WECK’S SELECTION THEOREM: THE MAXWELL COMPACTNESS PROPERTY
FOR BOUNDED WEAK LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS WITH MIXED BOUNDARY
CONDITIONS IN ARBITRARY DIMENSIONS
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ABSTRACT. It is proved that the space of differential forms with weak exterior- and co-derivative, is
compactly embedded into the space of square integrable differential forms. Mixed boundary conditions on
weak Lipschitz domains are considered. Furthermore, canonical applications such as Maxwell estimates,
Helmholtz decompositions and a static solution theory are proved. As a side product and crucial tool
for our proofs we show the existence of regular potentials and regular decompositions as well.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this contribution is to prove a compact embedding, so called “Weck’s selection theorem”
or (generalized) Maxwell compactness property [27, 28] 23], of differential g-forms with weak exterior
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and co-derivative into the space of square integrable g-forms subject to mixed boundary conditions on
bounded weak Lipschitz domains Q C RY, i.e.,

E)lzT (Q)Ne AL (Q) = L>(Q)

is compact. The main result is given by Theorem 4.8 Here N > 2 and 0 < ¢ < N are natural numbers,
the dimension of the domain € and the rank of the differential forms, respectively. This generalises the
results from [1], where bounded weak Lipschitz domains in the classical setting of R3 were considered. In
fact, the results from [I] can be recovered by setting N =3 and ¢ =1 or ¢ = 2.

Similar results for strong Lipschitz domains in three dimensions can be found in [10}[7]. For a historical
overview of the mathematical treatment of Weck’s selection theorem (Maxwell compactness property)
see [T, 12 24] and the literature cited therein. In particular, let us mention the important papers
27, 26, 23 2, BI, 10, 24]. We emphasise that in [3I] Witsch was able to go even beyond Lipschitz
regularity (p-cusps). In [29] Weck applied Witsch’s ideas to the theory of elasticity.

The central role of compact embeddings of this type can for example be seen in connection with
Hilbert space complexes, where the compact embeddings immediately provide closed ranges, solution
theories by continuous inverses, Friedrichs/Poincaré-type estimates, and access to Hodge-Helmholtz-type
decompositions, Fredholm theory, div-curl-type lemmas, and a-posteriori error estimation, see [20],[19, 21].
In exterior domains, where local versions of the compact embeddings hold, one obtains radiation solutions
(scattering theory) with the help of Eidus’ limiting absorption principle [4] 5] [6], see [13| 14} 15 17, 16 [18].
We elaborate on some of these applications in our Section

Finally we note that by the same arguments as in [23] our results extend to Riemannian manifolds.

2. NOTATIONS, PRELIMINARIES AND OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

Let © ¢ RY be a bounded weak Lipschitz domain. For a precise definition of weak Lipschitz domains,
see Definitions 23] and In short, Q is an N-dimensional C%!-submanifold of RY with boundary,
i.e., a manifold with Lipschitz atlas. Let ' := 9, which is itself an (N — 1)-dimensional Lipschitz-
manifold without boundary, consist of two relatively open subsets I'; and I',, such that I'; UT,, =T and
I'; NT, = 0. The separating set I'> N T, (interface) will be assumed to be a, not necessarily connected,
(N — 2)-dimensional Lipschitz-submanifold of I". We shall call (2,T';) a weak Lipschitz pair.

We will be working in the framework of alternating differential forms, see for example [9]. The vector
space C*(12) is defined as the subset of C°4(€2), the set of smooth alternating differential forms of rank
q, having compact support in 2. Together with the inner product

<E,H>|_2,q(Q) ZZ/E/\*H
Q

it is an inner product spacd]. We may then define L>%(Q) as the completion of C°7(2) with respect to
the corresponding norm. L*9(Q) can be identified with those q-forms having L?-coefficients with respect
to any coordinate system. Using the weak version of Stokes’ theorem

(1) (AE, H)2at1(q) = —(B,0 H)2a(q), B €C®9(Q), He Q)
weak versions of the exterior derivative and co-derivative can be defined. Here d is the exterior derivative,
§ = (=1)N@=Dxd x the co-derivative and + the Hodge-star-operator on . We thus introduce the Sobolev
(Hilbert) spaces (equipped with their natural graph norms)
DI(Q) = {Eel*(Q):dEe > (Q)}, AYQ):={Eecl*>(Q):6Eel> (Q)}
in the distributional sense. It holds
*DI(Q) = ANTUQ),  *AY(Q) =DV "YQ).
We further define the test forms
Q) == {pla : ¢ € CYRY), dist(suppy,T;) > 0}

and note that C;Oq(ﬂ) = C>4(Q). We now take care of boundary conditions. First we introduce strong
boundary conditions as closures of test forms by

DY(£2) A1(Q)

@ DL (@) :=CrUQ) . AL (Q)=CTI(Q)

LFor simplicity we work in a real Hilbert space setting.
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For the full boundary case I'; =T (resp. I', =T') we set

DY(Q) :=D{ (), AY(Q):= AL ().
Furthermore, we define weak boundary conditions in the spaces
DY (Q) == {E € DUQ) : (E,6¢)20(0) = —(d B, ) 20411 for all g € CZ2I7H(Q)],
AL (Q) = {H € AYQ) : (H,dg)2a0) = (6 H, @) 20-1() for all p € CF7971(Q)},
and again for T'; =T (resp. I', =T') we set

DY(Q) := D% (), AY(Q):= Al ().
We note that in definitions (I) and () the smooth test forms can by mollification be replaced by their
respective Lipschitz continuous counterparts, e.g. Cf’i () can be replaced by CO’l’q(Q). Similarly, in
definition (@) the smooth test forms can by completion be replaced by their respective closures, i.e.,
C;OU’QH(Q) and C;OT’q_l(Q) can be replaced by Aqrtl(Q) and D%:l(Q), respectively. In ([2) and (@) homo-
geneous tangential and normal traces on I';, respectively I',,, are generalised. Clearly

DL (@) C DL (), AL (@) C AL ()

and it will later be shown that in fact equality holds under our regularity assumptions on the boundary.
In case of full boundary conditions the equality even holds without any assumptions on the regularity of
the boundary, as can be seen by a short functional analytic argument, see [I], but which is unavailable
for the mixed boundary case.

We define the closed subspaces

DI(Q):={FeDiQ): dE=0}, A{Q):={FecAiQ):6E=0}
as well as 5%770(9) = Io)l'iT () N D{(2) and A%WO(Q) = Al'iu () N AY(2). Analogously for the weak

spaces
Di ,(Q):=D{ (QNDJQ), AL ((Q):=AL (Q)NALQ).

In addition to the latter canonical Sobolev spaces we will also need the classical Sobolev spaces for
the Euclidean components of g-forms. Note that 2, together with the global identity chart, is an N-
dimensional Riemannian manifold. In particular, ¢-forms F € LQ’Q(Q) can be represented globally in
Cartesian coordinates by their components Ey,ie., E=), E rdz’. Here we use the ordered multi index
notation dz! = dz® A---Adaa for I = (iy,...,i4) € {1,..., N}9. The inner product for E, H € L>%(Q) is
given by

(B H)sagoy = [ BA* =3 [ ity = (1 Hiego) = (B o)
7 2

1
where we introduce the vector proxy notation

- N
E = [Er); € (4 RYY), N, := ( )
q

For k € N we can now define the Sobolev space H®9(Q) as the subset of L*(Q2) having each component
Er in H*(Q). In these cases, we have for |a| < k

0°E =7 0°Erdx’ and (B, H)y,q = > (0°E,0°H) 24

0<al<k
and we use the vector proxy notation also for the gradient, i.e.,
VE = [0,E]ns = [..VEr..]r € L2(Q;RN*Na),
In particular, for E, H € H14(Q)

N
(B, H) o)y = (B, H)2a(q) Z (OB, 0nH) 2000y = Y ( /EIHIJFZ/ OnE10nHr)
= i Q

= Z EIaHI>L2(Q) + <VEIavHI>L2(Q) < 5 >L2(Q) + <VE vH)LZ(Q) <E ﬁ)Hl(Q)
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Boundary conditions for H14(Q)-forms can again be defined strongly and weakly, i.e., by closure
i) = G
and by integration by parts
HE(Q) = {E € HY(Q) : (B, 00 d)12(0) = —(On Er, d)12(0 for all n, T and all ¢ € C° (Q)},
respectively. Le us also introduce the following Sobolev type spaces
D*(Q): = {E € H*(Q) : dE € HM7T1(Q)},
AP1Q) = {E e HM(Q) : B e HH171(Q)}.
Remark 2.1. We emphasise that by switching I'; and T, we can define the respective boundary conditions

on the other part of the boundary as well. Moreover, all definitions of our spaces extend literally to any
open subset Q C RY and any relatively open complementary boundary pairs T'r and T,,.

