Forallte{1,....,m—1}, je{l,...,6} we have

veg = &g — Yoy = (1 — AgpAs)ge; € H(Q)

and thus
symGrad vy ; = (1 — symGrad AS p Divg) symGrad & ;.

In classical terms, v, ; solves the linear elasticity Dirichlet problem

—Agvp; =0 in Q,

(11.19) ve; =15 only,
v ;=0 onTy, ke{0,...,m—1}\ {¢}.

which 1s uniquely solvable.
(iii) In classical terms, v (representing S = symGradv) from the proof of Lemma[I1.20
solves the linear elasticity Dirichlet problem

—Agv = —Divg S =0 in 2,
v=20 on Iy,
v=r, € RM onTy, L€{l,... , m—1},

which 1s uniquely solvable as long as the rigid motions ry in RM are prescribed.
Lemma 11.22. Let Assumption [I01 be satisfied. Then BS? is linearly independent.
Proof. Let ap; € Rforall £ € {1,...,m—1}, j € {1,...,6} such that

1 m—1 6

E oy jsymGrad v ; = 0; set v = E E Qv g ;-

1 j=1 =1 j=1

3

~
Il

Then symGradv = 0 in 2, i.e., v € RM in each connected component of 2. We show
v =0. Recall vp; = & ; — p; in Q. Using ¢,; € H}(Q) and & ; € Hy(B) we extend vy
to B via

R ¥ in €2, cmCradd, . — symGrad vy ; in €,
Y& i B\Q Y %7 ) symGrad&,; =0 in B\ Q.

Note that vy, € Hl(B) Then, for all ¢ € {1,...,m — 1} and all j € {1,...,6} we have
=¢&,;=0inZyU Uke{1 m—1}\{¢} =k and vy ; = & ; = 7; in Zp. Thus

.....

m—1 6

:ZZ U, GH (B)

with ¥ = 0 in =, and symGrad? = 0 in B\ Q as well as symGrad v = symGradv = 0 in
Q) by assumption. Hence, symGradv = 0 in B, showing v = 0 in B. In particular, v = 0
in , and 2?21 ap ;T =]z, =0forall £ € {1,...,m —1}. We conclude oy ; = 0 for all
te{l,...,m—1} and all j € {1,...,6}, finishing the proof. O
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Theorem 11.23. Let Assumption 101 be satisfied. Then dim HF(Q) = 6(m — 1) and a
basis of H3s(Q2) is given by [ILIY).
Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma [[T.22] O

12. THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE NEUMANN FIELDS

The construction of the Neumann fields is more involved than the one for the generalised
harmonic Dirichlet fields. We start off with some general definitions and remarks all the
basis constructions have in common.

Since ) consists of the connected components €, i.e., cc(Q) = {Qy,...,Q,}, we have
by Assumption [[0.3] (A3) for all k € {1,...,n} that Q; \ Uj_, Fj is simply connected. We
define

P
QF = \ U Fj.
j=1
For j € {1,...,p}, let f’] C f’] be two stacked, open, and simply connected neighbour-
hoods of Fj, i.e,

F,CFCFCF,
let N _ ~
T, :=FNQ, T;:=FNQ,
and let 0, € C(Q2p) be a bounded (together with all derivatives) function with the
following properties:
o [,CT; C Tj.
e T, and Tj are (nonempty, open, and) simply connected.
° ﬁj are pairwise disjoint.
o T,\Fy=T;00T;1 and T;\ F; = 1,007, with T, C T, and T;; € T, (which
are all nonempty, open, and simply connected).
« T,oNT,y = F,.
e suppt; C TJ-J.
o Ojly,, = 0and Oy, = 1.
Additionally, for all [ € {1,...,p} we pick curves
® (oo, S ¢ With fixed starting points x;9 € T and fixed endpoints z;; € 1.

Remark 12.1. Roughly speaking, Tj \ F}; consists of exactly two open, nonempty, and
simply connected components ’Y“j,o and :Iv“j,l, on which subsets ;o (one side) and Y,
(other side) the indicator function 0; is 0 and 1, respectively. Note that Y, and Y,
touch each other at the whole surface Fj, i.e., Tm HTM = Fj. Moreover, Tj are pairwise
disjoint and 0; is supported in Tj,l. As a consequence, 0; cannot be continuously extended
to Q. On the other hand, grad®; = 0 in Y, \ Fj, and hence grad@; can be continuously
extended to Y; and thus to Q2. Note that for alll,j € {1,...,p} it holds 0;(x;0) = 0 and
ej(xl,l) = 5l,j-
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For the construction of bases and to compute the dimensions of the Neumann fields it
is crucial, that these fields are sufficiently regular, e.g., continuous in 2. We even have the
following local regularity results.

Lemma 12.2 (local regularity of the cohomology groups). Let Q C R3 be open. Then
HE™ (), HY™(Q) € CP(Q) N L*3(9),
Hps (Q), HEs(Q), Hys (Q), HYs(Q) € O=23(Q) N L374(Q),
HER(9), M () € C93(0) 0 1377 (9),

Proof. Vector fields in HE™(Q) U HRM™(Q) are harmonic and thus belong to C>3(Q).
Let

S € Hys () UHNE(Q) C ker(Curls) N ker(divDivs).

Then S can be represented locally, e.g., in any topologically trivial and smooth subdo-
main D C Q, by S = Gradgradu with some u € H?(D), see Lemma [[T.71 There-
fore, divDivg Gradgradu = 0 in D. Local regularity for the biharmonic equation shows
u € C*(D) and hence S = Gradgradu € C°3*3(D), i.e., S € C>*3*3(Q).

Next, let

T e H%Z’f(Q) U H?\if%l(ﬁ) C ker(symCurly) N ker(Divry).

Then, for any topologically trivial and smooth subdomain D C Q we find v € H%3(D)

such that T" = devGrad v, see Lemma [[1.13] Thus Divy devGradv = 0 in D. Local elliptic

regularity shows v € C°3(D) and hence T = devGrad v € C>*3*3(D), i.e., T € C°3<3(Q).
Finally, let

S e ’H%fg(Q) U ’Hi'[aS(Q) C ker(CurlCurld ) N ker(Divs).

For D C Q smooth, bounded, and topologically trivial, we find v € H'3(D) representing
S = symGrad v, see Lemma [[T.T9 Thus, Divs symGradv = 0 in D. Local elliptic regular-
ity shows v € C*3(D) and thus S = symGradv € C°**3(D), i.e., S € C>®3*3(Q). O

12.1. Neumann Vector Fields of the Classical De Rham Complex. Similar to
our reasoning for the generalised harmonic Dirichlet fields, we start off with the arguably
easiest case of the de Rham complex. Since we rely on the rephrasing of Picard’s ideas
in the forthcoming sections, we carry out the full construction of the harmonic Neumann
fields. Note that we heavily use the functions and sets introduced at the beginning of
Section [2] cf. Remark 0211 Let j € {1,...,p}. By definition #; = 0 outside of T, and
6, is constant on each connected component Y;, and Y,; of T; \ Fj. Hence grad§; =0

.....

-----

Lemma 12.3. Let Assumption[10.3 be satisfied. Then O; € ker(curl, 2).
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Proof. Let © € C**(Q). As supp©; C Tj \ T; we can pick another cut-off function
2 S Cé)o(QF) Wlth @‘Supp@ﬂjguppcp =1. Then

(O, curl @) 1230y = (O, curl D) 123 (supp O, rsupp &) = <grad g;, Curl(g0<1>)>L273(QF) =0,
as p® € C3(Qp). O

Let I,j € {1,...,p}. We recall from the latter proof and from Remark [[2.1] that
supp©; C T; \ T, and thus

/<@j,d>\> = / <grad0j,d)\) = / <grad0j,d)\> = ej(IL'Ll) — ej(IL'LQ) = 5l,j7
¢ G\Y;

l C9”1,0’901,1

where we recall (;, -, , € ¢; with chosen starting points ;9 € T; ¢ and respective endpoints
x11 € Y;1. Hence we define functionals f; in the way that

(12.1) 5,(0;) ::/C<@j,dx>:<sl,j, Lie{l  p}

Let Assumption [[0.1] be satisfied. For the de Rham complex, similar to (8.3)), (8.5), and
(IT2), we have the orthogonal decompositions

L**(Q) = Hy = ran A} ®p, ker Ay = ran(grad, ) ®725() ker(div, Q),
ker(curl, ) = ker(A}) = ran A} @, K> = ran(grad, Q) @200 HY ().

Remark 12.4. By definition dom(grad, Q) = H* (), and the range in (I22)) is closed by
the Poincaré estimate

L2
de>0 ng S HI(Q) N Rp\,\f @ |¢|L2(Q) S C| grad ¢|L2’3(Q)>

which is implied by a contradiction argument using Rellich’s selection theorem as Assump-
tion [ZO1 holds.

Similar to the case of harmonic Dirichlet fields, we denote in (I22) the orthogonal
projector along ran(grad, 2) onto ker(div,2) by 7. By Lemma for all j € {1,...,p}
there exists some 1; € H*(Q) (unique up to R,,,) such that

HR™(Q) 3 70; = 6, — grad 1, (9; — gradwj)}QF = grad(6; — v;).

