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PART 2: ELASTICITY COMPLEX

DIRK PAULY AND MICHAEL SCHOMBURG

ABSTRACT. We show that the elasticity Hilbert complex with mixed boundary conditions on
bounded strong Lipschitz domains is closed and compact. The crucial results are compact em-
beddings which follow by abstract arguments using functional analysis together with particular
regular decompositions. Higher Sobolev order results are proved as well. This paper extends
recent results on the de Rham Hilbert complex with mixed boundary conditions from [I1] and
recent results on the elasticity Hilbert complex with empty or full boundary conditions from

).
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we prove regular decompositions and resulting compact embeddings for the elas-
ticity complex

symGrad RotRotg Divg

RN LQ(Q)

L3(©) L3(©) L*(%2)

This extends the corresponding results from [I1] for the de Rham complex

o Lq_l’Q(Q) L Lq,Q(Q) d4 Lq+1,2(Q) L ,
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whose 3D-version for vector proxies is given by

d% = grad
_—

L L(Q) L2() L=t 12() —E0 12(0)

We shall consider mixed boundary conditions on a bounded strong Lipschitz domain Q C R
Like the de Rham complex, the elasticity complex has the geometric structure of a Hilbert

complez, i.e.,

Ao Aq

H, H, Hy —— -+, R(Ap) C N(Ay),
where Ag and A; are densely defined and closed (unbounded) linear operators between Hilbert
spaces H,. The corresponding domain Hilbert complex is denoted by

1y D(Ao) Ao D(A) A; Hy s oo

In fact, we show that the assumptions of [11, Lemma 2.22] hold, which provides an elegant,
abstract, and short way to prove the crucial compact embeddings

(1) D(A1)ND(A) — Hy

for the elasticity Hilbert complex. In principle, our general technique — compact embeddings by
regular decompositions and Rellich’s selection theorem — works for all Hilbert complexes known
in the literature, see, e.g., [I] for a comprehensive list of such Hilbert complexes.

Roughly speaking a regular decomposition has the form

D(A1) = H{ + Ao Hg

with regular subspaces Hj € D(Ag) and Hf € D(A;) such that the embeddings Hf < H, and
Hf < H, are compact. The compactness is typically and simply given by Rellich’s selection
theorem, which justifies the notion “regular”. By applying A; any regular decomposition implies
regular potentials

R(Ay) = A Hf
by the complex property. The respective regular potential and decomposition operators

Pa, : R(A;) — HT, 94, 1 D(A1) — HY, 9%, : D(A1) = Hf

are bounded and satisfy A; Pa, = idg(a,) as well as idpa,) = Qi, + Ao O}, -

Note that () implies several important results related to the particular Hilbert complex by the
so-called FA-ToolBox, such as closed ranges, Friedrichs/Poincaré type estimates, Helmholtz typ
decompositions, and comprehensive solution theories, cf. [7, [8, @l 10] and [13], 14} [15].

For an historical overview on the compact embeddings (II) corresponding to the de Rham
complex and Maxwell’s equations, i.e., Weck’s or Weber-Weck-Picard’s selection theorem, see,
e.g., the introductions in [2 [6], the original papers [19, 18] [16] 20, [5 [17], and the recent state of
the art results for mixed boundary conditions and bounded weak Lipschitz domains in [2] [3] 4].
Compact embeddings () corresponding to the biharmonic and the elasticity complex are given in
[15] and [13} [14], respectively. Note that in the recent paper [I] similar results have been shown
for no or full boundary conditions using an alternative and more algebraic approach, the so-called
Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand resolution (BGG).

2. ErasticiTy COMPLEXES [

Throughout this paper, let 2 C R? be a bounded strong Lipschitz domain with boundary T,
decomposed into two parts Iy and T}, := T' \ I} with some relatively open and strong Lipschitz
boundary part Ty C T.
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2.1. Notations and Preliminaries. We will strongly use the notations and results from our cor-
responding papers for the elasticity complex [I5] and for the de Rham complex [I1]. In particular,
we recall [I1] Section 2, Section 3] including the notion of extendable domains.

We utilise the standard Sobolev spaces from [I1], e.g., the usual Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces
(scalar or tensor valued) L*(Q) and H*(Q) with & € Ny. Boundary conditions are introduced in
the strong sense as closures of respective test fields, i.e.,

7o H (@)
HE(Q) = CF Q)

we well as in the weak sense by
HE, () = {u € HY(Q) : (07w, 9)i2() = (- 1)*Nu, 0% )12 Yo € CFL(Q) Vo] <k},

Lemma 2.1 ([II, Lemma 3.2, Theorem 4.6]). Hllit Q) = Hllit (Q), i.e., weak and strong boundary
conditions coincide for the standard Sobolev spaces with mized boundary conditions.

We shall use the abbreviations HS(Q) = H*(Q) and H% (Q) = L*(Q), where the first notion is
actually a density result and incorporated into the notation by purpose.

2.2. Operators. Let symGrad, RotRotT, and Div (here Grad, Rot, and Div act row-wise as the
operators grad, rot, and div from the vector de Rham complex) be realised as densely defined
(unbounded) linear operators

. . 1
symGradr, : D(symGradr,) C L2(Q) — LZ(Q); v+~ symGradv = 5 (Gradv + (Grad v)T),
RotRot} , : D(RotRotd ) C L3(Q) — LE(); S+ RotRot” S = Rot ((Rot S) "),

Divsp, : D(Divsp,) C L3(Q) — L*(Q); T — DivT
(S, T, Gradv, sym Gradv, Rot S, RotRot ' S are (3 x 3)-tensor fields, and v, Div T are 3-vector
fields) with domains of definition
D(symGrady,) :== CF7(2),  D(RotRot{r,) := C33,(?),  D(Divsr,) == Cp, ()
satisfying the complex properties
RotoRothtsyméradFt co, DoivSIt ROtDROt—SiFt co.

For elementary properties of these operators see, e.g., [15], in particular, we have the collection of
formulas presented in Lemma [AJl Here, we introduce the Lebesgue Hilbert space and the test
space of symmetric tensor fields

LB(Q) :={Sel?’(Q): 5" =8},  C(Q) :=CF(Q) NLE(Q),
respectively. We get the elasticity complex on smooth tensor fields
RotuRot—gr I

symGrad I 2 Divs, r

s Q) ———5 L) ————5 L3(Q) L*(Q)
The closures
symGrady, := syméradn, RotRot—Srﬁn = RotoRot—SrﬁFt, Divsr, = DoivSIt
and Hilbert space adjoints
symGrady, = syméradﬁ, (RotRot-Srypt)* = (RotoRot—Srypt)*, Divgr, = Doivgypt

are given by the densely defined and closed linear operators
Q) — Lg Q); v~ symGradw,
Q) - L3(); S+ RotRot' S,

Ag := symGrady, : D(symGradp,) C L*(Q) Q)
(€2) (€2)
2(Q) - L*(Q); T~ DivT,
(€2) (€2)
(€2) (€2)

A= RotRotg’Ft : (RotRotS r,) C L3
Ay :=Divsp, : D(Divsr,) C Lg

C L3(Q) —» L*(Q); S+ —DivS§,

C L3(Q) — L3(Q); T+ RotRot'T,

Ay = symGrady, = —Divs, : D(Divs

10

)
)
)
Al = (RotRot;n)* = RotRot;Fn : (RotRotS r,)
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A5 = Divg, = —symGradp, : D(symGrady, ) C L2(Q) — LE(Q); v~ —symGradv

with domains of definition

D(Ap) = D(symGradr, ) = Hr, (symGrad, ), D(Ag) = D(Divsr,) = Hg , (Div, ),
D(A1) = D(RotRotg r,) = Hg , (RotRot , ), D(A}) = D(RotRotg 1, ) = Hg 1, (RotRot |, Q2),
D(Az) = D(Divsr,) = Hg 1, (Div, ©), D(A3) = D(symGrady, ) = Hy, (symGrad, ).

We shall introduce the latter Sobolev spaces in the next section.

2.3. Sobolev Spaces. Let
H(symGrad, Q) := {v € L%(Q) : symGradov € LQ(Q)},
Hg(RotRot |, Q) := {S € L3(2) : RotRot ' S € L*(?)},
Hg(Div, Q) := {T € L§(Q) : DivT € L*(Q) }.

Note that M € Hg(RotRot ', ) implies RotRot " M € LZ(£2), and that we have by Korn’s inequality
the regularity

H(symGrad, ) = H'(Q)

with equivalent norms. Moreover, we define boundary conditions in the strong sense as closures
of respective test fields, i.e.,

Hpt (SymGrad, Q) = mH(symGrad,Q),

. T
He.r, (RotRot |, Q) 1= o, () ° e

. —s5—H;(Div,Q)
HS,F,, (Div, Q) := CS,F,, () )

and we have Hy(symGrad, Q) = H(symCrad, Q) = H'(Q), HS7@(RotR0tT, Q) = Hg(RotRot ', Q),
and Hg ¢(Div,) = Hg(Div,(2), which are density results and incorporated into the notation

by purpose. Spaces with vanishing RotRot' and Div are denoted by HsyptVO(RotRotT, Q) and
Hs 1, o(Div, ), respectively. Note that, again by Korn’s inequality, we have

Hr, (symGrad, Q) = Hf, (Q).
We need also the Sobolev spaces with boundary conditions defined in the weak sense, i.e.,
Hr, (symGrad, Q) := {v € H(symGrad, Q) : (symGrad v, ®),2q) = —(v, Div ®),> (g,
Vo e cg}n(Q)},
Hs 1, (RotRot ', ) := {S € Hg(RotRot , Q) : (RotRot " S, ) 21y = (S, RotRot " W) 2(q
Ve G, (Q)},
Hg 1, (Div, Q) := {T € Hg(Div, Q) : (Div T, ¢) 2(q) = — (T, symGrad ¢) 2o
Vo e Cr (Q)}
Note that “strong C weak” holds, i.e., H (--- ,Q) CH._(---,Q), e.g.,
Hs r, (RotRot |, Q) C Hg p, (RotRot ', ),  Hgr, (Div, Q) C Hg 1, (Div, Q),
and that the complex properties hold in both the strong and the weak case, e.g.,
symGrad Hp, (Q) C Hg p, o(RotRot,©2),  RotRot " Hg p, (RotRot ', ) C Hgp, (Div, ),

which follows immediately by the definitions. In Remark 2.4] below we comment on the question
whether “strong = weak” holds in general.
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2.4. Higher Order Sobolev Spaces. For k € Ny we define higher order Sobolev spaces by
HE(Q) := H*(Q) N LE(Q),

HE () = e @ @ — HE () A L2
e, () == G5, (Q) = Hf, (2) N L5(Q),

H”(symGrad, Q) := {ve H*(Q) : symGradov € Hk(Q)},
Hllit symGrad, {ve Hlli,, (£2) NHp, (symGrad, Q) : symGrad v € Hlli,, (Q)},
{S € HE(Q) : RotRot " S € H*(Q)},

)

( ) :

HE (RotRot |, ©2) :
H’Sipt (RotRot |, Q) : {Se Hﬁ () NHg 1, (RotRot ', ©2) : RotRot " S € Hllit )},
) :
)