Finally we introduce our transformations .

Definition 2.2. A transformation ¢ : L*>9(Q) — L*>9(Q) will be called admissible, if € is bounded,
symmetric, and uniformly positive definite. More precisely, € is a self-adjoint operator on LQ’Q(Q) and
there exists £, > 0 such that for all E € L>9(Q)

gleEli2a(q) < [El2aq) < E\/(EE, E)24(q)-

2.1. Lipschitz Domains. Let O C RY be a bounded domain with boundary I' := 9Q. We introduce
the setting we will be working in. Define (cf. Figure[2)

I:=(-1,1), B:=1I" cR", By :={z€ B : +xy > 0}, By:={x € B : zy =0},
BO,i = {.T € By : £z1 > 0}, BO7O = {.T €By:x1 = 0}

Definition 2.3 (weak Lipschitz domain). Q is called weak Lipschitz, if the boundary T is a Lipschitz
submanifold of the manifold Q, i.e., there exist a finite open covering Ui, ..., Ux C RN of ' and vector
fields ¢y : Uy, — B, such that fork=1,..., K

(i) ér € COY(Uy, B) is bijective and ¢y, := ¢, " € COL(B,Uy),

(ii) d)k(Uk n Q) =B_
hold.

Remark 2.4. Fork=1,...,K we have ¢3(Ux \ Q) = By and ¢, (Ux NT) = By.

Definition 2.5 (weak Lipschitz domain and weak Lipschitz interface). Let Q be weak Lipschitz. A
relatively open subset Iy of T' is called weak Lipschitz, if T+ is a Lipschitz submanifold of T, i.e., there
are an open covering Uy, ..., Ux CRY of ' and vector fields ¢y := Uy — B, such that fork=1,..., K
and in addition to (i), (i) in Definition[2.3 one of

(iii) Uy NT, =0,

(iii') UxyNT, =UxNT = ¢(UxNT;) = By,

(1ii") 0 AU, NT, £2U,NT = ¢ (U.NT;) =By —
holds. We define T, :=T'\ T, to be the relatively open complement of T';.

Definition 2.6 (weak Lipschitz pair). A pair (2,T';) conforming to Definitions[Z.3 and[Z3 will be called
weak Lipschitz.

Remark 2.7. If (Q,T;) is weak Lipschitz, so is (,T,). Moreover, for the cases (iii), (it ) and (Wi’ )in
Definition we further have
(iii) Uy NIy =0 = U,NT, =Ux NT = ¢ (Ux NT,) = By,
(iiil) U.NT,=U,NT = U,NT, =0, o
(iii”) 0 #UpnD; #£ U = 0 # UpNDy, # UpN = ¢ (UxNT,) = By + and ¢ (UpxNI-NT,) = By o.
In the literature the notion of a Lipschitz domain  C RY is often used for a strong Lipschitz domain.

For this let us define for z € RNV

$I = ($1,$2,...,l‘N_1), .T” = (xg,...,xN_l).
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Definition 2.8 (strong Lipschitz domain). Q is called strong Lipschitz, if there are an open covering
Up,...,Ux € RN of T, rigid body motions R, = Ay + ar, Ax € RN*N orthogonal, ar, € RY, and
& € COYIN=L D), such that fork=1,...,K
(i) Rk(Uk ﬂQ) = {:C eEB:zny < fk(xl)}
Remark 2.9. Fork=1,..., K we have
Rk(Uk \ﬁ) = {.T €cB:xy> fk(x’)}, Rk(Uk ﬂl—‘) = {.T €eB:axy= fk(x/)}

Definition 2.10 (strong Lipschitz domain and strong Lipschitz interface). Let  be strong Lipschitz. A
relatively open subset 'y of T' is called strong Lipschitz, if there exist an open covering Ui, ..., Ux C RN
of T', rigid body motions Ry, and & € COY(IN=L 1), ¢ € COY(IN=2 1), such that fork=1,...,K and
in addition to (i) in Definition[Z8 one of

(ii) UyNT, =0,

(i) Uy N, =UxNT = R (UyNT;)= {x €EB:xzy= fk(z’)},

(ii”) @%U}CHFT%U}CHF = Rk(UkﬁF-,-): {:CGB : :L'Nifk(x/), T <Ck(:c”)}
holds. We define T, :=T'\ T, to be the relatively open complement of T'.
Definition 2.11 (strong Lipschitz pair). A pair (2,T;) conforming to Definitions [Z.8 and [Z10 will be
called strong Lipschitz.

Remark 2.12. If (Q,T;) is strong Lipschitz, so is (,T,). Moreover, for the cases (i), (i) and (i)
in Definition [2.10 we further have
(ii) Uonl; =0 = UNI,=UNT = Rk(UkﬁFl,) = {:L' €eB:xn :ék(xl)},
(i) Uy N, =U,NT = U,NT, =10,
") 0A£UNT, AU NT = 0 AU, NT, AU NT =
Re(UyNT,) ={z € B : oy = &('), 21 > G(2")},
Ry(UyNT,NT,) = {:c €B:ay=E&((), r1= Ck(x”)}
Remark 2.13. The following holds:
(i) Q strong Lipschitz = Q weak Lipschitz
(ii) (Q,T;) strong Lipschitz pair = (Q,T';) weak Lipschitz pair
For a proof just define ¢y, := ¢r, o Ry with oy : Uy — B given by
x1 — Ce(2")
or(z) == x
zn — &k(z')
Note that the contrary does not hold as the implicit function theorem is not available for Lipschitz maps.
For later purposes we introduce special notations for the half-cube domain
(4) E:=DB_, y:=0E
and its relatively open boundary parts v, and 7, := v\ 77. We will only consider the cases
(5) Y = 0, Y = Bo, v = Bo+

and we note that = and ~, 7., 7, are strong Lipschitz, see Figure [Il

2.2. Outline of the Proof. Let (Q2,T,) be a weak Lipschitz pair for a bounded domain  c RY.

e As a first step, we observe H}f(ﬂ) = H;f(ﬂ), i.e., for the HL9(Q)-spaces the strong and weak
definitions of the boundary conditions coincide, see Lemma [Z.T4l

o In the second and essential step, we construct various regular H'%-potentials on simple domains,
mainly for the half-cube Z from () with the special boundary constellations (&), i.e.,

. _ o _ ° 1 01 o _ . _ ° 1 ot e
D%WO(:) = Dgu,o(:) =dH.)? (2), Alq“,,,o(:) = A%MO(:) =90 H,Y’Vq"' (=),
see Section [3 Potentials of this type are called regular potentials.

e In the third step, Section B3] it is shown that the strong and weak definitions of the boundary
conditions coincide on the half-cube = from (4]) with the special boundary constellation (&), i.e.,

(6) DY (5) =Di (5), AL (8) =A% (2).
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FIGURE 1. Mappings ¢ and v, between a ball U and the cube B.

e The fourth step proves the compact embedding on the half-cube E from (@) with the special
boundary constellations (@), i.e.,

(7) D& (E)ne AL (B) < L>(2)

is compact, see Section [£.1]
e In the fifth step, Theorem [£7], (@] is established for weak Lipschitz domains, i.e.,

DY, () =Dp (), Af, (@) = Ap ().
e In the last step, we finally prove the compact embedding (7)) for weak Lipschitz pairs, i.e.,
D& (Q)Ne AL (Q) < L>9(Q)
is compact, see our main result Theorem .8l
2.3. Some Important Results. Within our proofs we need a few important technical lemmas. First,
the strong and weak definitions of the boundary conditions coincide for H4(£2)-forms, which is a density

result for HY4(Q)-forms. This is an immediate consequence of the corresponding scalar result, whose
proof can be found in [I0, Lemma 2, Lemma 3] and with a simplified proof in [I, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 2.14 (weak and strong boundary conditions coincide for H»4(Q)). Let Q C RY be a bounded
domain and let (Q,T;) be a weak Lipschitz pair as well as

HEY(Q) := {u e HY(Q) : ulp, =0}

~1'-
o

in the sense of traces. Then H%E(Q) = H%Tq(ﬂ) = H%Tq(ﬂ)

Another crucial tool in our arguments is a universal extension operator for the Sobolev spaces D*4(Q)
and A*4(Q) given in [§], which is based on the universal extension operator for standard Sobolev spaces
H*(Q2) introduced by Stein in [25]. “Universality” in this context means that the operator, which is given
by a single formula, is able to extend all orders of Sobolev spaces simultaneously. More precisely, the
following theorem, which is taken from [8 Theorem 3.6], holds:

Lemma 2.15 (Stein’s extension operator). Let Q C RN be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain. Then for
k €Ny and 0 < ¢ < N there exists a (universal) linear and continuous extension operator

£ : DM4(Q) — DM4(RN).
More precisely, € satisfies EE = E a.e. in Q and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all E € D*4(Q)
|5E|Dk,q(]RN) < C|E|Dk,q(g)-

Furthermore, £ can be chosen such that EE has a fived compact support in RY for all E € D*4(Q).
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Our third lemma summarises well known and fundamental results for the theory of Maxwell’s equa-
tions from [22) 23]. For this, we denote orthogonality and the orthogonal sum in L>?(Q) by L and &,
respectively, and introduce the harmonic Dirichlet and Neumann forms

HEH(Q) :=DHQ) NALQ),  HL(Q) = D{(Q) NA(Q),
respectively.

