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INJECTIVE COCHAIN MAP BETWEEN THE SIMPLICIAL DE
RHAM COMPLEX AND THE CECH-DE RHAM COMPLEX

DANIEL F. HOLMEN, JAN M. NORDBOTTEN, JON E. VATNE

ABSTRACT. For a class of simplicial geometries, we construct an open cover
where each lower-dimensional simplex of codimension p is covered by an inter-
section of p + 1 open sets in the open cover. We construct an injective cochain
map from the simplicial de Rham complex to the Cech-de Rham complex of
the open cover. Both the double complexes have coefficients in L2, and the
cochain map we construct is between the respective domain complexes.

The image of the cochain map will be an embedding of the simplicial de
Rham complex, realizing it as a subcomplex of the Cech-de Rham complex.
The simplicial de Rham complex and the Cech-de Rham complex represent
mixed-dimensional and equidimensional coupled problems, respectively.

1. INTRODUCTION

Differential complexes have long been recognized as a key tool in the study
of differential operators and the solution theory for partial differential equations.
Most famous is the de Rham complex, which unifies the treatment of the classical
differential operators in vector calculus (gradient, curl and divergence). When
equipped with inner-product spaces, it gives rise to the scalar and vector Laplace
equations, thus linking strongly to the partial differential equations governing
processes as disparate as diffusion, heat transfer, electromagnetism and so forth
[4, 3, [11]. However, it is known that also other field theories in continuum mechanics
have an associated differential complex, such as Stokes equations for fluids [12] and
the equations of linear elasticity [2] [I7].

Recent work has established that various coupled problems can also be cast
in the context of differential complexes, but now with the more general notion of
double complexes, wherein two (anticommuting) differential operators are considered
[B]. The particular construction considered therein the Cech-de Rham complex,
wherein the first differential operator is a difference operator, while the second
differential operator is the standard differential operator of the de Rham complex.
For coupled problems where the coupling is not co-located in space, but rather
across boundaries or manifolds of various dimensions, a different structure than
the Cech-de Rham complex is needed. Various approaches have recently been
developed to address the development of mixed-dimensional physical models within
porous media [7), [6] and electromagnetism [9, [10], as well as for the construction
and analysis of numerical methods [I6] [[3]. Common to these constructions is that
they essentially consider (extensions of) a double complex that can be identified
as the simplicial de Rham complex, wherein the first differential operator is the
difference between higher-dimensional traces, while the second differential operator
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is again the standard differential operator of the de Rham complex (restricted to
the corresponding manifolds).

Due to the increasing interest in the application of double complexes in the
analysis and design of methods for addressing coupled problems in applied sciences,
it is timely to ask whether there can be established an explicit connection between
the simplicial de Rham complex and the Cech de Rham complex. Such a connection,
realized in the form of a bounded cochain map, is established herein.

Our main result is therefore to realize a bounded cochain map from the Hilbert
simplicial de Rham complex into the Hilbert Cech-de Rham complex. More precisely,
we state a locally (i.e. component-wise for direct summands) defined linear mapping,
and establish two key properties: commutativity with the respective differential
operators, and boundedness in the graph norm.

The first two sections of this paper is dedicated to introducing the reader to
cochain complexes and the aforementioned relevant examples of double complexes.
In Section [3] we describe the construction of a cochain map between the two
complexes after a preliminary example. Section [4] shows that the cochain map is
bounded from above and below, hence the image defines a subcomplex.

2. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND

2.1. Cochain complexes. A cochain complez is a sequence of objects, for example
modules, abelian groups or vector spaces, with homomorphisms, e.g. linear maps,

k—1 k
NG L N o L R (2.1)

with the property d*d*=! = 0 for all k, or equivalently that im d*~! C kerd*.
We call the homomorphisms d¥ the differentials of the cochain complex, since
the differentials in the de Rham complex correspond to the differential operators
gradient, curl and divergence (see Section . A cochain complex is exact at C* if
im d*~! = ker d*, and we say that a cochain complex is exact if it is exact everywhere.
The extent to which the cochain complex fails to be exact at C* is measured by
the k-th cohomology space, which is the quotient space H*(C) = ker d* /im d*~1.
Indices of differential operators will frequently be omitted whenever convenient, and
we write (C*, d) as shorthand for eq. (2.1).