HE(Div, Q) := {T € H§(Q) : DivT € H*(Q)},
HE 1, (Div, Q) := {T € HF, () N Hg 1, (Div, Q) : Div T € HE, ()}
We see Hg@(RotRotT, Q) = HE(RotRot ", Q) and Hgﬁw(RotRotT, Q) = Hg(RotRot ', Q) as well as
HE 1, (RotRot |, ) = Hg , (RotRot |, ). Note that for T} # 0 it holds
(2) HE 1, (RotRot |, Q) = {S € H§ [, (Q) : RotRot " S € H, ()},  k>2,
but for T; # ¢ and k = 0 and k =1 (as H , (?) = L3(Q))
HZ 1, (RotRot |, Q) = Hg , (RotRot |, 2)
C {S eH(Q) :RotRot' S € H, ()} = Hg(RotRot ', Q),
Hg 1, (RotRot |, Q) € {S € Hip, () : RotRot ' S € H, ()},
respectively. As before, we introduce the kernels
HE 1, o(RotRot |, Q) := HF, () N Hg 1, o(RotRot |, Q) = H 1, (RotRot |, Q) N Hg o (RotRot |, Q)
= {S € HE 1, (RotRot |, Q) : RotRot ' S = 0}.
The corresponding remarks and definitions extend to the H’lit (symGrad, Q)-spaces and H§,Ft (Div, Q)-
spaces as well. In particular, we have for I} # () and k > 1
) HE, (symGrad, ) = {v € Hf, (Q) : symGrad v € HE, ()},
HE 1, (Div, Q) = {T € H§ 1, (Q) : Div T € HE, (Q)},
and
HE, (symGrad, Q) = Hp, (symGrad, Q) € {v € H}, (Q) : symGradv € H, (Q)} = H(symGrad, Q),
HE r, (Div, Q) = Hg 1, (Div, Q) € {T € H [, () : Div T € HY, (Q)} = Hg(Div, ),
as well as
HE 1, o(Div, Q) = HE, (Q) N Hg 1, o(Div, Q) = HE 1, (Div, Q) N Hg o (Div, )
= {T € H§ 1, (Div,Q) : DivT = 0}.
Analogously, we define the Sobolev spaces Hﬁ (symGrad, ), H’Sin (RotRot |, Q), H’Sin (Div, Q),

and Hg,n,o(RotRotT, Q), H§7Ft7O(Div, ) using the respective Sobolev spaces with weak boundary
conditions. Note that again “strong C weak” holds, i.e., H/(--- Q) C HI(--- ,Q), e.g.,

HE 1, (RotRot |, Q) C HE , (RotRot ', Q),  HEp, (Div, Q) C H 1, (Div, Q),
and that the complex properties hold in both the strong and the weak case, e.g.,
symGrad H’lifl(Q) C HISC,F“O(ROtROtT, 0), RotRot " H’SC,D (RotRot ', Q) C H’S“,FMO(Div, Q).

Moreover, the corresponding results for (2) and (@) hold for the weak spaces as well.
In the forthcoming sections we shall also investigate whether indeed “strong = weak” holds.
We start with a simple implication from Lemma 211
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Corollary 2.2. Hlsc,n Q) = HISC,D, (Q), i.e., weak and strong boundary conditions coincide for the
standard Sobolev spaces of symmetric tensor fields with mized boundary conditions.

Lemma 2] Corollary 221 ([2]), @), and Korn’s inequality show the following.

Lemma 2.3 (higher order weak and strong partial boundary conditions coincide).
(i) For k >0 it holds Hf, (symGrad, Q) = HE™ (Q) = HEP (Q).
(ii) For k > 1 it holds
Hllit (symGrad, Q) = {v € Hllit (Q) : symGradv € Hﬁ Q)} = Hllit (symGrad, Q) = Hlli:rl(Q),
HE 1, (Div, Q) = {T € H§ [, (Q) : Div T € HE (Q)} = HE 1, (Div, Q).
(iii) For k > 2 it holds
HE 1, (RotRot ', Q) = {S € Hi 1, () : RotRot " S € Hf,(Q)} = HE 1, (RotRot |, Q).
Remark 2.4 (weak and strong partial boundary conditions coincide). In [15] we could prove the
corresponding results “strong = weak” for the whole elasticity complex but only with empty or
full boundary conditions (Ty = § or Ty = T'). Therefore, in these special cases, the adjoints are
well-defined on the spaces with strong boundary conditions as well.
Lemma 2.3 shows that for higher values of k indeed “strong = weak” holds. Thus to show

“strong = weak” in general we only have to prove that equality holds in the remains cases k =0
and k =1, i.e., we only have to show

H, (symGrad, Q) C Hp, (symGrad, Q), Hs 1, (RotRot ', Q) C Hg p, (RotRot ', ),
Hs r, (Div, Q) C HE 1, (Div, Q), H; , (RotRot |, Q) C H§ 1, (RotRot |, Q).

The most delicate situation appears due to the second order nature of RotRot—g. In Corollary
[F11 we shall show using regular decompositions that these results (weak and strong boundary
conditions coincide for the elasticity complex for all k > 0) indeed hold true.

2.5. More Sobolev Spaces. For £k € N we introduce also slightly less regular higher order
Sobolev spaces by

HEE ! (RotRot |, Q) :== {S € HE, () N Hg 1, (RotRot |, ) : RotRot " S € Hi ()},
HEE ! (RotRot |, Q) := {S € H, () N Hg p, (RotRot |, Q) : RotRot ' § € HE'(Q)},
and we extend all conventions of our notations. For the kernels we have
HE T o (RotRot |, Q) = HE 1, o(RotRot ', Q),  HEL [ (RotRot Q) = HE p, o(RotRot Q).

Note that, as before, the intersection with Hg r, (RotRot ', Q) and Hsr, (RotRot ', Q) is only needed
if k = 1. Again we have “strong C weak”, i.e., Hg:{ft_l(RotRotT, Q) C Hg:llft_l(RotRot—l—, Q), and in
both cases (weak and strong) the complex properties hold, e.g.,

symGrad HE™ (Q) € HE L (RotRot |, ©),  RotRot " HEE ' (RotRot |, Q) € HE ! ((Div, Q).
Similar to Lemma 23] we have the following.
Lemma 2.5 (higher order weak and strong partial boundary conditions coincide). For k > 2
HEE ! (RotRot |, Q) = {S € HE 1, (Q) : RotRot " S € HE ' (Q)} = HEE ! (RotRot |, ).
2.6. Some Elasticity Complexes. By definition we have densely defined and closed (unbounded)
linear operators defining three dual pairs
(symGradr, , symGradr,) = (symGrady,, —Divs, ),
(RotRot—Srﬁn, (RotRot—Srypt)*) = (RotRot—Srypt , RotRot—Srﬁrn),
(Divg r,, Divg ,) = (Divsr,, —symGradr, ).
[I1, Remark 2.5, Remark 2.6] show the complex properties
RotRotg r, symGrady, C 0, Divs 1, RotRotg r, C 0,
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—Divsr, RotRothn C 0, —RotRot;Fn symGradp,, C 0.
Hence we get the primal and dual elasticity Hilbert complex
ey symGradr, RotRot{ r, Divg,r, )
4) = L(Q) <—T"s,m> L5(9) W L2(Q) ——— L*(Q) — ---
with the complex properties
R(symGradp,) C N(RotRot 1), R(RotRot , ) C N(Divsr,),
R(RotRot—g’n) C N(Divsr,), R(symGrady, ) C N(RotRot—Srypn).
The long primal and dual elasticity Hilbert complex, cf. [T1], (12)], reads
“RMp, symGradr, RotRotj Divg. TRMp,
(5) RMrp, o L2(Q) = L2(2) ——" L2(2) 4><W L2(Q) —><7 RM,,
with the additional complex properties
R(truy,) = N(symGrady,) = RM,, R(Divsr,) = RM"
R(Divs,) = RM;LQ(Q), R(wrmy, ) = N(symGrady, ) = RM,,
where
RMy, = {0} it =20, with RM := {z — Qz + ¢ : Q € R>*® skew, ¢ € R* }

RM if © =0,

denoting the global rigid motions in 2. Note that dim RM = 6.
More generally, in addition to (&), we shall discuss for k& € Ny the higher Sobolev order (long
primal and formally dual) elasticity Hilbert complexes (omitting € in the notation)

k Tk ok
RM ‘RM, & symGrad Iy A Rot Rotg) I A Divg, o b TRMr,, RM
Iy T: S, Iy S,Iy Iy IR
sk k
RM TRM, Wk —Divg % Rot RotS Tn L —symGradr, Wk ‘RMp,, RM
It 0% S,I'n, S,In, Iy Tn

with associated domain complexes

symGradFt RotRot F F?
RM, *> HE, (symGrad) —————— H§ Ft(RotRot ) ——— Hp, (Div) % —3 RMf,, ,
TRMp, -Divf RotRotS F —symGradR Mp
RMr, — HE, —= Hf . (Div) $——= Hf . (RotRot ') ¢————" Hf. (symGrad) P RM, .
Additionally, for k£ > 1 we will also discuss the following variants of the elasticity complexes
. T,k,k—1 o k—1
“RMr, symGradlli RotRot% s ivg o TRM,
k t k t k—1 >, 1t k—1 n
RMr, Hr, Hsr, Hs T, HE, RMT,
o k—1 T,k,k—1 k
TRMpy —Divg RotRotg —symGradf CRMp,
k—1 STn k-1 S, k n k n
RM, HY, Hsr, Hr, Hr, RMr,
with associated domain complexes
symGr. adFt RotRot—gr ll’c‘t k-1 DivéC ;tl WRMDL
RMr, *> HE (symGrad) e Hg;g !(RotRot ) — > H’“l(Div) Hk’l RMr,,
T,k,k—1
TRMrn, X —Div, S,F ROtROtS,F ) —symGradF
RMr, — Hy = HE L (Div) ¢——"— H{{ ! (RotRot | ) —————" Hf;, (symGrad) S RMr,, -

Here we have introduced the densely defined and closed linear operators

symGradﬁ : D(symGradﬁ) C Hllit (Q) — HE T, (9); v — symGrad v,

RotRotgy, : D(RotRotgT,) € HE f, (Q) — HS 5 (9); S+ RotRot " S,
Divgyn : D(Div¥ ) C H’Sﬁn Q) — (Q), T — DivT,
~Divfy, : D(DivEy ) C HE (Q) — HE (Q); S+ —Div S,
RotRotgT. : D(RotRotyT. ) C HE () = HE  (9); T +— RotRot ' T



8 DIRK PAULY AND MICHAEL SCHOMBURG

—symGrad’lin : D(symGrad’lin) C Hllin Q) — HISC7Fn (Q); v~ —symGrad v
with domains of definition
D(symGrady, ) = HF, (symGrad, Q), D(DivE . ) = HE . (Div, Q),
D(RotRotgzllit) = H’Sipt (RotRot ', Q2), D(RotRotg:iin) = H’Sipn (RotRot |, ),
D(DivE ) = HE 1, (Div, Q), D(symGrady, ) = Hf, (symGrad, Q),
as well as
RotRoty ;" '+ D(RotRotg " ') € HE 1, () — HER () S RotRot ' S,
RotRot{." ' : D(RotRot{ " 1) ¢ HE [ () — HEL () T + RotRot ' T

with domains of definition

D(RotRoty;* ") = HEE ' (RotRot |, Q),  D(RotRoty 1" ') = HET ' (RotRot |, Q).
2.7. Dirichlet/Neumann Fields. We also introduce the cohomology space of elastic Dirich-
let/Neumann tensor fields (generalised harmonic tensors)

Hs r.r.(Q) == N(RotRot§ 1, ) N N(Divsr, €) = Hg , o(RotRot ", Q) N e Hg 1, o(Div, Q).