By Lemma we have HRM™(Q) C C>~3(Q). Therefore, ©; € C*~3(Q) and we obtain
gradvy; € C*3(Q). Hence, ¢; € H'Y(Q) N C=(Q) and the following path integrals are
well-defined and can be computed by (IZ1), i.e., for all [,j € {1,...,p}

(123) ﬁl(ﬂ-@j) = A(W@],dA> = /;(C"‘)J,d)\) — /C (gradlpj,d)\) = 51,]‘ +0= 51,]'.

(12.2)

We will show that
(12.4) BRM™ = {70,,...,70,} T HI™(Q)
defines a basis of HR™(Q).
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Also for the harmonic Neumann fields, we provide a possible variational formulation for
obtaining v; constructed here:

Remark 12.5 (Characterisation by PDEs). Let j € {1,...,p}. Then; € Hl(Q)ﬂR;,fQ(Q)
satisfies

Vo e HY(Q) (grad v;, grad @) r23(0) = (O;, grad @) 12,
i.e., P = A ( div ©;, u-@j|p), where A C div grad is the Laplacian with inhomogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions restricted to a subset of H'(2) N R,fWLQ(Q). Therefore,
m0; = 0; — grady,; = ©; — grad A;,l(div O,,v- @j|p).
In classical terms, 1; solves the Neumann Laplace problem
—AY; = —divO; in
v-grady; =v-0; on T,

;=0 forke{l,...,n},
Qp

(12.5)

which 1s uniquely solvable.

Lemma 12.6. Let Assumption L0 1 and Assumption be satisfied. Then it holds
HRhm( ) — lin BRhm_

Proof. Let H € HR™(Q) = ker(div, Q) N ker(curl, ) € C°3(Q) (see Lemma I23), and

define the numbers

vy = vy (H) = B,(H) :/<H,dA> eR,  je{l...p}h

G
We shall show that

p
HR™(Q) > H .= H - Z%W@j =0 in Q.

j=1

The aim is to prove that there exists u € H'(£2) such that gradu = H , since then
|H|%2,3(Q) = <grad u, H>L2’3(Q) = 0.

Using (I2Z3]), we obtain

p p
/(H,dA}z/ (H,d\) Z%/ (10;,d\) =7 = > _%B(r0;) =y =Y b, =0.
G j=1 j=1 j=1

Note that H € ker(curl, Q) N C>3(Q). Hence, by Assumption [0.3] (A.1) we have for any
closed piecewise C'-curve ¢ in

(12.6) /C(f[,dA) =0.
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Recall the connected components €4, ...,€, of Q. For 1 < k < n let €, and some xq € ),
be fixed. By (I2Z6) and the fundamental theorem of calculus the function u : 2 — R given
by

u(z) ::/ (H,d)\), z€,
C(:Bo, )

where ((z,) is any piecewise C'-curve connecting zy with z, is well defined, i.e., in-
dependent of the choice of the respective curve ((xo,z), and belongs to C'*°(€);) with
gradu = H € L*3(,). Thudl u € L2(Qy), see, e.g., [15, Theorem 2.6 (1)] or [I, Theorem
3.2 (2)], and hence u € H' (), showing u € H'(Q). O

Remark 12.7. Note that in the latter proof the existence of u € H*(,) with grad u = H
iy, is well-known, if the connected component £, of 2 is even simply connected. Indeed,
in this case ker(curl, Q) = ran(grad, €2y).

Lemma 12.8. Let Assumption [I01 and Assumption (103 be satisfied. Then BRM™ is
linearly independent.

p
Proof. Let nyjﬁ@j = 0 for some ; € R. Then (I23) implies

j=1

p p p
0=> /c (70;,dXN) =D %B(70;) => 7 =
j=1 l j=1 7=1

forall l € {1,...,p}. O

Theorem 12.9. Let Assumptions IO and I0.3 be satisfied. Then dim HR™(Q) = p and
a basis of HRM™ () is given by (I2.4).
Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma [T2.8 O

12.2. Neumann Tensor Fields of the First Biharmonic Complex. The main differ-
ence of the constructions to come to the one in the previous section is the introduction of (:
a suitable collection of functionals that very easily allows for testing of linear independence
and for a straightforward application of Assumption (A1). As a preparation for this,
we need the next results. The first one — also important for the sections to come — is rather
combinatorical and analyses the interplay between vector analysis and matrix calculus; the
second and third one deal with so-called Poincaré maps, which form the foundation of the
construction of the desired set of functionals. Note that for the subsequent sections Lemma
is of independent interest. For this, we introduce for v € R? the skew-symmetric
matrix
0 —7V3 Vo
spnv = | w3 0 —u
—V2 (%1 0

Indeed, it is sufficient to assume u € L2 (Q), see, e.g., [16, Satz 6.6.26, Beweis; Folgerung 6.3.2] or
[51, Theorem 7.4].
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and the corresponding isometric mapping spn : R® — R3*3

skw *

Lemma 12.10. Let u € CX(R?), v,w € C*3(R3), and S € C3*3(R3). Then:

(spnv)w =vxw=—(spnw)v and (spnov)(spn~tS) = —Sv, if symS =0
symspnv =0 and dev(uld) =0

trGradv =dive  and 2skw Gradv = spncurlv

Div(uld) = gradu  and Curl(uld) = —spngradu,

in particular, curl Div(uId) =0 and curlspn~! Curl(uId) =0
and  sym Curl(uId) =0

Divspnv = —curlv  and Divskw S = — curlspn—! skw S,

in particular,  divDivskw S =0

Curlspnv = (divv) Id —(Grad v) "

and  Curlskw S = (divspn~!skw S) Id —(Grad spn~' skw S) "

dev Curlspnv = —(dev Grad v) "

e —2Curlsym Gradv = 2 Curl skw Gradv = —(Grad curlv) "

2spn~! skw Curl S = Div ST — grad tr S = Div (S — (tr S) Id)T,

in particular, curl DivST = 2 curlspn~!skw Curl S

and 2skw Curl S =spnDiv ST, iftrS =0

tr Curl S = 2divspn~—tskw S, in particular, trCurlS =0, if skwS =0,
and trCurlsym S =0 and trCurlskw S = tr Curl §
2(Gradspn~tskw S)" = (tr Curl skw S) Id —2 Curl skw S

3 Div(dev Gradv)" = 2graddivv

2 Curl sym Grad v = —2 Curl skw Grad v = — Curlspn curl v = (Grad curlv) "
2 Divsym Curl S = —2 Divskw Curl S = curl Div ST

Curl(Curlsym S)" = sym Curl(Curl )"

Curl(Curlskw S) " = skw Curl(Curl S)"

All formulas extend to distributions as well.
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Proof. Almost all formulas can be found in [30, Lemma 3.9] and [30, Lemma A.1]. It is
elementary to show that skw7 = 0 implies skw Curl(Curl7)" = 0, and that sym7T = 0
implies sym Curl(Curl 7)" = 0. Note that the needed (straightforward-to-prove) formulas
for this are provided in [31, Appendix B]. Hence sym commutes with Curl Curl" as

Curl(Curlsym 7) " = sym Curl(Curlsym 7) " = sym Curl(Curl ) ",

and so does skw.

In Lemma IZIT below for a tensor field 7" the operation T'd A := ((row,T’,d \))

O

¢=1,2,3

has to be understood row-wise, i.e., the transpose of the ¢th row of T" is denoted by row,T’,
giving then the vector object T'd A\. More precisely,

(/Cz szA)f:/@ {rowTd ) :/01<(r0WgT)(cp(t)),cp'(t)>dt, (e 1,23},
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with some parametrisation ¢ € C’;\f’ ( [0, 1]) of a piecewise C''-curve (,, , connecting zg €
and x € (2. Furthermore, we define

| @@ TN = [ = o) (DT pl0). o 0) de.

Cwo,x

The first statement concerned with describing vector fields and their divergence by means
of curve integrals over tensor fields reads as follows.

Lemma 12.11. Let z, x5 € Q and let (,y . C Q be a piecewise C'-curve connecting xo and
x.
(i) Let v e C>*3(Q). Then v and its divergence divv can be represented by
1

v(x) —v(xg) — g(div v(x0)) (x — o)
1
= / devGradvd A + ) / ( ( Div(devGradv) ', d )\>> Idd A,
Czo,z Czo,z Czo,y

and
divo(z) — dive(zg) = g / { Div(devGradv) ", d ).

Cwo,x

(ii) Let T € C>*3*3(Q). Then

/<0< Czoyy(DivTT’d)\))Idd)\y:/ (@ — (DY T)(y),dA).