A double (cochain) complex is an array of objects CP? with p, q € Z, endowed
with two differentials: a horizontal differential dj, : C?9 — CP*+1:¢ and a vertical
differential d,, : CP*9 — CP¢t! such that

dpdp, =0,
dvdv = 07
dydy, + dpd, = 0.
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That is, each row C'*'? and each column CP-® is a cochain complex, and each rectangle
in the double complex anticommutes:
. opatt I optletl

dUT dvT (2.5)

P4 dn crthe o

The total complex of a double complex C'*'® is a cochain complex defined by taking the
direct sum of the anti-diagonals, T'(C)* = @D, = C79. We define the differential
of the total complex by adding the vertical and horizontal differentials: D = d,, 4+ dp,.
Since the two differential operators d,, and dp anticommuteﬂ the total differential
D satisfies D**1DF = 0. As a convention, we will write C* and CP: for the total
cochain complex and the double cochain complex, respectively.

Given two cochain complexes (A®,d4) and (B®,dg), a cochain map is a collection
of homomorphisms f* : A* — B* such that for each k, the following diagram
commutes:
Ak da Ak+1
B = (2.6)
Bk _B ., pk+1

A cochain map induces a linear map in cohomology: f2 : H*(A) — H*(B).

We are ultimately interested in cochain maps between double complexes. Such
maps are given by bigraded components for each bidegree (p,q) that commute
simultaneously with both the horizontal differential § and the vertical differential d.

Such a bigraded cochain map means that each of the sides in the following diagram
commutes (whereas the top and bottom squares anti-commute):

AP»a+1 b4 — 3 APtLlagtl
s wo
APd 5,y APTlg
(2.7)
Bp.a+1 §p | ——3 Bptla+l

o g

BPa s,y pBrtla

By forming direct summands of bigraded components, a cochain map between
double complexes induces a total cochain map f* : T(A)¥ — T(B)* satisfying
f**1D 4 = D f*. All maps between total complexes considered here will appear

1 Anti-commuting differential operators is one of the two conventions, used in e.g. [I]. A different
convention (e.g. in [8]) is to require the two differential operators d, and dj to commute, and
define the total differential as D = d,, + (—1)%dy,.
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in this way, though there are also other cochain maps between total complexes,
where only the differential of the total complex (but not the individual vertical and
horizontal of the double complex) commute.

2.2. Hilbert complexes. A Hilbert complex is a cochain complex where each
C* is a Hilbert space and the differential operators d* are closed densely-defined
unbounded linear operators. Since the differential operators are densely-defined but
not necessarily defined on the entire C*, we refer to both the full Hilbert complex
and the subcomplex defined by the subspaces dom d* C C*, known as the domain
complex. Moreover, we will be working with closed Hilbert complezres, meaning that
each differential operator has closed range.

Each of the spaces in the cochain complex are equipped with inner products,
which defines the adjoint of the differential operator. For a € C*, b € C¥*t1, the
adjoint is given by the following equation:

<d*b, a)ck = <b, da)ck+1. (28)

The adjoint of the differential is a degree —1 operator and it is called the codifferential.
Since it also satisfies djd;,; = 0, the codifferential defines a cochain complex called
the adjoint complex, which goes in the opposite direction to the original cochain
complex. Also associated to a Hilbert complex is the Hodge-Laplacian, defined
as AS = dk’ldz +dy _Hdk . Hilbert complexes admit an orthogonal decomposition
called a Hodge decomposition:

CF =im d" ! @ ker Al ®im dj, ;. (2.9)

Given a double Hilbert complex (C'**,d,,d}), we can define the inner product on
the total complex by taking the sum of the inner products along the anti-diagonal:

(a,b)ce = Y {apg,bpg)cra (2.10)
pt+a=k
The total complex (C*®, D) of double Hilbert complex is therefore also a Hilbert
complex with the inner product given by eq. . We can therefore define the
Hodge-Laplacian on the total Hilbert complex, and the total complex admits a
Hodge decomposition.