Here, € : L3(Q) — L3(Q) is a symmetric and positive topological isomorphism (symmetric and
positive bijective bounded linear operator), which introduces a new inner product

(- ')L;E(Q) = (e, '>L§(Q)a
where LéE(Q) := L3(Q) (as linear space) equipped with the inner product (-, )z (@) Such
weights € shall be called admissible and a typical example is given by a symmetric, L>°-bounded,
and uniformly positive definite tensor field e :  — REX3)x(3x3),
3. ErasticiTy COMPLEXES II
3.1. Regular Potentials and Decompositions I.
3.1.1. Extendable Domains.

Theorem 3.1 (regular potential operators for extendable domains). Let (Q,T}) be an extendable
bounded strong Lipschitz pair and let k > 0. Then there exist bounded linear reqular potential
operators

P ncradn, : Hen, o(RotRot ', Q) — HEM (Q) nHFH(R?),
Photroty 1, * Hir, 0(Div,2) — HEEY(Q) NHE2(R?),
Phivs.r,  HE (@) 0 (RMr, ) @ — HELH(Q) nHE (R?).
In particular, P are right inverses for symGrad, RotRot ', and Div, respectively, i.e.,
symGrad PL craar, = idpp | (RotRotT,0)»
RotRot " PRotRotT I = idHé“,rt,o(DinQ)’

DIVP i =id € .
Divs, Iy HE ()N (RM,) @

Without loss of generality, P~ map to tensor fields with a fixred compact support in R3.

Remark 3.2. Note that A, Pa, = idga,) is a general property of a (bounded regular) potential
operator Pa, : R(A,) — H with HY c D(A,).

Proof of Theorem[Z1l In [15, Theorem 4.2] we have shown the stated results for I} = T" and T} = 0),
which is also a crucial ingredient of this proof. Note that in these two special cases always “strong
= weak” holds as A** = A,, = A,,, and that this argument fails in the remaining cases of mixed
boundary conditions. Therefore, let ) & I} & T'. Moreover, recall the notion of an extendable
domain from [I1l Section 3]. In particular, O and the extended domain Q are topologically trivial.
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e Let S € HS .0 (RotRot ,§2). By definition, S can be extended through I} by zero to the
larger domain Q yielding
Se Hg 0, o(RotRot ", ) = Hgo(RotRotT Q) = Hgo(RotRotT Q).

By [15, Theorem 4.2] there exists v € H*1(R?) such that symGradv = S in Q. Since
S =0in Q v must be a rigid motion » € RM in Q. Far outside of ) we modify r by a
cut-off functmn such that the resulting vector field 7 is compactly supported and 7|g = r.

Then v := ¥ — 7 € H"'(R?) with v|g = 0. Hence v belongs to H’Ii:rl(Q) and depends

continuously on S. Moreover, v satisfies symGrad v = symGradv = S in (~2, in particular
symGradv = S in Q. We put PX_ 1S =0 € HE(Q).

o Let T € HSL’O(DW, Q). By definition, 7' can be extended through I} by zero to Q giving
T € HE  o(Div, Q) = HE ((Div, Q) = HE (Div, Q).

By [15, Theorem 4.2] there exists S e Hk+2(R3) such that RotRot' S = T in Q. Since
T=0in, ic. S|Q € Hk+2(RotRot Q), we get again by [I5, Theorem 4.2] (or the first

part of this proof) v € Hk+3 (R?) such that symGrad v = Sin Q). Then S = §fsymGrad5
belongs to Hy™2(R?) and satisfies Slg =0. Thus S € Hk+2(Q) and depends continuously

on T'. Furthermore, RotRotTS RotRot" S =T in Q in particular RotRot' S = T in

Q. We set P po- T = S € HEE(Q).

o Let v € Hk .(©2). By definition, v can be extended through T} by zero to Q defining
v e HY(Q). [15 Theorem 4.2] yields T € HET1(R?) such that DivT = 7 in Q. As o =0 in
Q, ie. T|Q € Hk+1(D1V, 2), we get again by [15, Theorem 4.2] (or the second part of this

proof) S € HE3(R?) such that RotRot S =T holds in . Then T := T — RotRot' S
belongs to HET(R?) with T|g = 0. Hence T belongs to Hg‘lttl () and depends continuously

on v. Furthermore, DivT = Divl =7 in §~2, in particular DivT = v in €. Finally, we
k o k+1
define Pp;,. r,v =T € HgT, ().
The assertion about the compact supports is trivial. (I

As a simple consequence of Theorem [3I] we obtain a few corollaries.

Corollary 3.3 (regular potentials for extendable domains). Let (Q,T}) be an extendable bounded
strong Lipschitz pair and let k > 0. Then the regular potentials representations

H 1, o(RotRot ", Q) = HE 1, o(RotRot ", ) = symGrad H, (symGrad, Q) = symGrad Hi;™ ()
= R(symGrad’ﬁ),
HE 1, o(Div, ) = Hg p, o(Div, ) = RotRot " H{ 1, (RotRot ", ©2) = RotRot " HE(Q)
= RotRot " H§H"* (RotRot ", )
= R(RotRotf},) = R(RotRot{ 5 "),
Hllit Q)N (RMFn)lg(m — Div HS,n (Div, Q) = Div Hk+1(Q)
= R(Div )

hold, and the potentials can be chosen such that they depend continuously on the data. In partic-
ular, the latter spaces are closed subspaces of Hg (Q) and Hk(Q), respectively.

Proof. By Theorem Bl we have
HE 1, o (Div, ©) = RotRot" P, Hiry o (Div, ©) € RotRot " HEF2(€2)
C RotRot " H5 1 (RotRot ", Q) € RotRot " HE 1, (RotRot ", Q)
C HEp, o(Div, Q) € HE, o(Div, Q).
The other identities follow analogously. (]
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Corollary 3.4 (regular decompositions for extendable domains). Let (,T}) be an extendable
bounded strong Lipschitz pair and let k > 0. Then the bounded regular decompositions

HE 1, (RotRot ", Q) = HEE(Q) + symGrad ™ (Q) = R(P 0 1) + Hir, o(RotRot T, Q)
= R(Pgoupotr 1) +symGrad HEM (Q)
= R(PgotRotg,D) + SymGradR(PsymGrad L)
Hz 1, (Div, Q) = HET () + RotRot " HET?(Q) = R(Py,. r,) + He o (Div, Q)
= R(PDWO )+ RotRot " Hk+2 ()
= R(Pbiv..,) + RotRot " R(Pf, g0 )

hold with bounded linear reqular decomposition operators

QQStRo@,I} : PRotRotT RotRot " : HISC,D (ROtROt Q) — ISCJIF}Q (Q2),
Qpioirorr.r, = Poymarad (1 = Qlipoir 1)  HEr (RotRot ™, ) — HEF (Q),
QDWS,D : PDWP 1, Div : HS T (Div, Q) — k+1(Q),
QDIV» I PIk{otRotg,Ft( - Q]Bilvg,Ft) HS r, (Div, Q) — HISCJf?(Q)
satisfying
Q]Ic{ﬁtRotT r, T symGrad QRotRotT o = 1dug L (RotRot T ,0)

QDW 1, + RotRot" QDm = 1due  piv,0) -
Remark 3.5. Note that for (bounded linear) potential operators Pa,_, and Pa, the identity
Qh, +Au-1Q}, =idpa,) with Qh, = "Pa, An: D(A,) — H,
QX =Pa, (1 -Qx,): D(A,) = Hi_y

is a general structure of a (bounded) regular decomposition. Moreover:

(i) R(Q},) = R(Pa,) and R(Q} ) = R(Pa,_,)-
(i) N(A n) 18 invariant under an, as A, = A, an holds by the complex property.
iii and A, =1- are projections.
ees Q[kn dA Q%n 1 Q}XH . .
(iv) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all x € D(A,,)
|Qx, 2lur <clAnzlu .

(iv’) In particular, Q) |n(a,) = 0.

Corollary 3.6 (weak and strong partial boundary conditions coincide for extendable domains).
Let (Q,T}) be an extendable bounded strong Lipschitz pair and let k > 0. Then weak and strong
boundary conditions coincide, i.e.,

HY, (symGrad, Q) = Hf, (symGrad, Q) = HE™ (Q) = HEM (Q),
Hgyn (RotRot ", Q) = Hgyn (RotRot ", Q),
HE 1, (Div, Q) = HE 1, (Div, Q).
Proof of Corollary[34) and Corollary [38 Let us pick S € H]SCF (RotRot ", Q). By Theorem B
we have RotRot' S € HSF 0(Div, Q) and S = PRotRotT L, RotRot' S e HkJr2 Hence, we obtain
S—5eH: .0 o(RotRot ", Q) and Theorem Bl shows v := Pskymc;rad,n(s -9 e H’E‘H(Q) and thus
S = 8+ symGradv € HEF2(Q) + symGrad HE™ (Q) € HE |, (RotRot T, Q).
For the directness let S = PRotRotT T € H§7Ft,0(RotRotT,Q) with some T € H§7Ft7O(DiV,Q).

Then 0 = RotRot' § = T and thus S = 0. The assertions about the corresponding Div-
spaces follow analogously. Let v € Hllit (symGrad, Q). Then symGradv € Hgn,o(RotRotT,Q)
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and Theorem [31] yields v := /PskymGrad,Ft symGradv € Hlli:rl(Q) As symGrad(v — v) = 0, we have
v — 0 =: r € RM, which even vanishes if I} # §). Hence, v =0+7r € Hlli:rl(Q) O

By similar arguments we also obtain the following (non-standard) versions of Corollary B4 and
Corollary

Corollary 3.7 (CorollaryB.4land Corollary[3.6 for non-standard Sobolev spaces). Let (2,1}) be an
extendable bounded strong Lipschitz pair and let k > 1. Then the bounded regular decompositions

HET ! (RotRot T, Q) = HET () + symGrad H™ () = R(PEL o) 4+ HEp, o(RotRot T, Q)

RotRot-Sr s

= R(PE! ) + symGrad Hlli:rl(Q)

RotRot{ ,I

=R(Pi !