[

Proof. For (i), let
1 1
T :=devGrad v = Grad v — g(tr Gradv)Id = Gradv — g(div v) Id

and observe 3DivT " = 2 grad divv by Lemma, Thus

vg(x) — v (z0) = / (grad vy, d \), ke {1,2,3},

Cag,x
divo(z) — divo(xg) = / (graddive,d \) = §/ (DivT",d\).
Cag e 2 Jerg.s
Therefore,
v(z) —v(zg) = / Gradvd A

CJC(),SC

1 1
:/ deVGradvd)\—i-gf divadd)\:/ Td)\+§/ divo(y) Idd A,

Caco,x Caco,ac Cxo,ac Caco,x

1 1
:/ Td>\+—divv(azo)/ Idd)\y+—/ ( <DivTT,d)\>> Idd\,.
¢ 3 ¢ 2 J¢ ¢
z(,x z(),T z0,T 0,y
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Moreoverﬁ Idd A, = / Gradyd A\, = 2 — xy.
Cxo x Cxo,ac
For (ii) we compute

/ / (DivTT, d>\ Idd, _/ (/ DivTT,d)\))Idgo’(s)ds
Czoz zoy 0

Cag,o(s)

:/0 </0 <(D1VTT)(90(t)),<P'(t)>dt)gp’(s)ds
/0 / i DlVTT)(w( )),tp'(t)>dt
:/ (x —p(t ))<(D1VTT)(g0(t)),<p/(t)>dt

:/C (z = y){(DivTT)(y), d )

with ¢ parametrising (,, , as above. O

Proposition 12.12. Let 2y € Qo € cc(Q) and let S, T € C*3*3(Qy).

(a) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Qq closed, piecewise C-curves

/(DivTT,dA> = 0.
¢
(ii) For all (o, @W C Q piecewise Ct-curves connecting xy with x

(DivT",d ) :/~ (DivT",d ).
Cwo,x

(iii) There exists u € C>() such that gradu = Div T,
In the case one of the above conditions is true the function

(12.7) r = u(r) = (DivTT,d))
Czo,z
for some (uy C Qo piecewise C'-curve connecting xo with x is a (well-defined)
possible choice for u in (iii).
(b) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Qq closed, piecewise C curves

/Sd)\:O.
¢

1 1
6Alternatively, note / Idd A, = / Idy'(s)ds = / ¢'(s)ds = x — x¢ with the parametrisation ¢
0 0

Cag,
of (z,,« from above.
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(ii) For all (o, me C Q piecewise C' curves connecting xy with

/ SdA= / SdA.
Czo,z Ezo,z

(iii) There exists v € C?(Qy) such that Gradv = S.
In the case one of the above conditions is true the vector field

(12.8) x—v(x) = / SdA

Cagz

for some (po C Qo piecewise C'-curve connecting xo with x is a (well-defined)
possible choice for v in (iii).
(c) Let S :=T+1uld withu € C*(Qp) and gradu = DivT" asin (a), (ii). Moreover,
let v € C*3(Qy) such that Gradv = S as in (b), (iii). Then
(i) tr T =0,
(ii) devGradv =T
are equivalent. In either case, we have

2
(12.9) symCurl, T'=0 and gradu = 3 grad div v.

Proof. (a): The conditions (i) and (ii) are clearly equivalent. Assuming (ii), we obtain that
the choice of u in (IZ7) is well-defined. By the fundamental theorem of calculus it follows
that this u satisfies the equation in (iii) and, consequently, u € C*°(q). If, on the other
hand, (iii) is true, then again using the fundamental theorem of calculus, we obtain (ii).
(b): The proof of the equivalence follows almost exactly the same way as for (a).
(c): We compute devGradv = dev S = dev(T + 1uld) = devT. Hence (i) and (ii) are
equivalent. Finally, if (i) or (ii) is true, then by the complex property

symCurl 7' = symCurl devGrad v = 0,
and we conclude gradu = DivT" = Div(devGradv)" = 2 grad divv by Lemma I2ZI0 O

Remark 12.13. Related to Proposition 1212 we note with Lemma 1210 the following:
(i) For T € C>=3*3(Q) we have

curl DivT " = 2 DivsymCurl T.
(ii) For T € C>**(Q) and S =T + suld with gradu = DivT" it holds

1
Curl § = Curl T — 5 spn gradu = Curl T' — skw Curl T" = symCurl 7.

(iii) If Qo us simply connected, Proposition[12.13 (a), (iii) and (b), (i) are equivalent
to curl DivT" = 0 and Curl S = 0, respectively.

Arguing for each connected component separately (and using formulas (T2.7) and (TZ.8)
on every connected component), we obtain the following more condensed version of Propo-
sition [12.12

Corollary 12.14. Let S, T € C>~*3(Q).
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(a) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Q) closed, piecewise C-curves fC <Div T, d)\> =0.
(ii) There exists u € C*(2) such that gradu = DivT".
(b) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Q closed, piecewise C'-curves [, SdA=0.
(ii) There exists v € C3(Q) such that Gradv = S.
(c) Let S =T+ 1 uld withu € C*(Q) and gradu =DivT" as in (a), (ii). Moreover,
let v € C°3(Q) with Gradv = S as in (b), (i). Then tr'T =0 in Q if and only if
devGradv =T in €.

The construction of the harmonic Neumann tensor fields for the first biharmonic complex
form a nontrivial adaptation of the rationale developed in the previous section for the de
Rham complex. We shortly recall that for j € {1,...,p}, by construction, #; = 0 outside

of TJ-J and that 6, is constant on each connected component Y, and Y;; of T; \ Fj. Let
7, be the Raviart-Thomas fields from Section given by 7y(z) := x and 7j(z) := €*
for k € {1,2,3}. We define the vector fields 6, := 6,7 and note devGrad,; = 0 in

-----

continuously extended by zero to ©;, € C°¥3(Q) N L2***(Q) with ©,, = 0 in all the
neighbourhoods T, of all the surfaces F;, [ € {1,...,p}.

Lemma 12.15. Let Assumption [I0.3 be satisfied. Then ©,, € ker(symCurly, ).

Proof. Let & € Cf,’é’?’xg(ﬁ)- As supp©;; C Tj \ T; we can pick another cut-off function
p e CCOO(QF) with (p|supp®j7kﬂsupp<1> = 1. Then
<@j7/€a Curlg ©>L%’3X3(Q) = <@j,k, Curlg (I>>L2,3x3

T (supp ©; pNsupp P)

= < devGrad Hj,ka Curlg(<p®)>L%,3x3(QF)
= < Grad Hj,k, dev Curlg(w©)>L%3x3(QF
= (Grad 6, Curl(¢® 0

)

)>L2,3><3(QF) -
as ® € C33(Qp), where in the second to last equality sign, we used that the Curl
applied to a symmetric tensor fields is trace-free, i.e., deviatoric, see Lemma [12.10 O]

Next, we note that for [, j € {1,...,p} and k € {0,...,3} and for the curves (3, ,.o,, € G
with the chosen starting points x;0 € T, and respective endpoints z;; € T;; we can
compute by Lemma 217

1 1
R 3> B0(0;%) = 5 /C (DivO,,,d\) = 5 /C ( Div(devGrad ;) ", d \)
l Z1,00%1,1
1

. 1. 1.
= g div 9j,k<xl,1) — g div Gj,k(:cw) = g div ej,k(xl,l)

frd —(5 d e — 5 1 ’ ’
3003 v 7y(w1) = 01y {0, if k e {1,2,3},
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and
1 .
R3 5 bi(O;) = /C O,rdA+ ) /g (11 — y)<(D1V @]Tk)(y), d)\y>
l l
/ devGrad 0, d A

C’”l,Ovzl,l

+ % / (211 — y)<(Div(devGrad 0j7k)T)(y), d>\y>

Czl,()’””l,l

< devGrad 6; 4 (y)

g

T1,0:%,1

“5()

( Div(devGrad ;)7 d)\>) Id) d),

z1,0Y
1.

= 9j,k(l’l,1) - 9j,k<xl,0) - g div 9j,k<xl,0)<xl,1 - SL’l,o) = j,k(SUl,1)

X1, if k= O,

= 0Tk(201) = O, {ek if ke {1,2,3}.

Thus, for [ € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {0,...,3} we have functionals 3, 4, given by
B10(Ojk) = 1,500,k
forl,j € {1,...,p} and k € {0,...,3}, as well as
RN (U T
for l,j € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {1,2,3} and k € {0,...,3}. Therefore, we have
(12.10) B16(©;k) = 0100k + (1 — 000)00k01(x11)e, LjE{Ll,....n}, Kk, 0€{0,...,3}.

Let Assumption [[0.2] be satisfied. For the first biharmonic complex, similar to (B.3]),
([33), we have the orthogonal decompositions

L%B‘XB’(Q) = ran(devGrad, 2) @L%,3x3(9) ker(DoiVT, ),

(12.11) N
ker(symCurly, Q) = ran(devGrad, Q) D203y Mt (Q).