Lemma 2.16 (Picard’s generalisation of Weck’s selection theorem, Helmholtz decompositions and Maxwell
estimates). Let Q C RN be a bounded weak Lipschitz domain. Then the embeddings

DI(Q) N AYQ) — L>9(Q),  DUQ)NAYQ) < L>1(Q)

are compact and HL (), HE(Q) are finite-dimensional. Moreover, the Helmholtz decompositions

L29(Q) = dDI"1(Q) & AL(Q) L27(Q) = dDI™HQ) ® AL(Q)
= DY(Q) @ § ATTL() =DI(Q) @ 5§ ATT(Q)
= dDTH(Q) & HL(Q) ® 6§ ATTL(9), =dDIHQ) & HL(Q) ® §ATHH(Q)
are valid. In particular, all ranges are closed subspaces of LQ’Q(Q) and
4B (@) = DY) N HH () 4D (2) = DY) NHL ()
§ATTL(Q) = AL(Q) NHL ()L, SATTL(Q) = AL(Q) NHL ().

Furthermore, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

c|El2a(0) < |dE|2at1(q) + [0 Ef24-1(0)
holds for all E € DI(€2) N A7(€) N HL ()L and all E € DY(Q)N A1(Q)N HL ()L, ice., the Mazwell (or
Friedrichs-Poincaré type) estimates are valid.

Corollary 2.17 (refined Helmholtz decompositions). Let Q C RY be a bounded weak Lipschitz domain.
Then

DY(Q) = DY(Q) & (DY(Q) N§ AT (Q)), dDY() = d (DI(2) N3 ATTL(Q)),
D(Q) = D§(Q) & (DU(Q) N§ AT (Q)), dD?(Q) = d (DU(Q) N5 AT (1)),
A1(Q) = (dDTH(Q) N AY(Q)) & AJ(Q), 5 AI(Q) = 5 (dDT1(Q) N AY(Q)),
A?(Q) = (4D (@) N A%(Q) ® AJ(Q), 5 A(Q) = 5 (4D () N Ar(Q)

Let 7.0 : L*7(Q) — 6 A9%1(Q) be the orthonormal Helmholtz projector onto § A4+1(Q). By the latter
corollary 7, o maps D?(Q2) to

DY(Q) N 3§ ATH(Q) = DI(Q) N ALQ) NHL ()*.

Corollary 2.18 (Maxwell estimate for d and Neumann boundary condition). Let Q C RY be a bounded
weak Lipschitz domain. Then for all E € DY(Y) it holds g oF € DI(2) N § ATHH(Q) and dmgoF =dFE
as well as

c|mg Bl 200y < [dEl2a+1(q),
with ¢ from Lemma [210.

If @ = RV a similar theory holds true utilising polynomially weighted Sobolev spaces, see [22] for
details. Let m, gn : L74(RN) — AZ(RY) be the orthonormal Helmholtz projector onto Af(RY).

Lemma 2.19 (Helmholtz decompositions and Maxwell estimate for d in the whole space). It holds
Hy(RY) = HE(RY) = {0} and

L2a(RN) = DE(RY) @ AJRY), DI(RY) = D(RY) @ (DI(RY) N AY(RN)).
Moreover, for all E € DY(RY) it holds 7, gv E € DYRY) N AIRY) and dmyzgn E = d E as well as
|7Tq,1RNE|Dq(RN) < |E|Dq(RN)'

Regularity in the whole space, see e.g. [11], (4.7) or Lemma 4.2 (i)], shows the following result.



8 SEBASTIAN BAUER, DIRK PAULY, AND MICHAEL SCHOMBURG

Lemma 2.20 (regularity in the whole space). D4(RY) N A9(RY) = HL4(RY) with equal norms. More
precisely, E € DI(RN) N AYRY) if and only if E € HY4(RY) and

Loy = [ElC2agem) + | dER2ars gy + 10 Elizas g)-

3. REGULAR POTENTIALS

As one of our main steps (step 4), in Section [£1] the compact embedding is proved on the half-cube
Z C RM. This will be achieved (in step 2) by constructing regular H!(Z)-potentials for d-free and J-free
L>4(Z)-forms, which will then enable us to use Rellich’s selection theorem. This section is devoted to the
construction and existence of these regular potentials, i.e., to step 2.

3.1. Regular Potentials Without Boundary Conditions. Let us recall
dD? () = D§(Q) NHL(D),  JATTHQ) = AF(Q) N HE(Q)*

from Lemma [ZI6 The next two lemmas ensure the existence of H4(2)-potentials without boundary
conditions for strong Lipschitz domains.

Lemma 3.1 (regular potential for d without boundary condition). Let Q C RY be a bounded strong
Lipschitz domain. Then there exists a continuous linear operator

Ta: DHQ) NHL Q) — HYLRY) n AFH(RY)
such that for all E € D§(Q2) N HL (Q2)*
d73E=FE in Q.

Especially

D§(2) NHE ()" =dHMH(Q) = d (HH7H(Q) n AFH(Q)
and the regular potential depends continuously on the data. Particularly, these are closed subspaces of
L>9(Q) and Tq is a right inverse to d. By a simple cut-off technique Tq may be modified to

Ta : DI(Q) NHL () — HVH(RY)
such that TaE has a fized compact support in RN for all E € D§(Q) N HE ()L,

Proof. Suppose E € D§(Q) N HL (2)*. By Lemma there exists H € D1(Q) with d H = E in Q.

Applying Corollary I8 we get my_1.0H € D71(Q) N 55‘7(9) with dmg—1,0H =dH = F and
|7Tq—1,QH|Dq—1(Q) < C|E|L2vq(Q)-

Note that 7,10 H is uniquely determined. By the Stein extension operator £ : D%4~1(Q2) — D%~ 1(RY)

from Lemma we have Emy_1,0H € D»~1(RY) with compact support. Projecting again, now with

Lemma 2T onto AZ'(RYN), we obtain Ty—1rnETg_1,0H € DTTHRY) N AL (RY) (again uniquely
determined) with dm,_; gnEmy_1.0H =dEmy_1,0H and

|7Tq,11]RN(€7Tq_1,QH|Dq,1(RN) < |5ﬂ'q_1,QH|Dq,1(RN) < c|7rq_17QH|Dq,l(Q).
Lemma shows 7, 1 g EMg—1,0H € HHHRN) 0 ALY (RY) with
|7Tq_17]RN(€7Tq_1,QH|H1,q,1(RN) = |7rq_17RNEﬂq_l,QH|Dq,l(RN).
Finally, TaE := my_1 gvEmg_1,0H € HHH(RY) 0 AL (RY) meets our needs as
ITaEl -1y < B2
and d TgF = dﬂ'q,LRN&rq_LQH =d&émg_10H =dmg10H=dH =E in Q. O
By Hodge-x-duality we get a corresponding result for the §-operator.

Lemma 3.2 (regular potential for § without boundary condition). Let @ C RY be a bounded strong
Lipschitz domain. Then there exists a continuous linear operator

T A(©) (1 H(@)* — HEr+I(RY) 0 DET (RY),
such that for all E € AZ(Q) NHL(Q)*
0TsE=FE in .
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Especially
AJ(Q) N HB(Q) = FHEF(Q) = 5 (HE17(9) N DFT ()

and the reqular potential depends continuously on the data. In particular, these are closed subspaces of
L2(Q) and Ts is a right inverse to 6. By a simple cut-off technique Ts may be modified to

Ts : AHQ) NHEL(Q)F — HMHH(RY)
such that TsE has a fived compact support in RN for all E € AF(Q) NHL Q)

3.2. Regular Potentials With Boundary Conditions for the Half~-Cube. Now we start construct-
ing HY9(Z)-potentials on Z with boundary conditions. Let us recall our special setting on the half-cube

E=B_ and v,=0, v =By or Y = Bo,+.
Furthermore, cf. Figure 2l we extend = over v, by

_{{zGB:zN>O}B+ , if v, = Bo,

l
[

E:intEUE,
( ) {reB:ay,21>0}={re€By : 21 >0} =By ,if~, =DByx.