RotRot] I}

) + symGrad R(PL ycraar,) = HET, ' (RotRot ", Q)

hold with bounded linear reqular decomposition operators

Qik—Ll . ph-l RotRot " : HE ! (RotRot ", Q) — HEF! (),

RotRot I} RotRotl T}

k,k—1,0 .k _ Akk—1,1 gk, k—1 T k+1
QRotRot'g,Ft T SymGradft(l QRotRot-Sr,Ft) ’ HS,Ft (ROtROt ’Q) - HFt (Q)
kk—1,1 k,k—1,0

satisfying QRotRot;Ft + symGrad QRotRot;Ft = ldHE‘vk”(RotRotT,(z)' In particular, weak and strong

boundary conditions coincide also for the non-standard Sobolev spaces.
Recall the Hilbert complexes and cohomology groups from Section and Section 271

Theorem 3.8 (closed and exact Hilbert complexes for extendable domains). Let (2,T}) be an
extendable bounded strong Lipschitz pair and let k > 0. The domain complexes of linear elasticity

k T,k ok
‘RMp, . symGradfy L. RotRotgn ) pivkp, . "RMp,
RMr, HE, Hg 1, (RotRot ' ) ————— Hg p,, (Div) HE, RMr,, ,
ik T,k b
TRMrn, — Divg RotRot, — symGrad LRM
t k S;Pn 1 . S,In k T In k+1 Tn
— e STy
RMr, Hr, Hs 1, (Div) Hs 1, (RotRot ') HE RMp,, ,
and, for k>1,
ok T,k k—1 k=1
L]RMI'\t Bl symeadFt Kk—1 - ROtROtS,Ft o1 ) D'VS,I‘t o1 WRI\\/_[Fn
RMr, HE HE %=1 (RotRot |) ————— HATL(Div) . RMr,, ,
TRM, ot - Divi ! ot RotRot{ 0 F 1 fh1 . — symGradf, per , B
_ S, _ . ) — n
RMr, HE HELL (Div) $——"— H¥E =1 (RotRot ) HE RMr,,

are exact and closed Hilbert complexes. In particular, all ranges are closed, all cohomology groups
(Dirichlet/Neumann fields) are trivial, and the operators from Theorem[31] are associated bounded
regular potential operators.

3.1.2. General Strong Lipschitz Domains. Similar to [I5) Lemma 4.8] we get the following.

Lemma 3.9 (cutting lemma). Let ¢ € C°(R*) and let k > 0.
(i) If T € Hip, (Div,Q), then ¢T € HE 1, (Div, Q) and Div(¢T) = ¢ DivT + T'grad ¢ holds.
(ii) Ifk > 1 and S € HEE ' (RotRot T, Q), then ¢S € HEE ' (RotRot ", Q) and
RotRot " (pS) = ¢ RotRot " S + 2sym ((spngrad @) Rot S) + ¥(Grad grad ¢, 5)
holds with an algebraic operator Y. In particular, this holds for S € HISC,D (RotRotT, Q).

We proceed by showing regular decompositions for the elasticity complexes extending the results
of Corollary 3.4l and Corollary 3.7

Lemma 3.10 (regular decompositions). Let k > 0. Then the bounded regular decompositions
HE 1, (Div, Q) = HET!(Q) + RotRot " HET2(Q),
Hgyn (RotRot ", Q) = H’S“J}f(ﬂ) + symGrad H’Ii:rl(Q)
and, for k > 1, the non-standard bounded regular decompositions

H 1, (RotRot ', Q) C HE ' (RotRot ", Q) = HEF! () + symGrad HE™ (Q)
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hold with bounded linear reqular decomposition operators

Qf{imotg,n : Hg 1, (RotRot ', Q) — HETA(Q), Qb 1, + HEr, (Div, Q) — HETH(Q),
Q’;{fm%,n : HE [, (RotRot ", Q) — HEF' (), Q. 1, + HE p, (Div, Q) — HEF (),
Okt T HES  (RotRot T, 2) — HEE! (9),
Qb 1 HEL (RotRot T, Q) — HEFH(Q)

satisfying
k,1
QDIV" T + ROtROt QD]V I, — lde (Dlv Q)
k,1
QRotRotT r, +symGrad QR tRot! I ldHéfp (RotRot T ,Q)>

k,k—1,0
+ symGrad QRotRotg,Ft ld fltft I(RotRotT,Q)’

k,k—1,1

QRotRot—r Iy k=1

1t holds Div QDIW T = DivE 1, and thus HSF 0(Div,Q) s invariant under QDIW I Analo-

gously, RotRot " QRMROtT RotRotSF and RotRot " QthRlotlT = RotRo t—Sr ]Iitk and thus
HS7Ft70(ROtROt ,Q) is invariant under QR “Rotl T, , and Ql;{:th)tlg,Ft’ respectively.

Corollary 3.11 (weak and strong partial boundary conditions coincide). Let k > 0. Weak and
strong boundary conditions coincide, i.e.,

HY, (symGrad, Q) = HF, (symGrad, Q) = HEH (Q) = HEM (Q),
Hs r, (Div, ) = Hs r, (Div, ),
H’Sipt (RotRot ', Q) = HS L (RotRot ", ),
HEE ' (RotRot ', Q) = HEL ' (RotRot ", Q), k> 1.

In particular, SYmGradlﬁ = symGradllit, RotRot-S'—”;t = RotRot—Srv’Iit, and Div’S“I)5 = Divg,n, as
well as, for k> 1, RotRotg:’Ii;kfl — ROtRotg’Ek’l,

Proof of Lemma 310 and Corollary[T11l According to [I1] and [I5], cf. [2 3, @], let (U, ¢¢) be
a partition of unity for €, i.e.,

U Q@ =000, ¢ €C5y, U,
(=1

and (Q, f‘t,é) are extendable bounded strong Lipschitz pairs. Recall I'y y := T} N U, and ft,é-

o Let k > 0 and let 7' € HE [, (Div, Q). Then by definition T'|q, € HE 1, (Div, Q) and we
decompose by Corollary B.4]

T|a, = Ts1 + RotRot " Sy

with Tp1 := Q. 1, Tla, € HET! (Q0) and Seo := QB 1, , Tlo, € HER? (). Lemma
B9 yields

el o, = eTe1 + e RotRot " Se0
=:Ty

= @¢Tr1 — 2sym ((spn grad ¢y) Rot S&O) — U (Gradgrad ¢y, Sr0)
+ RotRot " (peSe0)
——

=:Sy
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with T, € Hktl (Q¢) and S, € Hth (Qg). Extending T; and Sy by zero to ) gives tensor
t
fields Ty € Hk+1( ) and Sy € Hk+2(Q) as well as

L L L
T = Z SD[TlQE = Z Tvg-i-ROtROtT Z §g

{=—1L l=—L (=—1L
€ HER (Q) + RotRot " HET? () € HE 1, (Div, Q).

As all operations have been linear and continuous we set

k+1 k+2
Qe T Z Ty € HEE(Q), Qiner, T Z Se € HEE(9).
{=—L {=—L

o Letk > landlet S € HY ' (RotRot ", Q). Then by definition S|o, € HET | (RotRot T, )
and we decompose by Corollary [3.7]

Sla, = Se1 + symGrad v,

.  Akk—1,1 k1  Akk—1,0 k1
with S&l = 0 t,gSlQE S HS,Ft,z(Qé) and Vg0 = Q t,€S|QE S HFt,l (Qg)

RotRot] ,I" RotRot] ,I"
Thus
QD[SlQE = SDKSZ,I + @ SymGrad Ve,0
(6) = ¢S — sym (vg,0(grad W)T) + symGrad(¢ve,0)
——

=:5¢ =:vy
with S, € Hk+1 () and vy € Hk+1(Qe) Extending S, and v; by zero to  gives fields
t
Sf € Hlsc}tl (Q) and Vg € HIIE;H(Q) as well as

L L L
S = Z QDZS|Q[ = Z §e+symGrad Z Vg

{=—L {=—L {=—L
€ HEE(Q) + symGrad HiM (Q) € HEE ! (RotRot ", Q).
As all operations have been linear and continuous we set

L L
k,k—1,1 _ k+1 k,k—1,0 . ~ k+1
QRotRotT FtS Z SZ = H (Q)’ QRotRot-Sr,FtS T Z v € HFt (Q>
f=—L {=—1L

o Let k>0andlet S e HlSC,n (RotRot ", Q). Then by definition S|q, € Hgﬁpt [(RotRotT, Q)
and we decompose by Corollary [3.4]
Sla, = Se1 + symGrad vgo
. k,1 k k0 k
with Sp1 == Quip 1, Sla, € HE T2, () and vy = Qoiro] 1y, Sl € HEF ) (Q0).
Now we follow the arguments from (Gl on. Note that still only S, € H’S“Jlﬁl (Q) holds, i.e.,
sht, e

we have lost one order of regularity for Sy. Nevertheless, we get
S € HEE () + symGrad HE; ' (),
and all operations have been linear and continuous. But this implies by the previous step
S € HEL " (RotRot T, Q) + symGrad Hi7H (Q).
Again by the previous step we obtain
S € HET?(Q) + symGrad Hf;™*(Q) + symGrad HE ™ ()
= H’S“Jff(Q) + symGrad H’lit“(Q) C Hg,n (RotRot ", ),

and all operations have been linear and continuous.
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It remains to prove Hllit (symGrad, Q) C Hllit (symGrad, Q). Let v € Hllit (symGrad, Q). Then we
have ¢v € Hlﬁ,u(symGrad,Qg) = H%t[(symGrad, Oy) = Hlﬁfl(ﬂg) by Corollary B.6l Extending
y) , t,6

ev by zero to  yields vector fields vy € Hllij'l(Q) aswellasv=>",pv=>,u € Hllij'l(Q) O
3.2. Mini FA-ToolBox.

3.2.1. Zero Order Mini FA-ToolBoz. Recall Section 217 and let €, pu be admissible. In Section
(for ¢ = p = id) we have seen that the densely defined and closed linear operators

Ag = symGrady, : H, (Q) C L*(Q) = L3 .(Q),

Ay = "' RotRotg , : Hg n (RotRot ', Q) C L3 () — LZ (%),
Ay =Divgr, p: p~ " Hgp, (Div, Q) C LSM Q) — L%(Q),
Aj=—Divsr, e:e " Hg, (Div, Q) C L () — L*(Q),
)
)

o~ o~ o~ o~

A} = 'RotRotg p, : Hgp, (RotRot ', Q) C L, () — LE (),
A3 = —symGrady, : Hp, (Q) C L*(Q) — LE (),
where we have used Corollary [3.17] build the long primal and dual elasticity Hilbert complex

A_1=mu, Ag=symGradr, Ay=p—1 RotRotg r Ag=Divg , 1 A3=mRM,,
2 ﬁ 2 2 -

(7) RMr, = L2(Q) s LSYE(Q) = —12,(2) & L2(Q) 7= RMr,,
A—IZWRMF =— D“’S,I‘n 5 = RotRotg T A2:7 symGraan A3:L]RMFH

cf. [@).
Theorem 3.12 (compact embedding). The embedding

Hs 1, (RotRot |, Q) N e~ Hg . (Div, Q) — LE (Q)
1s compact. Moreover, the compactness does not depend on €.

Proof. Note that this type of compact embedding is independent of ¢ and p, cf. [I2, Lemma 5.1].
So, let e = p = id. Lemma B0 (for k = 0) yields the bounded regular decomposition

D(A}) = Hgp, (Div,Q) = Hi . (Q) + RotRot " H . (Q) = Hf + A} HJ

with H = Hg 1, (Q) and H} = H3, (Q) and H; = H, = LZ(Q). Rellich’s selection theorem and
[15] Corollary 2.12], cf. [11l Lemma 2.22], yield that D(A;) N D(A{) < H; is compact. O

Remark 3.13 (compact embedding). The embeddings
D(Ag) N D(AZ}) = Hp, () = L*(2) = Hy,
D(A1) N D(Af) = Hg 1, (RotRot ', Q) N e~ Hg 1, (Div, Q) — L2 (Q) =
D(A2) N D(A}) = =" Hg i, (Div, Q) N Hg 1, (RotRot |, Q) — L3 () =
D(A3) N D(A3) = Hp, (Q) — L*(Q) = Hy
are compact, and the compactness does not depend on € or .