Remark 12.16. By Assumption[I0.2, [30, Lemma 3.2] yields dom(devGrad, Q) = H'3(Q).
As a consequence using Rellich’s selection theorem, the range in (I2Z11)) is closed and the
Poincaré type estimate

Je>0 Voe HBQ)NRTE @ |6l 12s() < c| devGrad @] r23x3(q),
holds, see also [30, Lemma 3.2].
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Let 7 : LZ%3(Q) — ker(Divy, Q) denote the orthogonal projector onto ker(Divr, Q)
along ran(devGrad, ), see (IZIT). We have 7 ( ker(symCurly, Q) = H?\}t‘q’rl(Q). By Lemma
12.15 there exists some ;, € H"(Q) such that

H?\i,t'ﬁl(Q) 570, r = 0, —devGrad v, (0;,—devGrad ;) ’QF = devGrad(0;, — k)

As 7—[5’\}%1(9) C C°3%3(Q), of. ([I0J), we conclude by 70,0, € C*3(Q) that also
devGrad ¢, € C*¥3(Q) and hence 1, € C?*(Q). Thus all path integrals over the
closed curves (; are well-defined. Furthermore, we observe by Lemma [2Z.17]

1
Bro(devGrad ;) = 2/ { Div(devGrad ¢; ;) ", d\)
1

1 . 1.
= 3 divp; (1) — 3 div ey p(z11) =0

and

bi(devGrad v; )

1
= / devGrad ¢, d A + 5/(1‘171 — y)<(Div(deVGrad@[)j’k)T)(y),d)\y>
G G

-]

Ty 1,7
L.
= Vjk(11) — Yju(T11) — 3 div 9 p(211) (w110 — 211) = 0.
Therefore, (5 ,(devGrad ¢; ;) = 0 and by ([ZI0) we have

(1212) 6{75(71'@]'7]?) = 61,5(@]',16) - ﬁl,g(deVGrad wj,k‘) = 5l,j<5@,k + (1 - 52,0)50,k5l,j<xl,1>£
forall ;7 € {1,...,p} and all £,k € {0,1,2,3}. We shall show that

(devGrad Vik(y) + % </

Czl’lyy

Div(devGrad ¢, ;) ,dA)) Id ) d A
s Yy

(12.13) By = {0, i €{1,...,p}, k€ {0,...,3}} SHI(Q)

defines a basis of H?\i,t‘{rl(Q).

Remark 12.17 (Characterisation by PDEs). Note that v; € H"*(2) N RT;&M(Q) can be
found by the variational formulation

Vo€ HY(Q) (devGrad s, devGrad @) 25x3(q) = (0, devGrad @) 1233,

e, Vi = Aﬁv(DivT @j7k,@j7kl/‘[‘), where Ar y C DivydevGrad denotes the ‘devia-
toric’ Laplacian with inhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions restricted to a subset

of H3(Q) N RTiﬁQ’a(Q). Therefore,
7T@j,k = @j,k — devGrad wj,k‘ = @j,k — devGrad AiﬁV(DIVT @j,ka @j7ky‘p).
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In classical terms, 1, solves the Neumann elasticity type problem
—Aqﬂ/}j’k = — DiVT C"‘)J"k m Q,

(Grad ¢, x)v = O, xv on I,
(12.14) / (Yjn)e=0 forle{l,...,n}, (e€{1,2,3},
9
/x-@bj,k(x)dAx:O forle{l,...,n},
9)

which 1s uniquely solvable.

Lemma 12.18. Let Assumption [10.2 as well as Assumption [10.3 be satisfied. Then we
bih,1 . pabih,1
have Hy'p (2) = lin By,

Proof. Let H € H?\i,t'ﬁl(Q) — ker(Divr, Q) N ker(symCurly, Q) € C2%(Q), see Lemma
12.21 With the above introduced functionals ;¢ and b, [ € {1,...,p}, we recall

1
B3 fro(H) = 5 [ (DivHT, ),
G

R? 5 b(H) = 4 HdA+%L<xl,1 —y)((Div H ")(y),dA,),

and define for [ € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {1,2,3} the numbers

Y10 = Y0(H) = Bo(H),

e = Y0(H) == (bi(H) = Bro(H)zi,€") = Bre(H) — Bio(H)(w11)e.
We shall show that

(12.15)

D 3
HNH () 3 Him H=3 3 qjxm©;0 =0 in Q.

j=1 k=0
Similar to the proof of Lemma [[2.8], the aim is to prove that there exists v € H%3(2) such
that devGrad v = H, since then

‘ﬁ‘i%,axa(g) = (devGrad U,ﬁ[>L%,3x3(Q) = 0.

For finding v, we will apply Corollary [2.14] and Remark to T = H. By (I212)) we
observe for all I € {1,...,p}

D 3
3 LD HT.A%) = o) = fo(H) = 3= 3 23460704
1 j=1 k=0

3
=0 — Z Z V5,501,005 = 0.

j=1 k=0
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Note that it holds Div HT € ker(curl, ©2) N C*3(2) by Remark (i) as H belongs to
ker (symCurly, ) N C°3*3(Q). Thus, by Assumption (A.1) for any closed piecewise
C'-curve ¢ in Q

(12.16) /<DivﬁT,dA> — 0.
¢

Let w € C*(Q) be as in Corollary IZI4 (a), (i), i.e., gradu = DivH', and define
S0 - R3S by

~ 1
S::H+§u1d.

Our next aim is to show condition (b), (ii) of Corollary I2I4l For this, let [ € {1,...,p}.
Note that (o0, € ¢ € Qo for some Qg € cc(€2). Then we have with ¢ := u(z;;) € R for
all x € (;

u(z) = u(x) —u(a:l,l)—i-c:/ (gradu,d \) + ¢ = / <DiVPAIT,d>\) +c
Cop 10w Cop 1w
where (g, , . denotes the path from z;; to x along (;. Moreover,

/(cId)d)\:C/Gradxd)\JC:O.

G G

Next, we consider the closed curve (; as the closed curve (;, , ,, with circulation 1 along
(;. Then, using Lemma [I2.11] and the definition of b;, we compute

~ 1
/Sd)\ Hd)\+2/(u1d)d)\
q]

Hd)\+ D1VHT dA))Idd)\
4111111 C””lly
Adr+ 2/<xu — y)((Div BT)(y),d Ay d A, = b(H).
G G

Hence, for ¢ € {1,2,3} we get by (I2.12)) recalling (I2.15)

(/CSdA>£:< SdA ety = (b(H), ') = Bro(H)
= Br(H ZZ%kﬁmﬂ@m

jlkO

= Bi(H ZZ’VM 5lg5uc+(1—530)50;251](5611))

7j=1 k=0

= 5l,z(H) - ’Yl,o(ﬂfm)é — M= 51,@(1‘[) - 5l,o(H)(SL’l,1)z — Ve = 0.
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Therefore, [. SdA =0 foralll € {1,...,p}. Note that S € ker(Curl, ) N C>3(Q) by
Remark [2.T3 (ii) as He ker (symCurly, Q) N C2>***(Q). Thus, by Assumption (A.1)

for any closed piecewise C''-curve ¢ in
(12.17) /Sd)\:().
¢

Hence, Corollary I2.14] (b) and (c) (note tr H = 0) imply the existence of a smooth vector

field v : © — R? such that devGradv = H. Finally, similar to the end of the proof of
Lemma [[2.0] elliptic regularity and, e.g., [I5, Theorem 2.6 (1)] or [I, Theorem 3.2 (2)],
show that v € C°3(Q) and devGradv € L%***(Qp) imply v € H3(Qy) for all Q € cc(Q)
and thus v € H3(Q), completing the proof. (Let us note that v € H'3(Q) implies also
S e L*33(Q) and hence u € L*(Q).) O

Lemma 12.19. Let Assumption 102 and Assumption [I0.3 be satisfied. Then B?\i,h’l is
linearly independent.

p 3
Proof. Let v;, € R, j € {1,...,p}, k € {0,...,3}, be such that ZZ%,kW@M = 0.

j=1 k=0
Then (I2ZI2) implies for [ € {1,...,p}

p 3
0=2_> sbre(mOx) = o, (=0,

j=1 k=0
D 3
0=> Y %sBe(mO;x) = e+ olzr1)e = Ve, ¢ e {1,2,3},
j=1 k=0
finishing the proof. U

Theorem 12.20. Let Assumptions [[0.4 and [10.3 be satisfied. Then dim 7—[?\}%1(9) =4p
and a basis of Has () is given by ([ZI3).
Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma [2.19 O

12.3. Neumann Tensor Fields of the Second Biharmonic Complex. The rationale
for the second biharmonic complex in comparison to the first one has to be changed ap-
propriately. For this we also use Lemma [[2.10, the Poincaré maps, however, differ from
one another ones.

In Lemma [[2.27] below for a tensor field S and a parametrisation ¢ € C;v’f’([(), 1]) of a
curve ¢ we define

/C (& =9, S(y)dA,) = / 1 (= (1), S(p(0)¢ (1) ) t.

Lemma 12.21. Let x,z € Q and let (z, » C £ be a piecewise C*-curve connecting xo and
T.
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(1) Let u € C(Q). Then u and its gradient gradu can be represented by

u(z) — u(zo) — (grad u(zg), x — zp) = ( Gradgradud A, d \,)
Cxo,ac C:Co,y

and

grad u(x) — grad u(zg) = / Gradgradud \.

Cwo,x

(ii) For all S € C>**3(Q) it holds

/ ( SdAdA,) :/ (x—y,S(y)dA,).
Cx()’x Caco,y Caco,ac
Proof. For (i), we have

u(z) —u(zg) = / (grad u, d \),

Cwo,x

O u(x) — I u(xg) = / (grad O u,d \), ke {1,2,3},

Cag,z
ie.,
grad u(x) — grad u(zy) = / Grad grad ud .
Therefore, o
u(z) — u(zg) = / (gradu(y),d\,)

Czo,z
Gradgradud X, d \,) —i—/ (gradu(zg),d Ay ).

_ / (
Caco,ac Cac(),y Cxo,x

Using ¢ € C;\;\‘?([O, 1]) as a parametrisation of (,, ,, we conclude the proof of (i) by

/c (gradu(wo),d \,) = /0 (gradu(wo), ¢'(t)) dt = (grad u(zg), z — ).