Lemma 3.3 (regular potential for d with partial boundary condition on the half-cube). There exists a
continuous linear operator

Sa:DY o(B) » HM Y RN ) nHL1(E),
such that for all H € D,Y 0(B)
dS4H=H inE.
Especially
Dg NEE Dg o(E) =dH}"1(E) =d DI H(E) =dDY N (E)

and the regular Hl’q Y(2)-potential depends continuously on the data. In particular, these spaces are

closed subspaces of L 1(Z) and Sq is a right inverse to d. Without loss of generality, Sq maps to forms
with a fized compact support in R

Proof. The case 7, = ) is done in Lemma B.11 Hence let v, = By or v, = By 4. Suppose H € IODqU,O(E)
and define H € L*9(Z) as extension of H by zero to Z by

~ H inZ=
(8) H{ -

By definition of Dv 0(Z) (weak boundary condition) it follows dH=0inZ, ie., H € D!(Z). Because =

is strong Lipschitz and topologically trivial, espemally Hq (E) {0}, LemmaB.Tlyields a regular potential
E=TqH € HY L (RYN) N DI (RY) with d E = H in = and

|E|H1q L(RN) = < C|H|L2q = < C|H||_2q E)-

In partlcular EcHYYE)and dE =0in E, ic., E € HYL(Z)n DI (E). Using Lemma 3.1 again,
this time in =, we obtain F = TgE € HL4-2(RN) ¢ H19-2(Z) with d F = E in = and

|F|H1,q72(RN) < C|E|L2vq(§)'

Since E € HY"1(Z) we have F € D492(Z). Let £ : DL4-2(Z) — DL4~2(RY) be the Stein extension
operator from Lemma 215 Then

Sa : DI () — HMTYRYN)

is linear and continuous as

|SdH|H1,q71(]RN) S |E|Hl,q71(]RN) + |5F|D1,q72(RN)
< |E|Hl,q71(RN) + |F|Dl,q72(§) < |E|Hl,q71(]RN) < C|H||_2,q(5)-
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FIGURE 2. The half-cube E = B_, extended by Z to the polygonal domain E, and the rectangles v, = B and
Yv = Bo,+.

Since SuH = 0 in =, we have SaH|-, =0, which means SqH € ﬂ}y’yq_l(E). Therefore, by Lemma 214 we
see SqH € Iil,ly’yq_l(ﬂ Dq 1(®) c Dq ~1(Z). Moreover, d(SqH) =dE = H in Z, especially d(SqH) = H
in =. Finally we note
dHLe1(E) c dD?Y(E) € DI, 4(2), dDH(E) € DY, ((2) c dHL71(E),
completing the proof. O
Again by Hodge-x-duality we obtain the following.

Lemma 3.4 (regular potential for § with partial boundary condition on the half-cube). There exists a
continuous linear operator
S5 : A () = HVHHRY) nHLAH (),
such that for all H € A,Y 0(B)
0SsH=H inE.
Especially
Al ((2) = A2 ,(3) = SHLIF(E) = 6 AT (E) = § ALF(3)
and the regular Hl"”‘l( ) -potential depends continuously on the data. In particular, these spaces are

closed subspaces of L>4 (2) and Ss is a right inverse to §. Without loss of generality, Ss maps to forms
with a fized compact support in RN .

3.3. Weak and Strong Boundary Conditions Coincide for the Half-Cube. Now the two main
density results immediately follow. We note that this has already been proved for the H4())-spaces in
Lemma 214, i.e., HEY(Q) = HRY(Q).

Lemma 3.5 (weak and strong boundary conditions coincide for the half-cube). IOD§U (5) = IODZYU (2) and
Al (2) = A1, (2).

Proof. Suppose E € If)q (E) and thus d E € DqH( ). By Lemma [B.3] there exists H = Sgd F € H1 (=)

with d H = d E. By Lemma B3l we get £ — H € D'r o8) = D?Y 0(Z) and hence E € D‘}YV(E). O

4. WECK’S SELECTION THEOREM

4.1. The Compact Embedding for the Half-Cube. First we show the main result on the half-cube
= = B_ with the special boundary patches

Y = (Z); Yo = BO or 7y, = BO,Jr

from the latter section. To this end let € be an admissible transformation on L*9(Z) and let us consider
the densely defined and closed (unbounded) linear operator

A DITNE) C LN E) » L29(E); B dE
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together with its (Hilbert space) adjoint
— e = (d27H* . sflﬁgu (2) c L2YE) - L (2); Hw— —dcH.

Note that by Lemma we have A?YV (&) = A?YV (Z). Here, L2%(Z) denotes L>%(Z) equipped with
the inner product (-, ) 24z = (€-, - )124(z). Let ®- denote the orthogonal sum with respect to the

Lg’q—scalar product. The projection theorem yields immediately:
Lemma 4.1 (regular Helmholtz decompositions for the half-cube). The Helmholtz decompositions

L?*q(E) Dgy 0

(E) @ e71A] 4(3), D?

L o@ =dRTIE), AL () = sHLT(E)

hold. Moreover, the refined Helmholtz decompositions

(1]

D¢ (2) = dHLIY(E) @ (D2 (E)ne s HLTH(E)),
e'A (2) = (dHYTH(E) NeT AL () @ eI HLTTN (),
DI (E)ne 'AL (B) = (dHY ' (E)ne 'AZ (8)) @. (D _(E)ne ' §HLTTH(T))

[1]

are valid, and the respective regular potentials, given by the operators Sq and Ss from Lemma [33 and
Lemma [3-4), respectively, depend continuously on the data.

Proof. The projection theorem yields L>7(Z) = d Iigy:l(E) Pe € 1Ag 0

(2). Furthermore,
dDI 71 (E) =dDIHE) =dHYH(E) = DI ((5)
by Lemma B.3] and

Aq

1 0(E) =A1 ((E)=sHLT(E)

by Lemma 34l The other assertions follow immediately. O

Lemma 4.2 (Weck’s selection theorem for the half-cube). The embedding 5?% (E)ﬁsflﬁgy (2) = L2Y(Z)
18 compact.

Proof. Let (Hy,)nen be a bounded sequence in IQD?YT E=E)nN 5_1A9YV (2). By Lemma[4.1] we can decompose
Hy=H}+H)=dEj+c '6E} € (dHY"H(E)ne AL (2)) @ (DI_(E) ne ' sHLIT(E)),
with B¢ = SgHS and ES = SsHS. Then d HS = d H,, and §cHS = §cH,, as well as

128

anl,q—l(E) < C|H2|L2vq(5) < C|Hn|L§q(E)’

|E2|H1,q+1(5) < C|H2|L2vq(5) < C|Hn|L§*q(E)'

By Rellich’s selection theorem and without loss of generality (EJ) and (E?) converge in L7~ !(Z) and
L2971 (Z), respectively. Moreover,

[Hyy — Hy P2 2y = (Hy — Hy, d(Ey — B2z,
—(5e(Hy — Hy), B — Eg)20-1(z) < ¢|ES — Eg|120-1(x),
|H;) — Hy, |} mlizoz) = (Hp — Hy,,e7 ' 6(E) — E,, m))L2a(z)
= —(d(H, — H), By = Ep )iz sy < c|Bp — Bplioa(s).
Thus (HY) and (H?) converge in L2%(Z) and altogether (H,,) converges in L%(Z) as well. O

Remark 4.3. The use of Helmholtz decompositions and regular potentials in the proof of Lemma [{.3
demonstrates the main idea behind an elegant proof of a compact embedding. This general idea carries
over to proofs of compact embeddings related to other kinds of Hilbert complexes as well, arising, e.g., in
elasticity, general relativity, or biharmonic problems, see for example [21].
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4.2. The Compact Embedding for Weak Lipschitz Domains. The aim of this section is to transfer
Lemma[2lto arbitrary weak Lipschitz pairs (2, ;). To this end we will employ a technical lemma, whose
proof is sketched in [23], Section 3] and [30, Remark 2]. We give a detailed proof in the appendix. Let
us consider the following situation: Let ©, © be two bounded domains in RY with boundaries T := 00,
T:=90 and let Yo C Y be relatively open. Moreover, let

¢:@—>é, w::¢_1:é—>@

be Lipschitz diffeomorphisms, this is, ¢ € C%1(0,0) and ¢ = ¢! € C®1(0,0). Then © = $(O),
T = ¢(T) and we define T := ¢(Yp).
Lemma 4.4 (pull-back lemma for Lipschitz transformations). Let E € IOD%U(@) resp. IODqT0 (©) and
He 5_15%0(9) resp. 5_15%0(9) for an admissible transformation € on L>%(0). Then