Theorem 3.14 (compact elasticity complex). The long primal and dual elasticity Hilbert complex
@ is compact. In particular, the complez is closed.

Let us recall the reduced operators

Ap)1 = (symGrady, )1 : D((symGradp, )1 ) C (RMp, e R(symGrady, ),
t t t
1
(A1) = (u" RotRotg,pt)L : D((pfl RotRotg,pt)l) C N RotRot;pt) e _, R(p~ ' RotRotg T )s
1
(Ag)l = (DiVSJ‘t ,u)l : D((DiVS,Ft ,LL)L) C N(DiVs,r‘t ,u) ETA (DIVS i ILL)
1
(A3)1 = —(Diver, €)1 : D((Divsr, €)1) € N(Divs,r, e) %= — R(Divgp, ¢),
1
(A7)L = (¢ 'RotRotgr, )1 : D((e ' RotRots,) 1) C N(e ' RotRotsp,) “+#” — R(e~' RotRotér, ),
(A3)1 = (symGrady, )1 : D((symGrady, )1) C (RMpn)l'-z(“) R(symGrady, ),
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with domains of definition
D((Ao)1) = D(symGradp, ) N (RMy,) 2

D((A1)1) = D(u~" RotRotf ,) N N(u~" RotRot;Ft)LLé,g(n) — D~ RotRot] ;) N A(=~" RotRotl . ),
D((A2 l) = D(Divg,r, ) N N(Divg,p, ﬂ)lLé“(m = D(Divs, 1) N R(SymGradrn,)7

D((A$)1) = D(Divg 1, £) N N(Divs p, e)ng,s(Q) — D(Divs 1, £) N R(symGrady, ),
D((A})1) = D(e' RotRot{ . ) N N(e™? RotRotg’Fn)ng,u(Q) — D(e~" RotRot} ) " R(u~" RotRot} 1,),
D((A3)1) = D(symGradr, ) N (RMp, ) 2@

Note that R(A,) = R((Ay)1) and R(A}) = R((A})L) hold. [11, Lemma 2.9] shows:
Theorem 3.15 (mini FA-ToolBox). For the zero order elasticity complex it holds:
(i) The ranges R(symGrady,), R(p" RotRot;Ft), and R(Divsr, 1) are closed.

15

(i) The inverse operators (symGradp,) 7", (u™} RotRot;Ft)Il, and (Divsr, 1) " are compact.
(iii) The cohomology group of generalised Dirichlet/Neumann tensor fields Hg . . () is finite-

dimensional. Moreover, the dimension does not depend on €.
(iv) The orthonormal Helmholtz type decompositions

L;E (©2) = R(symGradr, ) EB,_;E(Q) N(Divsr, €)
= N(u* RotRot—Srypt) DLz (o) R(e™! RotRot—Srﬁrn)
= R(symGradr, ) Dz _(@) Hsrr o (2) Sz (@) R(e™! RotRot—SiFn)

(v) ]}Oifi“e exist (optimal) co,c1,co > 0 such that the Friedrichs/Poincaré type estimates
Vv e Hp ()N (RM, ) 2@ [vli2(o) < col symGradvliz (),
VT € e ' Hg 1, (Div, Q) N R(symGradr,) |T|L§75(Q) < co| DiveT |2 (g,

VS €Hgr, (RotRot , Q) N R(e™* RotRothn) |S||_§VE(Q) < ¢1|u~ ' RotRot " S|L§7M(Q),

VS € Hg p, (RotRot |, Q) N R(u~' RotRotf ;) S|z () < cle™ RotRot " Slz ()

VT € p~! Hg p, (Div, Q) N R(symGrady, ) Tz (o) < c2| DivuT | 2(q),

Vv € HE, (Q) N (RMf, ) 2@ [vli2(o) < co symGrad vz (q)
hold. |

(vi) For all S € Hgr, (RotRot , Q) Ne~t Hs 1, (Div, ) N HS,R,FME(Q)J_L;E(Q) it holds
|S|E§E(Q) < 2|~ RotRot " S|E§M(Q) + ¢§| DivesS|fa g
(vii) Hgrr, -(Q) = {0}, if (2,1}) is extendable.

3.2.2. Higher Order Mini FA-ToolBoz. For simplicity, let ¢ = p = id. From Section we recall

the densely defined and closed higher Sobolev order operators
symGrady, : HET(Q) € HE (Q) — HE 1, (Q),
RotRotg, : HE 1, (RotRot |, Q) € HE 1, () — HS (),
RotRot 12" !t HEE ! (RotRot [, Q) C HE () — HEL (Q), k> 1,
DlVS,n : Hs,n (Div, Q) C HS r, () — Hn( )s
building the long elasticity Hilbert complexes

(8)

LRM symGrddF RotRotg I’ft Dwﬁ

(9)  RMrp, = HE, (2) - HE r, () ? Hir, () = HE, (2) > RMr,, k>0,
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“RMp, symGrad, RotRot K-k ~1 DivE 1

t t It 1 TRM,,
(10) RMr, — 7 HEL(Q) — 7 HEL(Q H;;:(Q) —_— Hl’it_l(Q) — ”RMp,, k>1.

We start with regular representations implied by Lemma [3.10] and Corollary 311}

Theorem 3.16 (regular representations and closed ranges). Let k > 0. Then the reqular potential
representations

R(symGradﬁ) = symGrad Hﬁ (symGrad, Q) = symGrad Hlli:rl(Q)
= HE 1, (Q) N R(symGrady,)
= HE () N Hg 1, o(RotRot ™, Q) N Hg (@)
= HE L, o(RotRot T, Q) N Mg ()2
R(RotRoty T, ") = R(RotRotgT,) = RotRot " HE 1, (RotRot ", Q) = RotRot " H17(Q)
= RotRot " Hi+!"*(RotRot ", Q)
= HE 1, () N R(RotRotg )
= H5 1, () N Hg p, o (Div, Q) NHg 1 ()
= HE p o(Div, Q) N Hg ()
R(Div p,) = Div Hg f, (Div, Q) = Div HEFH(Q)
= HE (Q) N R(Divs r,) = HE (Q) N (RMp, ) 2@

iR
@

2
)

hold. In particular, the latter spaces are closed subspaces of H§(Q) and Hk(Q), respectively, and
all ranges of the higher Sobolev order operators in ) are closed. Moroever, the long elasticity
Hilbert complexes (@) and [IQ) are closed.

Note that in Theorem [3.16 we claim nothing about bounded regular potential operators, leaving
the question of bounded potentials to the next sections, cf. Theorem [3.24]

Proof of Theorem [5.16l. We only show the representations for R(RotRot—Srjllit). The other follow
analogously, but simpler. By Lemma [3.10] and Corollary [3.11] we have

RotRot " H’SC';?(Q) C RotRot " Hg}j’k(RotRotT, Q) = R(RotRotgllfﬁ:rl’k)
C RotRot " HE 1, (RotRot ', Q) = R(RotRoty},) = RotRot " HEL? ().
In particular,
(11) R(RotRotyY,) = RotRot " HE p, (RotRot ", Q) = RotRot " HELZ ().
Moreover,
1

L2(Q)

R(RotRotg,) € HE 1, o(Div, Q) NHg - r, ()
. 1
= Hlsc,n () NHg 1, o(Div, Q) NHg r- 1 ()
since by Theorem (iv)
(12) R(RotRot{ 1,) = Hg , o(Div, Q) N Hg - . .(Q)
Thus it remains to show
HE 1 o(Div, 2) N Hg - .(Q)72® C RotRot " H 1, (RotRotT,Q), k> 1.

B = HE 1 () N R(RotRotg , ),

Lz

For this, let k > 1 and T € H 1, o(Div, ) N Hgr (). By (@) and () we have
T € R(RotRotj ,) = RotRot " H3 1, ()

and hence there is S; € Hé,n (Q) such that RotRot' S; = T. We see S; € Hé,n (RotRot ", Q)
resp. S € Héﬂ (RotRot ", Q) if k = 1. Hence we are done for k = 1 and k = 2. For k > 2 we
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have T' € RotRot " Hé,n (RotRot ", Q) = RotRot " Hgﬂ (Q) by (). Thus there is Sy € Hgﬂ (Q)
such that RotRot' Sp = T. Then S € Hg 1, (RotRot ', Q) resp. Sz € H , (RotRot ", Q) if k = 3,
and we are done for £k = 3 and k = 4. After finitely many steps, we observe that T belongs to
RotRot " H§,Ft (RotRot ", ), finishing the proof. O
The reduced operators corresponding to (8) are
1
(symGradf, ) : D((symGradf,) 1) C (RMr,) HE @ R(symGrady, ),
Lok
(RotRotlt,) 1 : D((RotRotyf,)1) € N(RotRotyt,) "n'™ — R(RotRoty}, ),
Lok
(RotRotg ¥ ") 1 : D((RotRotl " ") 1) € N(RotRotyy,) "™ — R(RotRotyy, ), k> 1,
1
(DivE )1 : D((DivE ) 1) € N(DivE ) " — R(DivE )

with domains of definition

Lk @
D((symGradFt 1) = D(symGrad?. .) N (RMr,) ™

)1) = D(
D((RotRotg*,)1) = D(RotRotgT, ) mN(RotRotgk) M ()
)1) = D(

1
D((RotRotS;* ") 1) = D(RotRotg 1" ") N N(RotRot{ ) n ™, k>1,

1
D((Div,)1) = D(Divy,) N N (Divk ) "r .
11, Lemma 2.1] and Theorem B.T0] yield:

Theorem 3.17 (closed ranges and bounded inverse operators). Let k > 0. Then:
i) R(symGradﬁ) = R((symGradﬁ)L) are closed and, equivalently, the inverse operator

(symGradﬁ)Il : R(symGradﬁ) — D((symGradﬁ)L)
resp. (sylrnGrradllit)J__1 : R(symGradﬁ) — D(symGradﬁ)
is bounded. Equivalently, there is ¢ > 0 such that for all v € D((symGradﬁ)L)
V[ () < cfsymGrad v]ys (q)-

11 otRots' 1 ) | otRot otRot otRot 1) are close
ii) R((RotRot{T,)1) = R(RotRotyy,) = R(RotRotg . ") = R((RotRotyy, " losed
and, equivalently, the inverse operators

(RotRotgr,) 7" R(RotRotgy,) — D((RotRotdt,) 1)
resp.  (RotRotgT, )7 " : R(RotRotgT,) — D(RotRotgT, ),
(RotRot{ ") 7!« R(RotRotyT, ) — D((RotRotg ) 1)
resp. (RotRot—Sr ’ffl k)j_l : R(RotRotSIt — D(RotRot—Sr ’ffl )
are bounded. Equivalently, there is ¢ > 0 such that for all S € D((RotRotg:Ifﬁt)J_) resp.
S € D((RotRotg ") 1)
1S nx ) < ¢l RotRot " Slur)y  Tesp- |S|H§+1(Q) < ¢|RotRot " Slhx @)-
(iii) R(Divgyn) = R((Divgﬁnh) are closed and, equivalently, the inverse operator
(DivEy,)1" : R(Divp,) — D((Divp,)1)
Tesp. (DiVISC,FJIl : R(Divlsc,n) - D(Divg,n)
is bounded. Equivalently, there is ¢ > 0 such that for all T € D((DiV]SCyFt)J_)
Tk () < ¢l Div Ty (g

Lemma 3.18 (Schwarz’ lemma). Let 0 < |a| < k.
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(i) ForS € HISC,D, (RotRot ', Q) resp. S € Hg}j’k(RotRotT, Q) it holds 0% S € Hgr, (RotRot ', Q)
resp. 0% S € Hé:% (RotRot ) ) and RotRot' 9% S = 9* RotRot ' S.
(ii) ForT € HISC,D, (Div, ) it holds 0T € Hg 1, (Div, Q) and Divo* T = 0* DivT.