For (ii), we compute

/C ( Sd)\,d)\y>:/01</ SdX ¢ (s))ds

0, Czg,y Cagp(s)

_ / ( / S(e0)@ (Bt (s) ) ds
= /01 <5(90(t))<p’(t),/tl<ﬁ/<5>d3>dt
:/01 <S(s0(t))<p’(t),x—so(t)>dt=/ (# =y, 5@)dA,)

[

65
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again with ¢ parametrising (.- 0

Proposition 12.22. Let zy € Qy € cc(Q) and let w € C*3(Qy) and S € C3*3(Qy).

(a) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Qq closed, piecewise C-curves

/Sd)\:().
¢

(ii) For all (o, ZW C Qg piecewise Ct-curves connecting vy with x

/ SdA= /~ SdA.
Czo,z Czo,z

(iii) There exists v € C™?(Qy) such that Gradv = S.
In the case one of the above conditions is true the vector field

(12.18) x—v(x) = / SdA
Cogre
for some (py C Qo piecewise C'-curve connecting xo with x is a (well-defined)
possible choice for v in (ii).
(b) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Qq closed, piecewise C curves

/C(w,d)\>:0.

(ii) For all (o, ZW C Qg piecewise C curves connecting xo with x

/ (w,d)\):/~ (w,d \).
Czg,z Czg,z

(iii) There exists u € C*(8) such that gradu = w.
In the case one of the above conditions is true the function

(12.19) r = u(r) = (w,dX)
Czg,z
for some (py C Qo piecewise C'-curve connecting xo with x is a (well-defined)
possible choice for w in (iii).
(c) Let v € C°3(Qy) with Gradv = S as in (a), (iii) and let u € C™(Qy) with
gradu = v as in (b), (iii). Then Gradgradu = S, skw S =0, and Curlg S = 0.

Proof. The statements in (a) and (b) are straightforward consequences of the fundamental

theorem of calculus and follow essentially the same lines as (a) and (b) of Proposition

12.12] Schwarz’s Lemma and the complex property show (c). O

Remark 12.23. Related to Proposition [12.22 we note with Lemma 1210 the following:
(i) Forv e C=3(Q) we have curlv = 2spn~! skw Grad v.
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(ii) If Qo is simply connected, Proposition[I2.23 (a), (iii) and (b), (iii) are equivalent
to Curl S = 0 and curlw = 0, respectively.

Similar to the first biharmonic complex, there exists an analogous version of Proposition
12.22] irrespective of the components. We only formulate the following slightly weaker
statement, which is an easy consequence of Proposition [[2.22

Corollary 12.24. Let w € C=?*(Q) and S € C>**3(Q).
(a) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C 2 closed, piecewise C"-curves [.SdX = 0.

(ii) There exists v € C*3(Q) such that Gradv = S.
(b) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Q closed, piecewise C'-curves fc(w,d)\> =0.
(ii) There exists u € C(Q2) such that gradu = w.
(c) Letv € C°3(Q) with Gradv = S as in (a), (ii) and let u € C*°(Q) with gradu = v
as in (b), (ii). Then Gradgradu = S, skw S =0, and Curlg S = 0.

Next, we turn to the exact construction of the Neumann fields for the second biharmonic
complex. Let j € {1,...,p}. For this, recall from the beginning of Section [[2 that 6; is

constant on each connected component Y, and Y, of T;\ F; and vanishes outside of TJ-J.
Moreover, let p be the polynomials from Section given by po(z) := 1 and pi(z) := xp,
for £ € {1,2,3}. We define the functions 6;; := 6,p; and note Gradgradf;; = 0 in
77777 o Lo\ Fy for all k€ {1,2,3}. Thus Gradgrad 6;; can be continuously extended by
zero to 0, € C33(Q) N L***(Q) with ©,, = 0 in all the neighbourhoods Y; of all the
surfaces Fy, [ € {1,...,p}.

Lemma 12.25. Let Assumption[I10.3 be satisfied. Then ©;, € ker(Curlg, 2).

Proof. Let & € ijf?)Xg(Q)- As supp ©;;, C Tj \ T, we can pick another cut-off function
p e CCOO(QF) with (p|supp®j7kﬂsupp<1> = 1. Then

(O, symCurly ©>L§,3><3(Q) = (O, symCurly (I)>L§,3x3(supp 6, 1 Msupp ®)

= ( Gradgrad 6, symCurlT(gocI)»L;ﬁm(QF) = ( Grad(grad 6; ), Curl(gocb)>L2’3x3(QF) =0

as @@, Curl(p®) € C3*3(Qp). O

Similar to the first biharmonic complex, we introduce a set of functionals.
For [, € {1,...,p} and k € {0,...,3} and for the curves (;,,,, € ¢; with the chosen
starting points x;9 € T and respective endpoints ;1 € T;; we can compute by Lemma

M2.27]
R 3 b,(0;) := / O rdA :/ Gradgrad 0, d A

G Cwl,O’xl,l

= grad 0, ;(x;1) — grad 0; ;(z10) = grad 0, (1)
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R 0, ifk=0,
= 05 grad py(z11) = o5 {ek, if k=1,2,3,
and

R > B0(O)k) = / (m11 — v, 05(y) dXy)
q]

= / <xl,1 — vy, Gradgrad 0; ;(v) d)\y>

Czl,()vzl,l

_ / { Gradgrad 6, d A, d \,)

Coy 00211 Cap 00w
= 0;1(z11) — O;0(z10) — (grad b (zi0), 211 — 10) = O 0(211)
1 ifk=0
— 5 ‘/\ — 5 . Y 7
Pk(T11) = 0y {(xl,l)k, if k€ {1,2,3}.
Thus, for [ € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {0,...,3} we have functionals (3, , given by
0 ifk=0
@‘ = b @ ¢ = (5 . ! ’
Pre@i) = (n(Oi); ) = b {&,k, if ke {1,2,3},
for ,j € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {1,2,3} and k € {0, 1,2,3}, as well as
B10(0k) = 61,500,k + 015(1 — dor) (21,1)k
for I, € {1,...,p} and k € {0,1,2,3}. Therefore, we have
(12.20)  Be(O;x) = 01300k + (1 = dox)de0drj(x11)k, 1,7 €1{1,...,p}, k£ €{0,1,2,3}.

Let Assumption [[0.2 be satisfied. For the second biharmonic complex, similar to (B.3]),
([33), we have the orthogonal decompositions

Lg’3X3(Q> — ran(Gradgrad’ Q) @Lé’gxg(ﬂ) ker(divbivs, Q)7

(12.21) "N
ker(Curls, ) = ran(Gradgrad, ©2) D250 () Hug (Q).

Remark 12.26. Lemma[82 shows dom(Gradgrad, Q) = H?(Q2). Thus, employing a con-
tradiction argument together with Rellich’s selection theorem, we obtain the Poincaré type
estimate

Je>0 Voe H*(Q)N (P;W)lﬁ(m || L2 < ] Grad grad ¢|2.3x3(q),
as Assumption [0 2 holds. Thus, the range in (I221) is closed.

Let 7w : L2%%(Q) — ker(divDivs, ) denote the orthogonal projector onto ker(divDivs, Q)
along ran(Gradgrad, ), see (IZZI). In particular, m(ker(Curls,)) = "HR}?SQ(Q). By
Lemma [[2.27] there exists some v, € H?(2) such that

Hg' () 3 76, = O, — Cradgrad ¢,
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(0, — Gradgrad %k)‘QF = Gradgrad(0;; — ¥;x)-

As 7—[?\%’2(9) C C=33(Q), see Lemma [[2.2, we conclude by 70, , 0, € C°3*3(Q) that
also Gradgrad ¢, , € C°**3(Q) and hence 1, € C*(Q). Hence all path integrals over the
closed curves (; are well-defined. Furthermore, we observe by Lemma [[2.27]

bi(Gradgrad ;) = [ Gradgrad ¢, d A = grad ¢, x(x 1) — grad ¢ ,(z1) =0
G

and

Bio(Gradgrad ¢ ;) = / (w11 — y, Gradgrad ¥;,(y) d Ay)

G
= / ( / Gradgrad ¢, d A\, d A, )
Cxl,l’xl,l Cwl,py

= i e(21) — Vi) — (grad (), v — a1) = 0.
Therefore, [ ,(Gradgrad ;) = 0 and by (I220) we get
(12.22)  Bie(mO;%) = Bre(©;1) — Bre(Gradgrad v i) = 61004 + (1 — S0.)00.0015 (1.1
forall ;7 € {1,...,p} and all £,k € {0,1,2,3}. We shall show that
(12.23) By = {n0;,:j€{1,....p}, k€{0,...,3}} CHNE(Q)
defines a basis of H%{‘SQ(Q).