Y*E € DL (0) resp. DL () and dy*E =¢*dE,

9 9
W H € ,u_lﬁqf (©) resp. ,u_lﬁq? (©) and Spup*H =+ xdy*xeH = £ *x9Yp* xdeH,
0 0

where p = (—1)N"1xap*xe¢* is an admissible transformation. Moreover, there exists ¢ > 0, independent
of E and H, such that

|7/’*E|Dq((:)) < C|E|Dq(@)a |7/)*H|M—1Aq(é) < C|H|871Aq(@)'

Let (Q,T';) be a bounded weak Lipschitz pair as introduced in Definitions and We adjust
Lemma [4.4] to our situation: Let Uy, ...,Uk be an open covering of I" according to Definitions and
and set Uy := Q. Therefore Up,...,Uk is an open covering of Q. Moreover let y, € C®(Uy),

k € {0,...,K}, be a partition of unity subordinate to the open covering Uy, ...,Ux. Now suppose
ke{l,...,K}. We define

Qr :=UrNQ, Tp:=UgNT, I.p:=UgNT;, Tr:=UgNT,,
fk =0y, Y = fk \ T, fﬂk = int(Ly U Xy, fu,k = int(Ty 1 U ),
o=\ By, r = int(y, UT), Ay = int(y, UT).
Lemma 4] will from now on be used with
Q=N ©:=5  ¢=¢gp: M —E vi=1p:E>Y

and with one of the following cases
Yo:=Trp, Yo:=Trp Yo:=Tup, To:=Dp4
Then Y =T, and T = ¢ (fk) =~ as well as (depending on the respective case)

To = ¢x(Tr) = 7r, To = ¢r(Trp) = 3r, v+ € {0, Bo, Bo,- }, Yo =7\ 77
To=d@or) =%, To=6:@wr) =3,  we{dBoBos} 7 =7\7
Remark 4.5. Lemmas[3.3, 33, [ [1-3 hold for ~, = Boy,— without any (substantial) modification

as well.

It is straightforward to show the following;:

Lemma 4.6 (localization). Let (,T;) be a bounded weak Lipschitz pair. Then for E € IDDqFT (Q), respec-
tively, £ € IOD%T (Q) and H € Al’i (Q), respectively, H € A%V (Q) we have for ke {1,...,K}

EeDi_ (), xiE € '3(112 (%), He Al (), xiH € AL (),

E €D (), xrE € D%T’k(Qk% H e A}, (), xiH € AL ().
Theorem 4.7 (weak and strong boundary conditions coincide). Let (Q,T';) be a bounded weak Lipschitz
pair. Then D} (Q) =D{. () and A} () = Af. (Q).

Proof. Suppose E € IDD%T (©). Then xoF € 5Q(Q) - IOD%T (©) by mollification. Let k € {1,..., K}. Then
xrE € Dli (Q) by Lemma 4.6l Lemma 4] Lemma B3] (with v, := v;) and Remark .5l yield
.k

YiOE) €D (2) =DL (8),  Ar=w(Trr), - € {0,Bo, Bo-}.
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Then xxE = xx Ui E € D% Q) C Iil‘iT () by Lemma B4l Hence we see E = ), xxE € DqFT(Q)

k

A%V Q) = A%V (Q) follows analogously or by Hodge-x-duality. O

Now the compact embedding for bounded weak Lipschitz pairs (2,T';) can be proved.

Theorem 4.8 (Weck’s selection theorem). Let (Q2,T';) be a bounded weak Lipschitz pair and let € be an
admissible transformation on L>%(Q). Then the embedding

D& (Q)ne AL (Q) < L29(Q)
1§ compact.
Proof. Suppose (E,,) is a bounded sequence in 512,. Q)N 5‘1Aqru (Q). Then by mollification
Eo,n = xoE, € DI1(2) N e *A%(Q)

and Ey , even has compact support in §2. By classical results, see [27) 28, 23], (Eo,,) contains a subse-
quence, again denoted by (Fp ), converging in L>9(Q). Let k € {1,..., K}. By Lemma [0

Ek,n = XkEn S 5% (Qk), EEk,n S A% (Qk),

k K
and the sequence (Ej ) is bounded in Dl'é (Q%) ﬂs’lﬁ% (Q) by the product rule. By Lemma L4 we
T,k v,k
* g =
have ¢} By € D3 (E) and
|¢ZEk,n|Dq(E) < ClEk,n|Dq(Qk)a
showing that (¢} Ek) is bounded in IQD%T (2). Analogously, (¢Y;Ek.,) C uglﬁ%v (2) is bounded in

M?A%u (Z) with the admissible transformation py := (—1)™V "1 x ¥ xe¢;. Thus (¢} E).) is bounded in

D (2) Ny ' AL () DL (B) Ny 'A% (B), v €{0,Bo, Bot}, Ar =7 \7,

Thus, by Lemma (2] and without loss of generality, (¢ Ek,n) is a Cauchy sequence in L2%(Z). Now
By = $30 Ern € L21()
and Lemma [£.4] yields
|Ekn — Exmliza,) < clrErn — Vi Ermlizaz)-

Hence (Ej ) is a Cauchy sequence in L*7(€2;,) and so in L27(Q) for their extensions by zero to Q. Finally,
extracting convergent subsequences for k =1,..., K, we see that

() = (3 0Ea) = (X Bun)

is a Cauchy sequence in L27(Q). O

5. APPLICATIONS
From now on, let 2 C RY be a bounded domain and let (£2,I';) be a weak Lipschitz pair as well as
e: L*9(Q) — L*9(Q) be admissible. Then by Theorem E8 the embedding
(9) D& () ne AL (Q) < L>9(Q)

is compact. The results of this section immediately follow in the framework of a general functional
analytic toolbox, see [20] 19 2I]. For details, see also the proofs in [I] for the classical case of vector
analysis.
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5.1. The Maxwell Estimate. A first consequence of (@) is that the space of so-called “harmonic”
Dirichlet-Neumann forms )

HI(Q) = qu“T,o(Q> n EilAlq“,,,o(Q)
is finite-dimensional, as the unit ball in HZ(Q2) is compact by ([@). By a standard indirect argument, (@)
immediately implies the so-called Maxwell estimate:

Theorem 5.1 (Maxwell estimate). There is cm > 0, such that for all E € IOD%T (Q)ﬂa_lﬁ‘%y (Q)NHI(Q)L:
1/2
Bl 20(q) < em (Id Bffgir () + 10 B0 () "

Here we denote by L. orthogonality with respect to the L?’Q(Q)—inner product.

5.2. Helmholtz Decompositions. Applying the projection theorem to the densely defined and closed
(unbounded) linear operators

A DENQ) C LPTHQ) - L2Y(Q); B dE
with (Hilbert space) adjoint (see Theorem 7))
— 0l = (A7)t e TAL (Q) C L2U(Q) - L2 Q) H e~ —deH
and
—e 1o e TTALTN Q) c LPTTH(Q) -5 L29(Q); He» —e 16 H
with adjoint (see Theorem [T
d? = (7100 DL (Q) € L2Y(Q) —» L2T(Q); Em dE
we obtain the Helmholtz decompositions
(10) L29(Q) = dDE ' (Q) @ e AL 4(9),
(1) L29(9) = D} o(®) @71 AL ().
Therefore, 51‘1770(9) = W @ HI(Q) and, altogether, we get the refined Helmholtz decomposition
(12) L29(Q) = dD{ ' (Q) @ HIQ) B e 6 ALT(Q).
Theorem 5.2 (Helmholtz decompositions). The orthonormal decompositions
L29(2) = dDL (@) &2 e7'AL, (®)
= B%T,O(Q) D! 55%?@)
= dDLN(Q) B HI(Q) @ e~ SALT(Q)

hold. Furthermore

dDY () =d (Df () Ne AL (Q)) =d (DL () ne'AL () NHIQ)),

SAL(2) =6 (AL (@) N=d it () = 3 (AL () Ne (DY, o(@) NHAQ)™))
and

dDf () = DF, (@) NHAQ)™, SAL(Q) = Af, o() NHAQ)",

Df, o) = dDE () @ HA(Q), AL, o) = 6 ALTH(Q) Bemr e HI(Q).

The ranges d Dl'i:l(Q) and 6&%’51(9) are closed subspaces of L29(Q). Moreover, the d- resp. §-potentials

are uniquely determined in I5qFT Q) n 5‘15?1”10((2) NHI(Q)Le and AqF Q) n 5(5‘1&10(9) NHI(Q)L),
respectively, and depend continuously on their respective images.