Proof. Let S € H§,Ft (RotRot ', Q). For ® € CY (Q2) we have
(0“ 8, RotRot " ®)2(q) = (—1)*!(S, RotRot ' 0 ®)12(q
= (=D)I*(RotRot " §,0% @) 2(q) = (0" RotRot" S, ®) 2(q)

as S € HISC,I} () NHgr, (RotRot ", Q) and RotRot ' S € HISC,H (Q). Hence

0% S € Hg, (RotRot ', Q) = Hs 1, (RotRot ', Q)
by CorollaryBITand RotRot ' 9% S = 9% RotRot ' S. The other assertions follow analogously. [
Theorem 3.19 (compact embedding). Let k > 0. Then the embedding

HE 1, (RotRot |, Q) N HE 1, (Div, Q) < HE ()
18 compact.

Proof. We follow in close lines the proof of [I5, Theorem 4.11), cf. [I1, Theorem 4.16], using
induction. The case k = 0 is given by Theorem Let £ > 1 and let (S¢) be a bounded
sequence in HISC,D, (RotRot ', Q) N H]SC,FH (Div, Q). Note that

HE 1, (RotRot |, ) N HE 1, (Div, Q) C HE 1, () NHE L (Q) = HE 1(Q).

By assumption and w.l.o.g. we have that (Sy) is a Cauchy sequence in Hg}l (Q). Moreover, for all
la| = k we have 0% Sy € Hgr, (RotRot ', Q) N Hs 1, (Div, Q) with RotRot' 9% Sy = 8 RotRot ' S,
and Div 9 Sy = 9% Div Sy by Lemma[3I8 Hence (0 S¢) is a bounded sequence in the zero order
space Hg r, (RotRot ', Q) N Hs r, (Div, Q). Thus, w.l.o.g. (0% S) is a Cauchy sequence in L2(Q) by
Theorem Finally, (Se) is a Cauchy sequence in H§7F(Q), finishing the proof. O
Remark 3.20 (compact embedding). For k > 1, c¢f. [I5l Remark 4.12], there is another and
slightly more general proof using a variant of [I1, Lemma 2.22].

For this, let (S¢) be a bounded sequence in H§,Ft (RotRot ', Q) N H]SC,FH (Div, Q). In particular,
(S¢) is bounded in Hg:{ft_l(RotRotT, Q)N Hgﬁpn (Div, Q). According to Lemma 310 we decompose
S¢ = Ty + symGrad v, with Ty € Hg}tl (Q) and vy € Hlli:rl(Q) By the boundedness of the reqular
decomposition operators, (Ty) and (ve) are bounded in Hgil (Q) and Hlli:rl(Q), respectively. W.l.o.g.

(Ty) and (v¢) converge in H’g’n (Q) and Hllit (Q), respectively. For all 0 < |a| < k Lemma [318
yields (0* Sy) C Hg 1, (Div,§2) and Divo® T = 0“ DivT. With Se; := Sy —S;, Ty =Ty —Ti, and

Vg = vp — U we get
|Sealf @) = (Seas Tedne o) + (S, symGrad ve) i o)
= (Se, TU)HQ‘(Q) — (Div Se,, W,l>Hk(Q) < C(|T€,l|H§(Q) + |W,l|Hk(Q)) — 0.
The latter remark shows immediately:
Theorem 3.21 (compact embedding). Let k > 1. Then the embedding
HEE ! (RotRot |, Q) NHE |, (Div, Q) < HE 1 (Q)
1§ compact.

Theorem 3.22 (Friedrichs/Poincaré type estimate). There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all S in
HE 1, (RotRot T, Q) N HE 1 (Div, Q) N Hs . ()

LZ(@)

|S|H§(Q) S Ek(| ROtROtT S|H§(Q) + |D1V S|H’“(Q))
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- 1 - 1
The condition Hgr, r. ;q(€2) B can be replaced by the weaker conditions H]Sc,rt,rn,id(9> B op

Hgﬁnyrmid(ﬂ)l“g(“). In particular, it holds

VS € HE 1, (RotRot |, ) N R(RotRotgY. ) |11 () < k| RotRot " S|y (q),
VS € HE . (Div, Q) N R(symGrady,) |Slhx o) < G| Div S|y ()
with
R(RotRoty ") = R(RotRotF. ) = HEp, o(Div, Q) N Hg o . sa() 2,
1

2@

R(symGradllit) = H§7Ft7O(RotRotT, Q)N HS,R,Fn,id(Q)
Analogously, for k > 1 there exists i -1 > 0 such that
|S|H§(Q) < /C\kykfl (| RotRot " S|H§’1(Q) + |DiV S|Hk(Q))

for all S in Hg:{ft_l(RotRotT, Q)N HISC,FTL (Div, Q) N /Hgyrhrmid(Q)LL%(ﬂ), Moreover,
VS € HEE ! (RotRot |, ) N R(RotRotg . ) S| (@) < Crh—1| RotRot " S|y -

Proof. We follow the proof of [IT, Theorem 4.17]. To show the first estimate, we use a standard
strategy and assume the contrary. Then there is a sequence

Lz

(Se) € HE 1, (RotRot |, ) N HE 1 (Div, Q) N Hgr, - 1a()
with |Se|prq) = 1 and | RotRot " Selur(a) + | Div Selyr(q) — 0. Hence we may assume that Sy

converges weakly to some S in Hg(ﬂ)ﬂ’HS,rUrmid(Q)ﬂ’HSL,rmid(Q)LLé(Q). Thus S = 0. By Theorem
BI9 (S¢) converges strongly to 0 in HX(€2), in contradiction to |Selpr ) = 1. The other estimates
follow analogously resp. with Theorem by restriction. O

Remark 3.23 (Friedrichs/Poincaré/Korn type estimate). Similar to Theorem and by Rel-
lich’s selection theorem there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all v € H’Ii:rl(Q) N (RMD)L@(Q)

V[ () < cfsymGrad v]ys q)-

L
As in Theorem [3.17, (RMr, )@ can be replaced by (RMr,) "

3.3. Regular Potentials and Decompositions II. Let &k > 0. According to Theorem B.17 the
inverses of the reduced operators

(symed{%)I1 : R(symGradﬁ) — D(symGradﬁ) = Hllij'l(ﬂ),
(RotRotyr,) 1" R(RotRot{'f,) = D(RotRotyy,) = HE 1, (RotRot ", ),
(RotRotgp, ") T : R(RotRotg Y, ) — D(RotRoty ") = HE 1" (RotRot ", ),
(DivE ) 7"« R(Divh ) — D(Divé 1) = HE 1, (Div, Q)
are bounded and we recall the bounded linear regular decomposition operators
Qlkj,ilvs,r‘t : H]SC,I} (DiV, Q) - HISC,JIr‘tl (Q)’ Qlkj’iOvS,Ft : H]SC,I} (DiV, Q) - HISC,JIr‘t2 (Q)’
QR;M@ : HE 1, (RotRot ', Q) — HETZ(9), QthRot;n : HE 1, (RotRot ', ) — HEH (Q),

E+1,k1 . gk+1.k T k42 E+1,k,0 . k+1.k T k42
QRotRotg,n tHgT, (RotRot ', Q) — Hs T (Q), QRotRot;Ft tHgT, (RotRot ', ) — HY, Q)

from Lemma [BI0 Similar to [I1, Theorem 4.18, Theorem 5.2], cf. [IT, Lemma 2.22, Theorem
2.23], we obtain the following sequence of results:

Theorem 3.24 (bounded regular potentials from bounded regular decompositions). For k > 0
there exist bounded linear reqular potential operators

ky— k T Loz k41
PfymGrad,n = (symGradFt)Ll :Hgr, o(RotRot , Q) N Hg . (Q) B Hr:r (Q),
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. L k+2
PI’;MROJQ = QRMROJ (RotRotSF) . HE 00DV, Q) NHg ()@ — HEP(Q),

k+1,k  Ak+1k1 Tk+1 k . L2 k42
PRotRot;n = QRotRotT (RotRo ) HS 10DV, Q) N Hgr  (2)75 = Hg I (Q),

. -1 . yk k+1
PD]Vc I = QDWO T (DIVS,I})J_ : Hrt (£2) N (RM, ) hea H (Q),

such that
symGrad P* =id ,
Y symGrad,I; = | B o (RotRot T Q)M o (@) Be®
T k+1,k . T .
RotRot PRotRot; = RotRot PRotRotT rn=1d |chF D, - (@)@
S, T, ’ S,Ih,i,e

. k .
Div Ppiy, r, = id |H1’2t(ﬂ)m(RMpn)LL2 .
In particular, all potentials in Theorem [Z.16 can be chosen such that they depend continuously

k k+1,k
on the data. 7)symGrad T PRotRotg,n’ PRotRotg,n’

RotRot ", and Div, respectively.

k ) .
and PDiVS’Ft are Tight inverses of symGrad,

Theorem 3.25 (bounded regular decompositions from bounded regular potentials). For k > 0
the bounded reqular decompositions

HE 1, (Div, Q) = HEHH(Q) + HE 1, o(Div, 2) = HEHL(Q) + RotRot T HEE2(Q)
= R(Q},. 1) + HE 1, o(Div, Q)
B R(QD% Ft) + R(ﬁSiVS,H)v
Hg,rt (RotRot ", Q) = HISCJ??(Q) + Hgypho(RotRotTv Q) = HS}?(Q) + symGrad H’lit*l(Q)
= R(Qp porr 1)+ HEr, o(RotRot T, ©)
B R(QRotRotT Ft) + R(ﬁll?iomotg,pt),
HELF (RotRot T, Q) = HET2(Q) + HEH o(RotRot T, Q) = HEL?(Q) + symGrad HE 2 (Q)
= R(QR! b )+ HEE o(RotRot T, )

_ ~k+1,k,1 Ark+1,k
- R(QRotRot-Sr,Ft) + R(NRotRot )

hold with bounded linear reqular decomposition operators

QDIVS,Ft : P}’Sivs,n DiV}sc,n HS Ty (Div, Q) — gJﬁl (Q),
éﬁ;tRotg,I} = PIk{otRotI,Ft ROtROthf“ : Hs,n (ROtROt Q) — ISCJ??(Q%
Qprvnotr 1 = Phoio: 1, ROTRotg 1 T HEEH (RotRot ", 2) — HEF(@),
N, - HE L (Div, Q) — HE 1, o(Div, ),
NE roirr, - HEr, (RotRot ", Q) — HE 1, o (RotRot ', €2),
NPIch:thI;J I kH k(ROtROt Q) = ]SCJlr“tl,o(ROtROtT, Q)

satisfying

. _ Ak,1 ATk
1dH§’Ft(Div,Q) = Qbiverry T Mbive,1ys

Ak, 1 Ak
lder (RotRot T,Q) — QRotRotg,Ft + NRotRotg,Ft’
. _ Ak+1,k,1 Ark+1,k
ldHSEl’k(RotRotTaQ) - QRotRotg,n +A RotRot] ,I}*

Corollary 3.26 (bounded regular kernel decompositions). For k > 0 the bounded regular kernel
decompositions

HISC,Ft,o(DiV, Q) = H§}37O(D1V Q) + RotRot " Hk+2(Q)
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H§,Ft7O(RotRotT, Q) = IS“JICQO(RotRot , Q) + symGrad Hllf:rl Q)
hold.