Remark 12.27 (Characterisation by PDEs). Let j € {1,...,p} and k € {0,...,3}. Then
Yir € H* ()N (P,l)W)Lﬂ(Q) can be found by the variational formulation
Vo e H*(Q) (Gradgrad v; j,, Gradgrad ¢) r2.sx3(0) = (0, k, Gradgrad ¢) r2.sx3(q),

ice., ¥ = (A% y) " (divDivs Ok, O, xv|r, v+ Div O, 4|r), where A%y C divDivs Gradgrad
15 the bi-Laplacian with inhomogeneous Neumann type boundary conditions restricted to a
subset of H*(Q) N (PFl)W)lLQ(Q). Therefore,

70, = 0, — Gradgrad v ;
= @Lk — Gradgrad(A?VN)’l ( diVDng @j,ka @j,kV|p, v - DIV @j,k|F) .
In classical terms, 1; 1 solves the biharmonic Neumann problem

AQQ/}ng = diVDiVS @M m Q,

(Gradgrad ¢, )v = O, v on T,
v - DivGradgrady,, =v-DivO;; on T,
(12.24)
V=0 forle{l,... ,n},
Q

/ rip(x)d A, =0 forle{l,...,n}, Ce{1,2,3},
971
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which 1s uniquely solvable.

Lemma 12.28. Let Assumptions[10.2d and[10.3 be satisfied. Then Hb'h 2( ) = lin B?\i,h’Q.

Proof. Let H € H?\}t‘éQ(Q) = ker(divDivg, ) Nker(Curlg, Q) C C>%73(9), see Lemma TZ2
With the above introduced functions 8,9 and b, I € {1,...,p}, we recall

R3 5 by(H) = Hd)\

RS fio(H /<xl1 g, Hy)d),),

and define for [ € {1,...,p} the numbers
Yo = ne(H) = (bi(H),e") = Bo(H e {1,2,3},

Y0 = ’Vlo( 510 Zﬁlk 3711
We shall show that
P 3
H?\',?SQ(Q) >5H:=H - Z Z%’,kﬂ@jk =0 1in Q.
j=1 k=0

Similar to the proof of Lemma [[2.6], the aim is to prove that there exists u € H*(§2) such
that Gradgradu = H, since then

|ﬁ|i§,3x3(ﬂ) = (Gradgradu,ﬁ>L§,3x3(Q) = 0.

For this, we shall apply Corollary and Remark to S = H. By (I222) we
observe for ¢ € {1,2,3} and [ € {1,...,p}

(/CﬁdA)f(/ﬁdA,e%:(bl(ﬁ),e@ — Bu(H

3
= Bi(H Z Z% kBLe(mO k) = Ve — Z Z’Vj,k@,j&,k =0.

j=1 k=0 Jj=1 k=0

Note that H € ker(Curl, ) N C°**3(Q). Thus by Assumption (A.1) for any closed
piecewise C'-curve ¢ in

(12.25) /ﬁ[dA = 0.
¢

By Corollary [2Z24 (a), we find v € C*°3(€2) such that Gradv = H. Next, let { € {1,...,p}.
Then, with (.0, € G C Qo for some Qg € cc(€2), we obtain with ¢ := v(z;1) € R? for all
T E(

v(x) =v(x) —v(z) + / Gradvd A +c= Hd\+c

SR Cap g
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and

3
/(c,dA} = Zq/<gradxg,d)\> = 0.
G /=1 G

We consider the closed curve ¢; as the closed curve ¢, , »,, with circulation 1 along ¢;. By

Lemma [I2.27] the definition of £, and (I222)) we have

/@,d»:/( Hd)d)\,) = { Hd)d),)
G G Cop gy Cop 1m0 Coyp 10y
<9€z,1 - Y ﬁ(?/) d>‘y> = 51,0( = Bro(H ZZ% kB1,0(TO; k)
G j=1 k=0
= Bo(H ZZ’M 01,500,k + (1 = Go.) 015 (z01)k)
7j=1 k=0

= Bio(H) %o—Z%k (z1,1)k = Bro(H 'YIO_Zﬁlk )(@,1)r = 0.

Note that v € ker(curl, ) N C*3(Q) by Remark (i) as Gradv = H e L33 (9).
Therefore, by Assumption (A.1) for any closed piecewise C'-curve ¢ in

(12.26) /(v, dA) = 0.
¢
Hence, by Corollary (b), we find v € C*°(§2) with grad v = v and thus

Gradgradu = Gradv = H € C®3*3(Q) N L33 (9).

Similar to the end of the proof of Lemma[IT2.0] elliptic regularity and, e.g., [I5, Theorem 2.6
(1)] or [1, Theorem 3.2 (2)] show that v € C*3(Q) together with Gradv € L*»3*3(Q) imply
v € HY(Q). Then, analogously, u € C*(Q) and gradu = v € L*3(Q) imply u € H*(Q)
and hence u € H?(f2), completing the proof. O

Lemma 12.29. Let Assumption [I2 and Assumption [I0.3 be satisfied. Then B?\i,h’z is
linearly independent.

p 3
Proof. Let v; € R, j € {1,...,p}, and k € {0,...,3} be such that ZZ%,kW@M =0.

j=1 k=0
Then (I222) implies for [ € {1,...,p}

p 3

=D Be(™Ok) = e, te{1,2,3},
j=1 k=0
p

3 3
= ikBre(mO8) = w0+ Y nk(T)k = Mo, =0,

j=1 k=0 k=1
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finishing the proof. U

Theorem 12.30. Let Assumptions [I0.2A and (LT3 be satisfied. Then dim ”Hb'h 2(Q) = 4p
and a basis of ?—lb'hQ( ) is given by (IZ23).
Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma [2.29 O

12.4. Neumann Tensor Fields of the Elasticity Complex. The concluding example
for our general construction principle is the elasticity complex. Again, we require some
preparations regarding integration along curves and the operators involved in the elasticity
complex. We need the formulas providing the interaction of matrix and vector analytic
operations as outlined in Lemma (in particular, note we defined spn there.)

In Lemma [[2.37] below for a tensor field S and a parametrisation ¢ € Cé\;f([(), 1]) of a
curve ( in 2 we define

/spn ((Curl S) " (y) dA)(z —y) = /0 spn <(Curl S)T(cp(t))cp'(t)) (z— (1)) dt.

¢

Lemma 12.31. Let z,z9 € 2 and let (5, C Q be a piecewise C'-curve connecting zo to
T.

(i) Let v e C>*3(Q). Then v and its rotation curlv can be represented by
1
v(x) —v(xg) — i(curlv(azo)) X (x — xp)

= / symGradvd X\ + spn (Curl symGradv) " d )\) dA,

Czo x CIO T Czo Y

and

curlv(z) — curlv(zg) = 2/ (CurlsymGradv) " d A.

Cwo,x

(ii) Let S € C°3*3(Q). Then

/ spn ((Curl S)TdA) d A, —/ spn ((Curl S) " (y) dA,) (z — y).
Czg,a / Cagy

Cwo,x

Proof. For (i), let
S :=symGrad v = Grad v — skw Grad v

and observe 2 Curl S = —2 Curl skw Grad v = (Grad curlv) " by Lemma . Thus

vg(x) — v(0) = / (grad vg, d \), ke {1,2,3},

CJC(),SC

v(x) —v(zg) = / Gradvd A,

CJC(),SC

curlv(z) — curl v(zg) = / Gradcurlvd A = 2/ (Curl S)T d A

Cxo,x Caco ,T
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Therefore, by Lemma [12.10
v(x) — (o)

:/ Gradvd)\:/ symGradvd)\+/ skw Gradvd A

Cag,z (oo Cog,e

1
- / symGradvd A + 3 / spn curlv(y) d A,

CIO »T Czo ,T

1
= SdA+ 5/ spn curl v(zg) d A, + / spn (/ (Curl S)TdA)d A,

Cac(),x Caco T Cxo T Cxo y

1
= Sd)\+§/ spn curl v(zg) d A, + spn ((Curl S)TdA) d A,

Cac(),x Caco T Cxo T Cxo Y

Moreover, with ¢ € C’;\;f([(), 1]) parametrising Cxoxﬁ

1
/ spncurlv(zg) d A, = / (spncurlv(zo))¢'(s)ds
Czg,z 0
= (spncurlv(zg))(z — z9) = (curlv(zo)) x (z — o).
, we compute

For (
/ / spn ((Curl S)TdA) d A, —/ / spn ( CurlS)Td)\)>g0'(s)ds
Cacoac xoy

wo @(s)

= [ ([ son (a9 o)) a)oras
- / “spn ((Curl $)T (p(1)#/ (1)) / ) dsdr

= [ oon ()7 (o)1) & - o(0) a

_ / spn ((Curl )T () d ) (z — y)

Cag,z

with ¢ from above. 0J
Proposition 12.32. Let 2y € Qo € cc(Q) and let S, T € C™33(Qy).

(a) The following conditions are equivalent:

Alternatively, we can compute with Id = Grady

/ spncurlv(zg) dA, = Spncurlv(:co)/ Gradyd A, = (spncurlv(zo))(z — z0).
~———

Cagie Cag.a
© =(spncurlv(zg))Id °
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(i) For all ¢ C Qq closed, piecewise C'-curves

/(Curl SYTdA=0.
¢

(ii) For all (o, ZW C Qg piecewise Ct-curves connecting xo with x

/ (CuﬂS)TdA:/~ (Curl S)" d A

Czg,a Cag .z

(iii) There exists w € C*3(Qy) such that Gradw = (Curl §)".
In the case one of the above conditions is true

(12.27) r— w(x) = / (Curl )" d A
Czo,z
for some (py C Qo piecewise C'-curve connecting xo with x is a (well-defined)
possible choice for w in (iii).
(b) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Qq closed, piecewise C-curves

/TdAzO.
¢

(ii) For all Cyy o, me C Q piecewise Ct-curves connecting xy with

/ TdN= /~ TdA.
Czo,z Czo,z

(iii) There exists v € C°3(Qy) such that Gradv =T.
In the case one of the above conditions is true

(12.28) r—o(x) = / TdA
Czg,

for some (py C Qo piecewise C'-curve connecting xo with x is a (well-defined)
possible choice for v in (iii).