Proof. For e = id (I0) and () yield
AL () = (dDE (@) N AL (@) @ AL (),
Df. (@) =D1 ()@ (DF () NsALT (@)
and thus with (I0), (II), and (2]
SAL (Q) =6 (AL () NdDE 1 (Q)) =6 (DE_o(Q) N AL () NHIQ)*),
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dDf () =d (D (2) NdAE(Q)) =d (DE () N AL () NHID™).

Now Theorem .11 implies the closedness of the ranges and the continuity of the potentials. The other
assertions follow immediately. O

Corollary 5.3 (refined Helmholtz decompositions). It holds

).
D () = dDi_ (@) &. (Df () ne"Af ()
=D{ () & (DL () N5 AL ()
= dDI71(0) @ HAQ) @. (DL () ne~ AL (),
e TAL (Q) = (dDE 1 (Q) neTAL () @ e TAL (Q)
= (B, o(@) ne AL () @ e S AL (@)
= (dDE ' (Q) neTAL (Q)) B HI(Q) B e S ALT(Q).

5.3. Static Solution Theory. As a further application we turn to the boundary value problem of
generalized electro- and magnetostatics with mixed boundary values: Let F e L>9M1(Q), G € L>771(Q),
E., E, € L>%(Q), and let ¢ be admissible. The problem is to find E € DY(Q) Ne~'A9(Q) such that

dE=F,

6eE = G,
E - E, € D} (),
e(E - E,) € AL ().

(13)

For uniqueness, we require the additional conditions
(14) <€E,D5>L§,q(9) =a€eR, (=1,...,d,

where d is the dimension and {D,} an e-orthonormal basis of HZ(£2). The boundary values on I'; and
T',, respectively, are realised by the given volume forms E, and E,, respectively.

Theorem 5.4 (static solution theory). [I3)) admits a solution, if and only if
E. c€DYQ), E,ce *AYQ),
and
(15) F—dE. LA (Q), G-0dcE, LDL ().
The solution E € DI(Q) N e TAY(Q) can be chosen in a way such that condition ([4) with o € R? is

fulfilled, which then uniquely determines the solution. Furthermore, the solution depends linearly and
continuously on the data.

Note that (3] is equivalent to
F—dE, €dD} (Q), G-deE, €A} (Q).

For homogeneous boundary data, i.e., E; = E, = 0, the latter theorem immediately follows from
a functional analytic toolbox, see [20, 19, 21], which even states a sharper result: The linear static
Maxwell-operator

M : DE(Qne AL (Q) — dbgf(g)xaégv(ﬂ)xnid
E — (dE)éEE)(<€E)D5>L§’Q(Q))l:1)

is a topological isomorphism. Its inverse M ~! maps not only continuously onto 5%T QN 5_15111) (Q),
but also compactly into L29(Q) by [@). For homogeneous kernel data, i.e., for
My : DL (Q)Nne'AL () NHIQ)S — dDE (Q) x AL ()
E — (dE,§cE) ’

we have |M; | < (c2 + 1)1/2. For details and a proof of Theorem [5.4] in the classical setting of vector
analysis see [1].
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6. REMARKS ON THE TRANSFORMATIONS

Let us mention some observations on the transformations, in particular that some results are indepen-
dent of the admissible transformation €. For this, let Q C R be an open set, let € and p be admissible
transformations on LQ’q(Q), and let us recall the arguments leading to (I0) in Section for the densely
defined and closed (unbounded) linear operator

4o DI Q) C LPTHQ) - L2Y(Q); B dE.
If Theorem [£7] (weak and strong boundary conditions coincide) is not available, its adjoint is given by
— 0% = (A4 AL (Q) CLYQ) = L2TNQ); H o —dpH
yielding instead of (IIQI) the Helmholtz (and refined Helmholtz) decompositions

(16) L29(Q) = d DL H(Q) @, pTrAL (9,
(17) DL () =dD{ ' (Q) @, (DL () np tAL (),
(18) pTrAL (Q) = (ADETHQ) Np AL (Q) @, prAL Q).

Theorem 6.1 (independence of the transformation). Let Q C RY be an open set and let € be an
admissible transformation on L>7(€).

(i) Weck’s selection theorem is independent of the transformation e, i.e., the compactness of the
embedding in Theorem [{.8 does not depend on ¢.
(ii) The dimension of HI(SY) does not depend on €, in particular dim HL(Q) = HY(Q).
(iii) If Weck’s selection theorem (Theorem[4.8) holds, then the dimension of H1(Q) is finite.

Proof. (iii) has already been shown in the beginning of Section (.11
To show (i), let us assume that the embedding

(19) DY () nu AL (Q) = LyI(Q)
is compact. Moreover, let (E,) be a bounded sequence in 512,. Q)N E_IA%U (Q). By ([IT7) we have
(20) DY, () 3 By = Ean + Eon € dDITH(Q) @, (DL, () 1 AR, ()
\ivith dE, = doEom and |Edv"|Li"’(Q) , |EO’”|L§"’(Q) < |E"|L,2;"(Q)' Hence (Ey,,) is a bounded sequence in
DL ()N /flAqFWO(Q) and therefore contains by (I9) a Li’q(Q)-converging subsequence, again denoted
by (Eo,n). By [I8) we get
pTAL (Q) 3 peEy = Han + Hop € (ADEH(Q) N TAL (Q)) @, AL ()
with deF, = 0 pHyq n and |{{dv”|Li’q(Q)’ |H07n||_i,q(ﬂ) < |M*15En||_i,q(gz). Therefore (Hg,,) is a bounded
sequence in Df,_,(€) N u‘lA%V (©) and hence contains by (I9) a Li’q(Q)—converging subsequence, again
denoted by (Hq,,). Then by orthogonality, i.c., d D& '(Q) LAL ((Q),
<E - Em; En - ETTL>|_g’q(Q)

= (e(En — En), Ean — Eam)129(q) + (€(En — En), Eon — Eom)L2.9(0)

= (u(Han — Ham); Ban — Bam)iza) + (up ™ e(En = Em), Eon — Eom)2a(q)

C(|Hd n — Haq m||_2 Q) + [Eo,n EO,m||_iﬂ(Q))7

which shows that (E,,) is a Cauchy sequence in L2%(1).
To show (ii), we obtain by (I7)

(21) D& () = dDE 1 (Q) @, HL(Q), MHL(Q) =DL () Nu AL (),
and denote the orthonormal projector on the second component by 7. Then

7o HI(Q) — HZ(Q)
H — TwH

is injective, as 7E = 0 implies E € dé%:l(Q) NHI(Q2) = {0}, and hence dim HZ(2) < dimH](2). By
symmetry we obtain dim HZ(2) = dim H],(Q2), completing the proof. O
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7. GENERAL REGULAR POTENTIALS AND DECOMPOSITIONS

A closer inspection of the proof of Lemma shows that Lemma and Lemma [3.4] hold for more
general situations.

Definition 7.1 (extendable domain). Let Q C RN and let (Q,T,) be a bounded strong Lipschitz pair.
Moreover, let Q and T, be topologically trivial (then so is T'z). The pair (Q,T,) is called “extendable”,

if §2 can be extended through T', by zero to ), resulting in a topologically trivial strong Lipschitz domain

Q=int(QUQ).

Lemma 7.2 (regular potentials and decompositions for extendable domains). Let Q C RY and let (Q,T,)
be a bounded, topologically trivial, and extendable strong Lipschitz pair.

(1)

(ii)

(iii)

There exists a continuous linear operator
S§: DL, o(Q) = HH 4 ®RY) NHRT (@),
such that dS§ =id gy ). i.e., for all H € DY o(9)
dSIH=H inQ.
Especially
DY, o(€) = D, () = dSIDY] (€)= dH/ ™ (2) = dDE ' () = DY (@)

and the reqular ﬁl%’ffl(ﬂ)—potential depends continuously on the data. In particular, these spaces

are closed subspaces of L2’q(Q) and 8 is a right inverse to d. Without loss of generality, Sq maps
to forms with a fived compact support in RY.
The regular decompositions

D?, () = D, () = Hp/(2) + dHE ()

=547 dDE (@) +dsi(L - 87T DY ()

- S1aD ()40, ()
hold with linear and continuous regular decomposition resp. potential operators, where + denotes
the direct sum. More precisely, Sg'H d+dSi(1— Sg'H d) =id ||5§,,(9)’ i.e., for all B € D%V(Q)

E=8MdE+dSi(1 -8 d)E € HLY(Q) + dHE™H(Q)
with the linear and continuous regular potential operators
SqThd:Df, () = HE!(9),
S(1— 84T d): DY (Q) — HRITH(Q).