Remark 3.27 (bounded regular decompositions from bounded regular potentials). It holds

_ -k
Div QDIV" = Div QDIV" I = = Divg,

k : o . k,1 Nk, 1
and hence Hgr, o(Div, Q) is invariant under Qp;, 1, and Qp;, .. Analogously,

— — Tk
RotRot " QR tRot] T — RotRot " QR tRot] T RotRotS T
T Ak+Lkl T Ak+1k1 k+1 k
RotRot QRotRotg,n = RotRot QRMRO%’ = RotRotg .
k T k T k41,k,1
Thus Hg 1, o(RotRot ', Q) and Hg}tlyo(RotRot , Q) are invariant under QR tRot] T and QRJgtRot;n,

respectively. Moreover,
k :k -1 1ok
(QDW&,I} ) (PDivs,Ft )’ QDW&,I} QD]Vc T (DIVS,D; )L DIVS7Ft .

Ak, 1 _ ki1 ~k,1 .
Therefore, we have QDiv§,Ft|D((DiVSk,Ft)L) = QDivs,FJD((DivgiFt)L) and thus Q.. r, may differ from

QDW" T only on N(Divgyn) = Hgﬁnﬁo(Div, Q). Analogously,

~k,1 ~k,1 . Tk \—1 Tk
R(QRotRotg,rt> (PﬁotRotI,Ft> QRotRotg,F, QRotRotT i (RotRotgr, )T RotRotg,,
Sk41,k,1 _ k+1,k Sktlkl AkdLEL k+1 k k+1 k
R(QRotRotg,rt) = R(PRotRotg,n)’ QRotRotg,n = QRotRotT I (RotRotg, )7' RotRotg :
Hence
Qk,l | T _ Qk,l |
RotRot{ , T} | D((RotRoty’ k r,)L) ~ TRotRot{ I} D((RotRot ,)1)’
ék-‘,—l,k,l | _ Qk+1,k,1 |
RotRot I} D((RotRotg IIX+1 ) T RotRot] I D((RotRotT k+1 *) 1)
~k+1,k,1 k+1,k,1
and thus QR Ro tI,Ft and QRotRotI, r, may differ from QRotRotT and QROtROt;Ft only on the

kernels N (RotRotgT,) = HEp, o(RotRot ™, Q) and N(RotRotg ’i“ ") = HEL o (RotRot ™, Q), re-

spectively.
Remark 3.28 (projections). Recall Theorem[Z23, e.g., for RotRotgjllit

- .
HE 1, (RotRot |, Q) = R(QR;ROM) + RINE gimors 1)-

Ak _ 1 _ Akt . .
(i) QRotRotT I’ M RotRot] I, 1 QRotRotg,n are projections.

) k _ ATk Ak,1 _

(1 ) QRotRot—g,DNRotRotg,Ft - NRotRot-Sr,Ft QRotRot—Sr,D, =0.

.o _ Ak Ak . _ 2 .

(ii) For IL := QRotRotT = + Ny OtRoth it holds Iy = I? = ldH’fr (RotRotT,0)-  Therefore,

I., 1%, as well as I_ = 20m!
HISC,D, (RotRot ", Q).
(iii) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all S € Hg,rt (RotRot ", Q)

RotRotl I ldeF (RotRotT,) are topological isomorphisms on

-
C|QRotROJ ptS|H§+2(Q) < | RotRot S|H§(Q) < |S|H§(RotRotT,Q)a
k.1
|Nf]§otRotg,nS|Hé(Q) < |S|H§(Q) + |QRocRotg,FtS|H§(Q)'

S =0 and N*

RotRot-gr s

(iii*) For S € HE 1, o(RotRot ', Q) we have Q"
ular, ./\7{;

RotRot] I} S = 8. In partic-

otRot] Ty 18 onto.
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Similar results to (i)-(i4’) hold for DleF and RotRot—Sr ]ffl * as well. In particular, QDWS I

k Sk+1,k,1 rk+1,k .
ND and QRMRO%L NRotRotT r, ore projections and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all

T € HE 1, (Div, ) and all S € HEHF (RotRot T, Q)

ivs, I

. k+1,k,1
|QD1vB FtT|H§+1(Q) < ¢| Div T'|pe (s |QR;ROJ FtS|H§+2(Q) < ¢|RotRot " Slhe -
Corollary .26 shows:

Corollary 3.29 (bounded regular higher order kernel decompositions). For k,¢ > 0 the bounded
regqular kernel decompositions

N(Divgp,) = Hip, o(Div, Q) = Hé 1,.0(Div, Q) + RotRot " HET (),
N(RotRotg,) = HE 1, o(RotRot ", Q) = Hf 1, o(RotRot T, Q) + symGrad H ' (©)
hold. In particular, for k=0 and all £ >0
N(Divsr,) = Hg p, o(Div, Q) = Sn o(Div, Q) + RotRot | HZ 1, (92),
(RotRotS )= HS’Ft,O(RotRotT, Q) = S .0 (RotRot Q) + symGrad HFt (Q).

3.4. Dirichlet/Neumann Fields. From Theorem 313 (iv) we recall the orthonormal Helmholtz
type decompositions (for u = 1)

L3 () = R(symGrady,) @12 (o) N(Divs, €)
= N(RotRotg r,) ®12 (o) R(c~" RotRotg p, )
(13) = R( ) Dz (o) Hs () Drz (o) R(e™" ROtROt;rn),
(ROtROtS r,) = R(symGradr, ) DLz () Hsrr, (),
N(Divsr, €) = Hs r,.r,.c () @1z (o) R(c~' RotRot§ ).

symGradp,

t

Let us denote the Lég(ﬂ)—orthonormal projector onto N (Divsr, €) and N (RotRot—ls—ypt) by
Toiv : L3 .(Q) = N(Divs, €), TRotRot™ * L3.(Q) — N(RotRot;Ft),
respectively. Then
T

WDiVlN(RotRothFt) : N(ROtROtS,n) - ’Hs,rt,rn,e(Q),

TRotRot T | N(Divsr, ¢) * NV (Divsr, €) = Hg . ()
are onto. Moreover,

7rDiv|R(swmG’wdl‘ ) — 0, TRotRot T |R(€’1 ROtROt-sr,Fn) =0,

m™ivln, @ =idw @) TRotRot ™ 1#y (@) =1d3 (2

SR e
Therefore, by Corollary [3:229 and for all £ > 0
Hsrne (1) = WDivN(ROtROtgﬁpt) = TDiv Hényo(RotRotT, ),
Hs o e () = Trotrot ™ N (Divsr, €) = TRotRot TE | Hé,rn,o(DiVa Q),
where we have used N(Divsr, €) = ¢! Hg 1, o(Div, ). Hence with
HE, o (RotRot ', Q) == (] H 1, o(RotRot ", ), HE,, o(Div, Q) := (1) HE p, o(Div, Q)
k>0 k>0

we have the following result:

Theorem 3.30 (smooth pre-bases of Dirichlet/Neumann fields). Let dor, := dimHgr, . ().
Then

TDiv Hg’ort’O(ROtROtT’ Q) = HSart7rn7€ (Q) = 7-‘-RotRotTE_l Hg,ol—‘mo (DiV, Q)
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Moreover, there exists a smooth RotRot ' -pre-basis and a smooth Div-pre-basis of Hsrr, (),
e., there are linear independent smooth fields

BRI () i= { BRI 10N € HE, (RotRot T, Q),
BEE, () = (B Ji21" € M3, o(Div, ),
such that Tpiy BROtROt (Q) and TRotRot TE~ BDW (Q2) are both bases of Hgr, . (). In particular,
Lin mpjy Bg%ROtT () = Hsrr, «(2) = Lin TRetrot™ et BDW (Q).
Note that (1 — mpiy) and (1 — TRetretT ) are the Léﬁe(ﬂ)—orthonormal projectors onto the ranges
R(symGradr,) and R(e™* RotRot;Fn), respectively, i.e.,
(1 —7piv) : L;E(Q) — R(symGrady, ), (1 = TRotRotT) : LéjE(Q) — R(571 RotRot-ls—In).
By ([@3]), Theorem B.T6, and Theorem we have, e.g.,
Hs r, o(RotRot ", ) = R(symGradr, ) Sz (@) Hsrr,e ()
R(symGradrp,) iz (@) Lin mpjv Bg%ﬁROtT Q)
R(symGradp,) + (7piv — 1) Lin Bg‘f{ROtT (Q) + Lin Bg’j’{m’ﬁ Q)
R(symGrady,) + Lin BEfR" (@),
Hgynyo(RotRotT, Q) = R(symGrady, ) N HS r, O(RotRot ,) + Lin BROtROt (Q),
= R(symGradf,) + Lin ROtROt (Q).

Similarly, we obtain a decomposition of HS r, 0(D1V Q) using BD‘V (). We conclude:

Theorem 3.31 (bounded regular direct decompositions). Let k > 0. Then the bounded regular
direct decompositions

HE 1, (RotRot ",

k,
R(QR;ROJ )+ HE 1, o (RotRot ", ),

R(Q]Ic{ﬁth]ztlg,Ft) + Hg}J,O(ROtROtTa Q)v

)
Hg?jk (RotRot ", Q)
H§,Ft,0 (ROtROtTv ) = symGrad HkJrl (Q) + Lin BROtRotT Q).
H]SC,FH (DiV, Q) (QDIV(‘ ) + HS T, O(DIV Q)
H]SC,FH,O (DiV’ Q) ROtROt Hk+2 (Q) _|_ Lln BD]V ( )
hold. Note that R(Qg . ix 1) R(Qshiiir 1) € HEE (@) and R(Qpiy, r,) € HELL ().

RotRot-r
Remark 3.32 (bounded regular direct decompositions). In particular, for k =0
Hs 1, (RotRot ", Q) = R(Q%! ) + Hg , o(RotRot ", ),

RotRot I}
HS,F,,,O(ROtROtTv Q) = symGrad H11~t (Q) + Lin BR“R"t Q)
= symGrad Hr, (Q) &2 _(0) Harr, (),
H r, (Div, Q) = R(Q}, 1) + Hg p,, o(Div, Q),
e'Hg 1. o(Div, Q) = e~ RotRot " H2 . () + ! Lin BYY (0)
= ¢ 'RotRot " Hé,rn (Q) @'—5,5(9) HS,R,F,.,E(Q)
and
L3(2) = Hs 1, o(RotRot ", Q) ©12 () e~ RotRot" Hi 1, (©2)

= symGrad Hp, (Q) @12_() ¢ " Hgr, 0 (Div, ).
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Proof of Theorem [3.31l Theorem 325 and (I4) show
HE 1, (RotRot ", Q) = R(Qp) i 1) - HE, o (RotRot ", ),
He T, " (RotRot ", ) = R(QT o 1) + HET p(RotRot T, ),
HE 1, o(RotRot ", Q) = symGrad HEHL () + Lin BER (),
To prove the directness, let

da,r,

Z ABEERO € symGrad HEF () 0 BEER ().