(c) Let T := S + spnw with w € C®3(Qp) and Gradw = (Curl S)" as in (a), (iii).
Moreover, let v € C°3(Qy) with Gradv =T as in (b), (iii). Then
(i) skwS =0,
(ii) symGradv = S

are equivalent. In either case, we have
1
(12.29) CurlCurlg S =0, Gradw = 3 Grad curl v.

Proof. The proofs of (a) and (b) are easy (fundamental theorem of calculus) and follow in
a similar way to Propositions For (c), we compute symGradv = sym7T = sym S.
Hence (i) and (ii) are equivalent. Finally, if (i) or (ii) is true, then by the complex property

CurlCurl" S = CurlCurl " symGrad v = 0,
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and we conclude Grad w = (Curlsym Gradv)" = 1 Grad curlv by Lemma [2.10 O

The respective result for the whole of €2 reads as follows.

Corollary 12.33. Let S, T € C>3*3(Q).

(a) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Q closed, piecewise C'-curves fC(Curl S)YTdA=0.

(ii) There exists w € C*3(Q) such that Gradw = (Curl S)T.
(b) The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) For all ¢ C Q closed, piecewise C'-curves fCTd)‘ =0.

(ii) There exists v € C*3(Q) such that Gradv = T.

(c) Let T = S + spnw with w € C*3(Q) and Gradw = (CurlS)" as in (a), (ii).
Moreover, let v € C*3(Q) with Gradv =T as in (b), (ii). Then skw S =0 in Q if
and only if symGradv = S in €.

Remark 12.34. Related to Proposition [12.33 and Corollary [I12.33 we note with Lemma
1214 the following:
(i) For S € C%3(Q) and T := S + spnw with Gradw = (Curl S)7 it holds

Curl T = Curl S + (divw) Id —((Curl §) ") " = tr Gradw = tr Curl S = tr Curlskw S = 0.

(ii) If Qo is simply connected, Proposition 1232 (a), (iii) and (b), (i) are equivalent
to Curl(Curl S)" = 0 and Curl T = 0, respectively.

Next, we provide the construction of the basis tensor fields for the Neumann fields
for the elasticity complex. Let j € {1,...,p}. From the beginning of Section recall
that #; is constant on each connected component Y;, and Y;; of Y, \ F; and vanishes

outside of ijl. Let 7) be the rigid motions (Nedelec fields) from Section [T.4] given by
Te(x) = ¥ x z = spn(e®)z and Ty 3(z) = ek' for k € {1,2,3}. We define the vector

.....

symCrad 6, can be continuously extended by zero to ©,, € C°*3(Q) N L**(Q) with
©,r = 0 in all the neighbourhoods Y, of all surfaces F;, [ € {1,...,p}.

Lemma 12.35. Let Assumption [I0.3 be satisfied. Then O € ker(CurlCurld , Q).

Proof. Let ® € C’:’ggxg(ﬁ). As supp O, C Tj \ T; we can pick another cut-off function
v € CX(Qp) with go\supp@j’kmsupp@ = 1. Then
T T
(O 1, CurlCurlg ®>L§,3><3(Q) = (0,1, CurlCurlg ¢>L§’3X3(Supp@jykﬂsupp¢)

= (symGrad 6, CurlCurlg(goé»Lé,gxg(QF) = ( Grad 6, CurlCurl;(cpCI)»L;,gxg(QF)

= < Grad , ;, Curl (Curl(go@))T> =0

L2,3><3(QF)

as @, CurlCurld (p®) € Cf%’?’xg(QF) by Lemma O
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Next, we construct functionals similar to the previous sections. Here, however, due to
the complex structure, we need six times as many (instead of four) as for the de Rham
complex. For starters, note that for [, € {1,...,p} and k € {1,...,6} and for the curves
Capo2, © G With the chosen starting points z;9 € Yo and respective endpoints z;; € T
we can computd] by Lemma 23]

R® > ,(0;) == / (Curl®;,) " d A = / (CurlsymGrad 6;;) " d A
G Cay 00211

1 1 1
=35 curl 0; (z11) — 3 curl 0; (z10) = 3 curl 0; (1)

1 ~ ¢, if ke {1,2,3)
_ _5 ) 1 _ 5 ) ) ) “y 9
20 curl (@) = 0 {o, it k € {4,5,6),

and

R 3 0(0;) == / O rd )+ / spn ((Curl ©;,) " (y) dA,) (21,1 — y)

G G
= / symGrad 0, d A
Czl,()’””l,l

+ / spn ((Curl symGrad 0;x) (y)d Ay) (211 — y)

Czl,()’””l,l

= / < symGrad 6; (y)

Czl,()’””l,l

+ / spn ((CurlsymGrad 6;;) " d A)) d A,

Caclyo,y
1
= 9j,k(£171,1) - j,k(ﬂfl,o) - 5 curl 9j,k(l’l,0) X (1’1,1 - SL’l,o) = j,k(ﬂfm)

R ek x xpq, ifke{1,2,3},
= OuTk(T1) = Oy {e“ itk e {4,5,6)

Thus, for [ € {1,...,p} and £ € {1,...,6} we have functionals (3, given by

O;k), €, if L€ {1,2,3} .
O, ;) = (@(O), '), b e{l,... ke{l,. .. 6}
ﬁl,f( ],k) {<bl(@j7k),6Z3>, ifle {4,5,6}, J { ) 7p}7 { ) ’ }

8Note that curl 7, = 2¢* for k € {1,2,3}, since, e.g.,

3

curl 7 (z) = curl (e! x x) = curl (z2 ¢! x e + x3e! x €3) = curl (z2€® — x3€?)

= grad (12) x €3 — grad (z3) x e? = €? x € — €3 x e? = 2¢.



INDEX OF MIXED ORDER DIRAC-TYPE OPERATORS 7

Then for [,j € {1,...,p} and for ¢ € {1,2,3}

(¢F,¢) = bu, il k€ {1,2,3},
o1 ’
51@ <al > l,j {<0’ e£> =0, if k e {4, 5>6},

ie.,
ﬁl,ﬁ(@j,k) = 517]'5(,]9, ke {1, RN 6},
and for ¢ € {4,5,6}

= ((O;), ) = by {<e’“ X apy,e0) = (e x ek ), if ke {1,2,3},
- J

l® (eF73,e73) = by, if k € {4,5,6},

ie.,
Bie(Ojk) = 01,300 + 015 (01k + 26 + 03.0) (T11) 57 ke{l,..., 6},

where we define
3

(@11) 57 = (e x e¥ ap) = Z(eé’?’ x ¥ e (1)

i=1

(211);,  Fi€{1,2,3}:(¢—3,k,i) even permutation of (1,2,3),

=< —(x1);, Fi€{1,2,3}: (¢ —3,k,i) odd permutation of (1,2, 3),
0, Vi e {1,2,3)

=0if¢—3=korte{1,2,3}ork € {4,5,6}. Therefore, we have

: (¢ — 3, k,1) no permutation of (1,2,3).

In particular, (z11),—

ey
forl,j € {1,...,p}and k, 0 € {1,...,6}
(12.30) Bie(Ojk) = 0,30¢p + 01(201) =53,
. = 01,00k + 61j (004 + 605 + 006) (01,6 + 02 + O31) (1 — 5#3&)(%1)@-

Let Assumption [[0.2] be satisfied. For the elasticity complex, similar to ([B.3]), (8.3), see

also (I12.2)), (I211)), (IZ21]), we have the orthogonal decompositions
L%3(Q) = ran(symGrad, Q) Dp2exs ) ker(Divs, ),

(12.31) . |
ker(CurlCurls , ) = ran(symGrad, Q) @ 213 o) HY5(€).

Remark 12.36. [31, Lemma 3.2] yields dom(symGrad, Q) = H'3(Q). Thus, as before,
a combination of Rellich’s selection theorem and a contradiction argument implies the
Poincaré type estimate

1,2
de>0 Voe Hl’?’(Q) N RMPWL ) |¢|L2,3(Q) < C| symGrad ¢|L2,3x3(9).
Thus, the range in (I2Z31)) is closed.
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Let m: L3%3(Q) — ker(Divs, €2) denote the orthogonal projector along ran(symGrad, )
according to (IZ31). We infer 7 (ker(CurlCurlg,)) = H¥%(€2). Thus, using Lemma
1235 for all j € {1,...,p} and k € {1,...,6} we find ¥;, € H"*(Q2) such that

’H;',aS(Q) 570, = 0, —symGrad 5, (0,r—symGrad %k)’ﬂp = symGrad (0 — ;).