Hodge-*-duality yields the corresponding results for the co-derivative. In particular, there exists
a continuous linear 0-right inverse operator

Si: AL o(Q) = HY T RY) N HETTH(Q),
i.e., 08§ = idlA%mo(Q)' Moreover, A%WO(Q) = Aqr,,,o(Q) =4 Iilllﬂ’uq'H(Q) and the regular ﬁ}’f“(ﬂ)-
potential depends continuously on the data. Furthermore, the reqular decompositions
AL, (9) = A () = HE(Q) + 6 HE ()
=SITTSAL () +0S{(1—S{T0)AL ()
hold with the linear and continuous reqular potential operators
SITVa L AL (Q) — HEY(Q),
SH1L-8710): AL () - HE!TH(9),

and S5 4+68%(1 - S 6) =1id Az ()



18 SEBASTIAN BAUER, DIRK PAULY, AND MICHAEL SCHOMBURG

Proof. For (i) we follow the proof of Lemma [B3l To show (ii), we first note IDJqFU Q) = D%U(Q) by
Theorem Bl Let E € D (Q). Then dE € DZ'{(Q) and by (i) we see S{™' dE € HLY(Q) with
d(SITdE) = dE. Thus E— ST dE € DL (Q) = dHE?1(Q) and S{(E — ST dE) € HR1(Q)
with dSY(E — SIT' dE) = E — SIT d E by (i), yielding
E=8MdE+dSi(1— ST d)E € HYI(Q) + dHRITH(Q),

which proves the regular decompositions and also the assertions about the regular potential operators.
To show the directness of the sums, let H = SIT'dE € IQD%WO(Q) with some E € D%U(Q) Then
0=dH =dE as dE € DL} (Q) and thus H = 0. O

Remark 7.3 (trivial Dirichlet-Neumann forms for extendable domains). Let Q C RY and let (Q,T';) be
a bounded, topologically trivial, and extendable strong Lipschitz pair. Then the Dirichlet-Neumann forms
are trivial, i.e., H1(Q) = {0}, which follows immediately by Theorem [52 and, interchanging 'y and T,
Lemma[73 (i) as dDE ' (Q) = DL () = dDE (Q) &. HI(Q).

Now, assume (2,T;) to be a bounded strong Lipschitz pair and let us recall the partition of unity
from Section After some possible adjustments, U, and xj can be chosen such that (Q, f%k) is a
bounded, topologically trivial, and extendable strong Lipschitz pair for all £ = 0,..., K. Maybe Uy has
to be replaced by more neighbourhoods U_y, ..., Uy to ensure that all pairs (€, f,,yk), k=-L,....K,

are topologically trivial. Note that for all “inner” indices k = —L,...,0 we have Q = Uy as well as
Iy =Tk = 0Q, = OUi. Then for E € qu“,/ (Q) we have xxF € D% (Q) for all k by Lemma 6]

k
Lemma (ii) shows the decomposition
e °1,q—1
xxE = Ep +dHy € Hfzk(ﬂk) +d Hff,k (%)

with potentials depending continuously on xiE. Extending E} and Hy by zero to € yields Ey € H%Vq(Q)
and Hy, € HEY7H(Q) and

E=Y xxE=) Ex+dY HyeHp(Q)+dHR ™ (Q).
k k k

As all operations have been linear and continuous we obtain the regular decomposition and potential
representation

(22) D, (@) = Hr(@) +dHR ™' (@), dDf, () = dHE(Q)
with linear and continuous potential operators
Pd: DF, () — HEA(Q), S§T:dDf, () = HEN(Q),

Q% : D{ (Q) — HE 1 (Q).
Note that by Theorem
(23) dDL (Q) = DET (@) NHITH (), DETL(Q) = dDE (Q) @ HETH(Q),
where here I'; and I'), are interchanged in the definition of
HITH(Q) = DL () Ne AL ().
Let us summarise the results related to ([22)).

Theorem 7.4 (regular potentials and decompositions for d in strong Lipschitz domains). Let @ C RV
and let (2,T,) be a bounded strong Lipschitz pair.

(i) There exists a continuous linear operator
S:dDEH(Q) = HEH(9),
such that dS3 = id |, b1 ()- Especially
dDF, (@) = dHR! (@)

and the regqular I:I%’Vq_l(ﬂ)-potential depends continuously on the data. In particular, these spaces
are closed subspaces of L>%(Q2) and S3 is a right inverse to d.
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(ii) The regular decompositions
BE, () = H(9) + dHE! (@) BF, 0(2) = dHE (@) + (HE(Q) N DF, 4()
=384 dDL (Q) +DE o(9), = dHRITHQ) & HU(Q)
= dHR Q) 8. HI(Q)
hold with linear and continuous reqular decomposition resp. potential operators, which can be

defined explicitly by the orthonormal Helmholtz projectors and the operators S3.

Proof. (i) and the first regular decomposition of (ii) together with the existence of the regular potential
operators are clear from the considerations leading to (22). Let F € Io)qru (Q). AsdSIT A E =dE by (i),
we have E — Sg“ dFE € IDD%WO(Q), showing the second regular decomposition of (ii). As in the proof of
Lemma [.2] the sum is direct. Finally, (i) and (23] complete the proof. O

Remark 7.5. Note that H?(Q) is a subspace of smooth forms, i.e.,
H1(Q) = DY, o(2) N AR () N C(Q).
Hodge-x-duality yields the corresponding results for the co-derivative.

Theorem 7.6 (regular potentials and decompositions for § in strong Lipschitz domains). Let Q@ C RV
and let (Q,T,) be a bounded strong Lipschitz pair.

(i) There exists a continuous linear operator
SIS AETHQ) — HRTTH(9),
such that § 8§ = id |5A%t1(9)' Especially
SAL(Q) = GHETH(Q)
and the regqular Iilllﬂ’fH(Q)—potential depends continuously on the data. In particular, these spaces

are closed subspaces of L>%(Q) and S is a right inverse to 4.
(ii) The regular decompositions

AL (Q) = HRY(Q) + S HEITH(Q) AL ((Q) = SHETTHQ) + (HLYQ) N AL (©))
=SS AL () + AL 4(9), = FRLTTH Q) & HI(Q)
= SHRTTH(Q) & HA(Q)

hold with linear and continuous regular decomposition resp. potential operators, which can be
defined explicitly by the orthonormal Helmholtz projectors and the operators Sj.

In the latter theorem for § the Dirichlet-Neumann forms have again the usual boundary conditions
HI(Q) = Df_o(@) NeT AL ().

For the case of no or full boundary conditions, related results on regular potentials and regular de-
compositions are presented in [3].

REFERENCES

[1] S. Bauer, D. Pauly, and M. Schomburg. The Maxwell compactness property in bounded weak Lipschitz domains with
mixed boundary conditions. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 48(4):2912-2943, 2016.
[2] M. Costabel. A remark on the regularity of solutions of Maxwell’s equations on Lipschitz domains. Math. Methods
Appl. Sci., 12(4):365-368, 1990.
[3] M. Costabel and A. McIntosh. On Bogovskii and regularized Poincare integral operators for de Rham complexes on
Lipschitz domains. Math. Z., 265(2):297-320, 2010.
] D.M. Eidus. On the principle of limiting absorption. Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 57(99):13-44, 1962.
] D.M. Eidus. On the limiting amplitude principle. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 158:794-797, 1964.
[6] D.M. Eidus. The principle of limiting amplitude. Uspehi Mat. Nauk, 24(3 (147)):91-156, 1969.
] P. Fernandes and G. Gilardi. Magnetostatic and electrostatic problems in inhomogeneous anisotropic media with
irregular boundary and mixed boundary conditions. Math. Models Meth. App. Sci., 7(7):957-991, 1997.
[8] R. Hiptmair, J. Li, and J. Zou. Universal extension for Sobolev spaces of differential forms and applications. J. Funct.
Anal., 263:364-382, 2012.
[9] Klaus Janich. Vector Analysis. Springer, New York, 2001.
[10] F. Jochmann. A compactness result for vector fields with divergence and curl in L?(2) involving mixed boundary
conditions. Appl. Anal., 66:189-203, 1997.



20

SEBASTIAN BAUER, DIRK PAULY, AND MICHAEL SCHOMBURG

[11] P. Kuhn and D. Pauly. Regularity results for generalized electro-magnetic problems. Analysis (Munich), 30(3):225-252,

2010.

[12] R. Leis. Initial Boundary Value Problems in Mathematical Physics. Teubner, Stuttgart, 1986.
[13] D. Pauly. Niederfrequenzasymptotik der Mazwell-Gleichung im inhomogenen und anisotropen Auflengebiet. Disserta-

tion, Universitdt Duisburg-Essen, Fachbereich Mathematik, http://duepublico.uni-duisburg-essen.de, 2003.