Then 0=3", AgﬂDlng%fR"t € Lin ﬂDlvBé{%:ROt and hence Ay = 0 for all £ as WDlvBé{%f}Ot is a
basis of Hgr. . (€2) by Theorem [3.301 Concerning the boundedness of the decompositions, let

H§7Ft,0(RotRotT, Q) 3 S = symGradv + B, v e Hllijl(Q), B € Lin lS’ROtROt Q).

By Theorem B.24] symGradv € R(symGradﬁ) and u = PfymGrad,Ft symGradv € Hllij'l(ﬂ) solves

symGrad u = symGrad v with |u[yr+1(g) < c[symGrad v|ye(q). Therefore,
|ulprsr () + [ Blup) < e(lsymGrad oy ) + |Blug o)) < (ISl ) + 1Blur))-
Note that the mapping
. T . T
I piv : Lin Bg‘f{m’t (Q) — Lin iy Bg%ﬁRm () =Hsr.r, () Bg‘ﬁfm’t — WDlng(ﬁEROt
is a topological isomorphism (between finite dimensional spaces and with arbitrary norms). Thus

[Blur o) < ¢lBlizia) < cmpivBliz() = c|mpivSlizi) < clSliz@) < clSlhxq)-

Finally, we see S = symGradu + B € symGrad H;™ (Q) + Lin BR‘“R“T (Q) and

k) < clSlhr)-
The other assertions for Div follow analogously. O
Remark 3.33 (bounded regular direct decompositions). By Theorem [3.31] we have, e.g.,

HE 1, (RotRot ", Q) = R(Q%! )+ Lin BRSO () 4 symGrad HEFL(Q)

RotRot] I}
= HETZ(Q) + symGrad HE™ ()
with bounded linear reqular direct decomposition operators

okl .+ HEp, (RotRot ", Q) — R(Qp! C HEF (),

RotRotg I} RotRot I} )

Qe .+ HEr, (RotRot ', Q) — Lin BESIROU (Q) € HE, o(RotRot T, Q) € HER2(Q),

RotRot] I}

Sk,0 Lk T k+1
QRotRoJ r, ‘Hsr, (RotRot ', Q) — HE™ ()
satzsfymg QRotRot-r I + QgRotRot-r + symGrad QgRotRot-r lder (ROtROtT Q)

A closer mspectwn of the latter proof allows for a more precise description of these bounded
decomposition operators. For this, let S € Hg,n (RotRot ", Q). According to Theorem and
Remark [3.28 we decompose

S SR + SN S R(QRotRotT ) + R('/’\V[I]iotROt-Sr,Ft)

with R(NfliotRotT n) = Hg .0 o(RotRot ", Q) = N(RotRot—Sr’lli) as well as S = égﬁmog S and
Sy = /\folzotRoﬁ L, S. By Theorem [3.31] we further decompose

HS,Ft7O(R0tRotT, Q) 5 Sy = symGradu + B € symGrad Hllijl (Q) 4+ Lin Bg’j’{ROJ Q).
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Then mpiySy = mpivB € Hg 1, () and thus B = . DWWDWSN € Lin BROtROt (). Therefore,

_ pk —_ pk _ pk 1 . ;
U= PsymGrad,Ft symGradu - PsymGrad,Ft (SN - ) - ,PsymGrad,Ft(l - ITr,Divﬂ-DlV)SN' ana’lly we
see
k1 . Tk Akl Tk \—1 T,k
QRotRotT T QRotRotT T PRotRotT . RotRotgr, = QRotRocg,n (RotRotgr, )1~ RotRotgT, ,

k,00 7= X k
QRotRotg,Ft = Iﬂr,DivﬂDWNRotRotT,n’

k.0 ok - O\ K7k
QRotRotg,Ft - PsymGrad,Ft ( Iﬂ" DIVWDIV)NROtROtg7Ft

~k,1
with NRotRot =1- QRotRo{g,n' Analogously, we have

HEE (RotRot T, @) = R(QRERNS ) + Lin BEER (©) 4 symGrad HE (@)
Hk+2(Q) + symGrad Hk+2(Q),
HE p, (Div, Q) = R(Qp:,, 1) + Lin BYE, () + RotRot T HEE ()
= H¥EL(Q) + RotRot | HEH2(Q)

with bounded linear reqular direct decomposition operators

@k—‘,—l,k,l k-‘rl k(ROtROt Q) N R(ék-i-l,k,l t) c Hk+2(Q),

RotRot ,Ft RotRot], S, Iy

@ﬁﬁﬁgﬁgﬂ HEELF (RotRot T, ) — Lin BRSO (Q) € H, o(RotRot T, Q) € HEF2(9),

~Nk+1,k,0 k+1 k k+2
QRotRot—Sr Ft (ROtROt ) — H ( ),

QD]Vs, I, HS I (DIV Q) - R(glevS n) C Hk+1 (9)5
QDWS, r, HS r, (Div, Q) — LlnBD‘V (Q) C HgT, o(Div, Q) C H/Ichl (),
) =

k+2
QD]Vs, I, HSF (DIV Q ( )
satisfying
Sk+1,k,1 ~k+1,k,00 Ak+1,k,0
QRotRoJ ot QRotRoJ r, +symGrad QRotRotI,Ft =id HEEL (RotRotT,0)
T _
QDW& T, + QD]Vc T, + RotRot QD]Vc r, — lde ,, (Div,Q)
and
Sk41,k,1 Sk+1,kl _ ktlk k+1 k
QRotRotg,n QRotRotI,Ft = PRotRotg,Ft RotRotg )
Skt+1,koo k+1,k
QRotRot—Sr7 I DIVWD‘VNRotRo
Ak+1,k,0 _ pk+1 1 ) k+1,k
QRotRotI,F, = Pymaraa,r, (1 = I, DlvﬂD‘V)N RotRot] I}’
k -k
QDWS, T, QDWS, T, PDivs,Fn Dle,rna
o1 rk
QD]VS, L, = i, RotRotT”RotRotTNDivs,rna
k.0 _ pk -1 Ak
QDiVSaFn PRotRotT,rn (1 - Iﬂ—yRotROtTﬂ.RotRotT )NDivS,Fn
with
Fk+1,k _ 1 Ak+lk,1 4
NRotRoto,I} 1 QRotRotg,Ft’ NDle 1% =1 QDlvs,F ’
k+1,k k+1,k,1 Tk+1 k . 1
PRotRotZ,F, QRotRotT ) (RotRotg’ )7 7DDW», QDW& (DWSyFn)L ’
and

Div : Div _ . Div Div
Iw,RotRotT LlnB ( ) = Lin TRotrot Bs,rn (Q) = Hs,rn,rn,a(9)7 Bs,rn,,z = WRotRotTBS,Fn,é-

Noting
(15) R(571 RotRot;F )L 129 BROtROt (Q), R(symGradFt)LLg(Q) Bgipvn Q)
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we see:

Theorem 3.34 (alternative Dirichlet/Neumann projections). It holds

1
He o, e () N BERE ()75 = {0},
1
N(Divg p, &) N BEER () He = R(z~! RotRot} 1, ),
Hs e (2) N Q) 2@ = {0},

D1V (
(RotRotS ) NBEY () e = R(symGradr,).

Q

—  ~—

Moreover, for all k >0
L2
N(Divéc,rn g)n Bg%ﬁmﬂ (Q) 5 = R(e™! RotRot—é—’,llin) — ¢ 1 RotRot ' Hk'|r2 (),

N (RotRot{t,) N BEY (Q Q)"2@ = R(symGrad};) = symGrad HEF1(Q).

L
Proof. For k=0and S € Hgr, . ()N B’ROtROt ()= we have

0 = (S, BRgRet! )z (@) = (TpivS, BER ot! )z (o) = (S, mivBs 1, RoiRot ! )2 (@)

Lz

and hence S = 0 by Theorem 330 Analogously, we see for S € Hg, . ()N BDW Q)

0= (S, Bé?,?;,eﬁq(ﬂ) = <7TRotRotTSﬂEilngI,,éhg,a(Q) = (S, WRotRotTEilBéD,P;,DLg,E(Q)
and thus S = 0 again by Theorem According to ([I3]) we can decompose
N(Divsr, €) = R(=' RotRot] 1, ) Dz ) Honr.e (),
N(RotRotg,Ft) = R(symGradr, ) Dz (@) Hsrr, o (2),

which shows by (3] the other two assertions. Let k& > 0. The case k = 0 and Theorem .16 show

N(RotRotgk ) N BRY ()™

HE = HISC,Ft Q)N N(RotRot;F )N BDW (Q) Lz
= Hg 1, () N R(symGrady, )
= R(symGrad’lit) = symGrad Hllgj-l(ﬂ)
Analogously,

1
N(Divk ) 1 BEERLT ()@ — e~ HE L (Q) N N(Divg r, €) N BEAR ()

=¢! Hg,Fn, Q) NRE Ro‘uRotT )
= R(e"'RotRoty}, ) = e ' RotRot ' HETZ (),

hiz.@

completing the proof. O

Theorem B.3T] implies:

Theorem 3.35 (cohomology groups). It holds

N(RotRotyh) . o o o N(Div§r,)
TOTONSR) o i B (0) & M () = Lin BB (@) = Y o)
R(symGradr,) R(RotRotgr, )

In particular, the dimensions of the cohomology groups (Dirichlet/Neumann fields) are independent

of k and € and it holds
dor, = dim (N (RotRotgT, )/ R(symGradf, ) = dim (N(Divg , )/R(RotRotg . ).
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APPENDIX A. ELEMENTARY FORMULAS

From [13, 14, [15] and [12] we have the following collection of formulas related to the elasticity

and the biharmonic complex.

Lemma A.1 ([12, Lemma 12.10]). Let u, v, w, and S belong to C*(R?).

e (spnv)w=vxw=—(spnw)v and (spnv)(spn~!S) = —Sv, if symS =0
e symspnv =0 and dev(uid) =0
o trGradv =divv and 2skwGradv = spnrotv
e Div(uid) =gradu and Rot(uid) = —spngradu,
in particular, rotDiv(uid) =0 and rotspn~!Rot(uid) =0
and symRot(uid) =0
e Divspnv = —rotv and DivskwS = —rotspn~!skw S,
in particular, divDivskw S =0
e Rotspnv = (divv)id —(Gradv) "
and  Rotskw S = (divspn~!skw S)id —(Gradspn~!skw S) "
e devRotspnv = —(dev Gradv) "
e —2Rotsym Gradv = 2 Rot skw Grad v = —(Gradrotv) "
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e 2spn~!skwRot S = Div.ST — gradtr S = Div (S — (tr S) id)T,

in particular, rotDiv ST = 2rotspn~!skw Rot S

and 2skwRotS =spnDivST, iftr S =0
o trRot S = 2divspn~'skw S, in particular, trRotS =0, if skwS =0,
and trRotsymS =0 and trRotskwS =trRotS
2(Gradspn~!skw S) " = (tr Rot skw S) id —2 Rot skw S
3Div(dev Gradv)" = 2graddivw
2 Rot sym Gradv = —2 Rot skw Gradv = — Rotspnrotv = (Gradrotv) "
2 Divsym Rot S = —2Divskw Rot S = rot Div S "
Rot(Rotsym S)T = sym Rot(Rot S) "
Rot(Rot skw S) T = skw Rot(Rot S) "

All formulas extend to distributions as well.
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