Next, Lemma [2.2 implies H375(€2) € C°%3(Q). Thus, 76,4, 0, € C°*3(Q) implies
symGrad ¢, € C*3(Q) and hence 1, € C=3(Q2). Therefore, all path integrals over
the closed curves (; are well-defined. Furthermore, we observe by Lemma 1237

a;(symGrad ¢, ;) = / (Curl symGrad ;)" d A
G

1
= i(curl Yin(z1) — curl (1)) =0,

and

bi(symGrad ¢, ;) = / symGrad 1, , d A
G

+ / spn ((Curl symGrad wjvk)T(y) d )\y) (i1 —y)
G

- / ( symGrad ¢, (v)

Czl,pzz,l

+ / spn ((Curl symGrad ;)" d )\)) d A,

Czl’lyy
1
= Yn(T1) — i) — 5 curl gy p(z1) X (20 — 271) = 0.
2

Hence, f;¢(symGrad ;) = 0 and by ([2.30)

Bie(mO;k) = B1e(Ojx) — Bre(symGrad v r) = B1e(Ojx) = 01,560k + 51,]'(3%,1)@
= 01,70 + 01,5 (0¢.a + Oe5 + O0,6) (01, + Oz + O3.00) (1 — Op—s.00) (T01) =53,

foralll,j € {1,...,p} and all £,k € {1,...,6}. We shall show that

(12.33) By = {m0;n:je{l,....p}, ke {1,...,6}} C HVs(Q)

defines a basis of H{?s(€2).
The tensor fields O, being constructed explicitly, we provide a way of finding v, ;. by
means of solutions of PDEs.
Remark 12.37 (Characterisation by PDEs). Let j € {1,...,p} and k € {1,...,6}. Then
i
i€ HB(Q)N RMP\,fQ’B(Q) can be found by solving the following elasticity PDE formulated
in the standard variational formulation

Vo e H3(Q) (symGrad 1 1, symGrad ¢) 12.3x3(0) = (01, symGrad @) 23x3(q),

(12.32)
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e, Vi = AS_}V(Dng@j7k,@j,kl/|p), where Agy C DivgsymGrad is the ‘symmetric’
Laplacian with inhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions restricted to a subset of

L
H3(Q) N RMpt @ Therefore,
70, = 0, —symGrad ¢, , = O, — symGrad AS_}V(DiVS O; 1, @j7k7/|1").
In classical terms, 1; 1 solves the Neumann elasticity problem
—Ag’g/)jJC = — Dng @j,k m Q,

(Grad ¢ )v = O; v on T,
(12.34) / (t5)e = 0 forle {1,...n}, (€{1,23},
9
/ (x X @/)j,k(x))zd)\l, =0 forle{l,...,n}, (€{1,2, 3},
9)

which 1s uniquely solvable.

Lemma 12.38. Let Assumptions I0.2 and 103 be satisfied. Then H3?s(2) = lin BY?.

Proof Let H € H5(Q) = ker(Divs, ) N ker(CurlCurld , Q) C C>%3(9), see Lemma
| With the above introduced functionals a; and by, [ € {1,...,p}, we recall

R® > q)(H) = /(CurlH)Td)\,

G
R*>h(H)= | HdX +/ spn ((Curl H) " (y) dA) (21,1 — v),
G G
and define for [ € {1,...,p} the numbers
Ve = Ye(H) = (as(H £> = Bie(H for ¢ € {1,2,3},

Yo = Ye(H) : < Zﬁlk )ek x x4, e €_3>

= Bie(H Zﬁzk (@1,1) =5 for £ € {4,5,6},

where we recall (:10171)253\71,C = (0p4 + 0r5 + 60,6) (01, + O2p + d34)(1 — 5g_37k)(l’l71)ﬁ3\7k by
definition, see (IZ30). We shall show that

P 6
'Hela s(Q) > H:=H— Z Z%}kﬁ@j,k =0 in Q.
j=1 k=1
Similar to the proof of Lemma (or M2.18 [2.28)) the aim is to prove the existence of
v € H'3(Q) such that symGradv = H, since then

|ﬁ[|i§»3><3( ) <SymGrad'U H) 23><3( ): O
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For the construction of v, we apply Corollary and Remark (23 to S = H. In order
to show condition Corollary (a), (i), we observe for [ € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {1,2,3}

by ([2.32)
(/(Curlf[)Td)\)z = (al<ﬁ))g = 51,2( = Bie(H Zi% kB1,e(mO; 1)

G j=1 k=1
p

6
=M, — Z Z Vi k01,50¢k = 0.

j=1 k=1

Note that Curl(Curl H)" = CwrlCurl] H = 0, ie., (Curl H)T € ker(Curl) N C°33(Q).
Thus, by Assumption (A.1) for any closed piecewise C''-curve ¢ in {2

(12.35) /(Curlﬁ)TdA = 0.
¢
Hence, by Corollary (a), (ii), there exists w € C°3(2) such that

Gradw = (Curl ﬁI)T

We define T := H+spnw. Let I € {1,...,p}. Then Cay o, € G € Qo for some Oy € cc(2).
With ¢ := w(z;;) € R* we compute for all z € (

w(z) =w(r) —w(r,)+c= / Gradwd A+ ¢ = / (Curl]/-\I)Td)\ +c,

Czl’l,z Czl’l,z

and

/(spnc)d)\:(spnc)/ldd)\:(spnc)/Gradxd)\x:O.

G G G
Again, we consider the curve ¢; as the closed curve (y, , +,, with circulation 1 along ¢;. By
Lemma [[2.31] and by the definition of b, we have for [ € {1,...,p}

/Td)\: ﬁd)\+/(spnw)d)\
G G G

ﬁIdA+/ spn(/ (Curlﬁ)TdA)dAy
q] G

] 1,271 Czl,py

Hd\ +/ spn ((Curlf[)T(y) AN (z1 —y) = b(H).
G G

Hence, for ¢ € {4,5,6} we get by (12.32)

</cl Td)\>£—3 = ; TdA ™) = <bl(ﬁ)>6€_3> = 5l,z(ﬁ)

p 6

—515 ZZ’VM@@ W@gk

7=1 k=1



INDEX OF MIXED ORDER DIRAC-TYPE OPERATORS 81

= B(H ZZ’W 5135M+51J(5611) )

=1 k=1
3
= Bo(H) = 1e— Y (T01) =5
k=1

= Bie(H %z-Zﬁlk N@11) =57, = 0.

Therefore, [ TdA =0 for all I € {1,...,p}. Note that T" € ker(Curl) N C=***(Q2) by

Remark [2Z3 as S = H € O 3(Q) and T = S +spnw with Gradw = (CurlﬁI)T. Thus,
by Assumption (A.1) for any closed piecewise C'-curve ¢ in (2

(12.36) /Td)\ — 0.
¢

Hence, by the symmetry of H and Corollary (b), (c), there exists v € C*3(Q2) such
that Gradv = T as well as symGradv = H. Similar to the end of the proof of Lemma
M2.4 elliptic regularity and, e.g., [I5 Theorem 2.6 (1)] or [I, Theorem 3.2 (2)] show that
v € C°3(Q) with symGradv € L2 273(Q) implies v € H3(Q), completing the proof. (Let
us note that v € H'3(Q) implies also T € L**3(Q) and hence w € L*3(Q).) O

Lemma 12.39. Let Assumption [I0A and Assumption 103 be satisfied. Then BS? is
linearly independent.

p 6
Proof. Let v;, € R, j € {1,...,p}, k € {1,...,6}, be such that Znyj,kw@J-,k = 0.

Then (I232) implies for [ € {1,...,p} e
6
0= i Z’Yj,kﬁl,z(ﬂ@j,k) = V1,05 (e {1,2,3},
=1 k=1
O_ZZ%kﬁlz (70k) —%z+2%k (1,1) =53 = Nt t€{4,5,6},
1 k=1
finishing thje proof. O

Theorem 12.40. Let Assumptions [02 and [II3 be satisfied. Then dim H3s(Q) = 6p
and a basis of H37s(Q) is given by [IZ33).
Proof. Use Lemma and Lemma [[2.39. O

13. CONCLUSION

The index theorems presented rest on the abstract construction principle provided in [7]
and the results on the newly found biharmonic complex from [29] B0] and the elasticity
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complex from [31), B2]. With this insight it is possible to construct basis fields for the
generalised harmonic Dirichlet and Neumann tensor fields. The number of basis fields of the
considered cohomology groups provide additional topological invariants. The construction
of the generalised Dirichlet fields being somewhat similar to the de Rham complex, the
same for the generalised Neumann fields requires some more machinery particularly relying
on the introduction of Poincaré maps defining the functionals.

Furthermore, we have outlined numerical strategies to compute the generalised Neumann
and Dirichlet fields in practice. In passing we have also provided a set of Friedrichs—Poincaré
type estimates and included variable coefficients relevant for numerical studies.

All these constructions heavily rely on the choice of boundary conditions and we em-
phasise that the considered mixed order operators cannot be viewed as leading order plus
relatively compact perturbation, when it comes to computation of the Fredholm index. In
particular, techniques from pseudo-differential calculus successfully applied to obtain index
formulas for operators defined on non-compact manifolds or compact manifolds without
boundary, see e.g. [12] [13], are likely to be very difficult to be applicable in the present
situation. It would be interesting to see, whether the operators considered above defined
on an unbounded domain enjoy similar index formulas (maybe a comparable Witten index
of some sort) even though the operator itself might not be of Fredholm type anymore.
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