[14] D. Pauly. Low frequency asymptotics for time-harmonic generalized Maxwell equations in nonsmooth exterior domains.

Adv. Math. Sci. Appl., 16(2):591-622, 2006.

[15] D. Pauly. Generalized electro-magneto statics in nonsmooth exterior domains. Analysis (Munich), 27(4):425-464, 2007.
[16] D. Pauly. Complete low frequency asymptotics for time-harmonic generalized Maxwell equations in nonsmooth exterior

domains. Asymptot. Anal., 60(3-4):125-184, 2008.

[17] D. Pauly. Hodge-Helmholtz decompositions of weighted Sobolev spaces in irregular exterior domains with inhomoge-

neous and anisotropic media. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 31:1509-1543, 2008.

[18] D. Pauly. On polynomial and exponential decay of eigen-solutions to exterior boundary value problems for the gener-

alized time-harmonic Maxwell system. Asymptot. Anal., 79(1-2):133-160, 2012.

[19] D. Pauly. A global div-curl-lemma for mixed boundary conditions in weak Lipschitz domains and a corresponding

generalized Aj-Ai-lemma in Hilbert spaces. https://arziv.org/abs/1707.00019, Analysis (Munich), 2019.

[20] D. Pauly. Solution theory, variational formulations, and functional a posteriori error estimates for general first order

systems with applications to electro-magneto-statics and more. hitps://arziv.org/abs/1611.02993, Numer. Funct. Anal.
Optim., 2019.

[21] D. Pauly and W. Zulehner. The divDiv-complex and applications to biharmonic equations.

hitps://arxiv.org/abs/1609.05873, Appl. Anal., 2019.

[22] R. Picard. Randwertaufgaben der verallgemeinerten Potentialtheorie. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 3:218-228, 1981.
[23] R. Picard. An elementary proof for a compact imbedding result in generalized electromagnetic theory. Math. Z.,

187:151-164, 1984.

[24] R. Picard, N. Weck, and K.-J. Witsch. Time-harmonic Maxwell equations in the exterior of perfectly conducting,

irregular obstacles. Analysis (Munich), 21:231-263, 2001.

[25] E.M. Stein. Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions. Princeton University Press, Princeton,

New Jersey, 1970.

[26] C. Weber. A local compactness theorem for Maxwell’s equations. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 2:12-25, 1980.
[27] N. Weck. Uber die Kompaktheit des Losungsoperators zu den Maxwellschen Gleichungen. B. I.-

Hochschultaschenbiicher, Bibliographisches Inst., Mannheim, 725:41-55, 1972.

[28] N. Weck. Maxwell’s boundary value problems on Riemannian manifolds with nonsmooth boundaries. J. Math. Anal.

Appl., 46:410-437, 1974.

[29] N. Weck. Local compactness for linear elasticity in irregular domains. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 17:107-113, 1994.
[30] N. Weck. Traces of differential forms on Lipschitz boundaries. Analysis (Munich), 24:147-169, 2004.
[31] K.-J. Witsch. A remark on a compactness result in electromagnetic theory. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 16:123-129,

1993.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [A4] (PULL-BACK LEMMA FOR LIPSCHITZ TRANSFORMATIONS)

We start out by proving the assertions for the exterior derivative.

A.1. Without Boundary Conditions. Let £ =", E;dz! € DY(©). We have to show ¢*E € DY(0)
with d*E = ¢* d E.

(i) Let us first consider ® = >, ®;da! € C®19(0), i.e., &y € C®1(O) for all I. In the following we
denote by ~ the composition with 1. We have

Aoy =Y 0 dat o= "®ptda’ =3 p(dei) A A(dey,),
7 I I

d® =Y 0;®/(dz;) A(dah).
I,j

By Rademacher’s theorem ®; = ®; o ¢ and v, belong to C%1(8) C H(O) and the chain rule
holds, i.e., 0;0; = 2, 00701 As ); € H'() we get d1); € Dy(O) by

<d ’L/J], 6 (‘0>L2*1(C:)) = —<’L/J], 66 (‘0>L2*0(é) = 0
for all ¢ € C>2(0). Thus by definition we sce

A @ =D "(dBy) A (dgp) A A(dey,) =D 0:@r(dat) A(des,) A A(des,)
I3

I

= D" 0,80 (da’) A (dwn ) A A(den,) = Y 9@ (dey) A(dabs,) A A (des,).

Li,j Ij
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On the other hand it holds
VA =" 0,00 day) A (YT dal) =3 0@ (dwy) A(debi) A A (des,).

I,j I,j
Therefore, 1*® € D4(0) and d¢*® = ¢* d .

(ii) For gencral E € DY(©) we pick ® € C°971(0). Note supp® cC © = ¢(0). Replacing ¢ by ¢
in (i) we have ¢* x ® € DN=4-1(0) with d ¢* * ® = ¢* dx® and, since ¢* « ® = 3, (x®)7¢* dz!
holds, supp ¢* x ® CC ©. By standard mollification we obtain a sequence (¥,,) C é"o’N—q_l(@)
with ¥,, — ¢* x ® in DN ~971(0). Furthermore +¥,, € C>4+1(0). Then

<1/)*E,5(I)>L2q(o /1/) EAN%xdD = :I:/?/)*E/\w o dx® = :|:/1/) (E A ¢*d*D)
::I:/E/\(b*d*q)::t/E/\dd)**q)%:I:/E/\d\I/n
[S] (C] [S]
:j:/E/\**d**\Iln:j:< E,0xV,) 2.4(0)
[S]
= i<dE,*\I/n>|_2,q+1((_)) — i<dE,*¢* *(I)>|_2,q+1(@) = i/ dE A ¢* * P
[S]

:i/éw*(dE/\qﬁ**QD):i/é(w*dE)/\*fl):—(1/J*dE,<I>>L2,q+1(é)

and hence *E € D9(0) with dy*E = ¢* d E.
(iii) Let E € DY(©). By (ii) we know ¢*E € D?(©) with d¢*E = ¢*d E. Hence

B s, /w*EA*w E- /M*Ew “O"E

= :I:/ E A *(x¢* x p*)E < C|E|L2,q(@)
S)
and

|d1/}*E|L2"?+1((:)) — W}* dE|L2’q+1((:)) < C|dE||_2,q+1(®).

A.2. With Strong Boundary Condition. Let E € IQDqTO(G) and (E,) C éoroo’q(@) with E, — F

in DY(©). By Appendix A1l (i) we know ¢*E,,¢v*E € DY(0) with d¢*E, = *dE, as well as
dy*E = ¢*d E. Furthermore, ¥* E,, has compact support away from To. By standard mollification we

see Y*E, € Dq (©). Moreover, by Al (iii) ¥*E, — %*E in DY(0). Therefore ¢*E € Dq (é) with

Ay E = dE.

A.3. With Weak Boundary Condition. Let E ¢ [D)qTO(G) and ¢ € é%ol’qﬂ((:)), where Y1 = T\ Y.

By Appendix [AJ] (ii) we again know ¢*E € Dq(é) with d¢*E = ¢*d E. Moreover by Appendix
P*xP € D?;q_l((%) and hence x¢* x® € A%tl(@). We repeat the calculation from Appendix [AT] (ii) to
arrive at

(W B, 6 @) 20 = /éz/J*E/\*(S(I) = (B, %¢" d*®) 2. (0)

= :|:<E,*d¢* * q)>|_2,q(@) = :|:<E, 5*¢* * (I)>|_2,q(@)

= i<d Ea*¢* * (I)>L2’q+1(®) = _<1/J* dEa (I)>|_27<1+1((:)) = _<dw*Ea (I)>|_2yq+1((:))
and therefore Y*FE € D% (©).

0
A.4. Assertions for the Co-Derivative. It holds by Appendix [AT] (ii)

eHeAYO) < *xHeDV90) o ¢ xedp*p*HeDV90O) < wp*He AYO).
Moreover, using Appendix [A1] (iii) y is admissible since for all H € L*%(0)
(nH, H>|_2,q((:)) =E(x)" xe¢p"H, H>|_2,q((:)) =+ xep"H, *H>|_2,qu((:))

:i/~1/1**5q§*H/\H:i/*gqb*H/\**qﬁ*H
e e
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= i(EQﬁ*H, ¢*H>L2'q(®) Z C|¢*H|E2,q(@) Z C|H|i2'q(é)'
Furthermore

Opp*H =+ xdyp* xeH =+ x9p* xdeH.
The remaining assertions now follow by Appendix [A.THA 3] and Hodge-*-duality.
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