2.3. The de Rham complex. Given a smooth n-dimensional manifold 2, a
differential form of degree one is a smooth section of the cotangent bundle, i.e. an
element of T*Q ® C*°(€2). More generally, a differential form of degree k is an
element of Alt"(T*Q) ® C>(Q), where Alt"(T*Q) denotes the k-th exterior power
of T*Q2. We denote the spaces of differential k-forms by A¥(Q). If {dz; }7_1 is basis
for the cotangent bundle 7%, then the basis for A¥(Q) is given by dz;, A ... A dz;,,
and for a k-form o we write

o= Z a; dri, N ... Ndz;, = Z a; dx;, a; € C*(9Q). (2.11)

i1<...<ik iENF

Here N* denotes a multi-index set of k-tuples from the set {1,...,n}. The exterior
derivative of a k-form « is the anti-symmetric part of the directional derivative,

defined as follows:
- 6ai
da = Z _Z gjdxj A d;. (2.12)
j=14ieNFk
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The exterior derivative is a linear map d* : A¥(Q) — A**1(Q), and satisfies d*+1d* =
0. The graded space of differential forms together with the exterior derivative defines
the de Rham complex (A®,d). A differential form of degree n is called a volume
form. A non-vanishing volume form w € A™(2) determines a unique orientation of
Q for which w is positively oriented at each x € 2. All manifolds we work with are
orientable, and denote a choice of volume form on 2 by volg.

By considering differential forms with L2?-coefficients, we can define a Hilbert
complex with an inner product:

(@ By = [ 3 o vola, .y € LA(@), (213)
Q ek
JEN
We refer to the Hilbert complex (L2A®(2),d) as the L? de Rham complex. The
exterior derivative is densely defined but not defined everywhere on L?A®, so we
can instead consider the domain complex:

HAR(Q) := {a € L2A*(Q) : da € L2AFT(Q)). (2.14)

We refer to the domain complex (or equivalently, the closure of C*°A® with respect
to the induced norm) as the Sobolev-de Rham complex, or HA®.

In summary, we have three different de Rham complexes: the de Rham complex
with smooth coefficients (A®(€2),d), the de Rham complex with square-integrable
coefficients (L?A®(£2), d) and the Sobolev-de Rham complex (HA®(2), d).

2.4. The Cech-de Rham complex. The Cech-de Rham complex is a double
complex where one of the differential operators is the exterior derivative, the other
is an operator taking differences, or more generally, alternating sums restricted to
overlaps of open sets.

Let U = {U,;}iecg be an open cover of a smooth manifold Q2. We define the
p-cochains of the Cech complex with values in the space of differential g-forms A?
as follows:

cPUA) = ] A WWi..i,) (2.15)
i< .. <ip
Here, Uy, ... s, is short-hand notation for the intersection U;, N... NU;,. Moreover, we
will routinely write ¢ for a multi-index (i, ..., i), and denote the set of multi-indices
of length p 4+ 1 by JP. We define a difference operator by taking alternating sums on
the degree p + 1 overlaps:

p+1
(0e)i =D (D" 0y, 5 v vietl (2.16)
§=0
Here, k = p + g denotes the total degree and the hat in %j denotes that this
index is omitted. When accounting for each i € JP*!, we get a difference operator
oP : OP(U, A9) — CPTHU, A9).

The difference operator ¢ satisfies the relation 6?*16? = 0, and we also have
the exterior derivative d acting on the degree of differential forms. By letting the
difference operator § alternate with the degree k, we have two differential operators
that anti-commute. We therefore have a double cochain complex known as the
double-graded Cech-de Rham complez.
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The Cech-de Rham complex admits all the properties of a double complex
described in section and we can therefore construct a total Cech-de Rham
complex. Moreover, following the theory from section we consider the Cech-de
Rham complex with coefficients in HA®. That is,

APt = 1] HA D), A= @ AP (2.17)

i€Jp p+q=k

2.5. The simplicial de Rham complex. A simplicial complex is called pure
if all its facets are of the same dimension n, meaning that all lower-dimensional
(n — p)-simplices are part of the boundary of a simplex of dimension (n —p+1). We
consider a pure simplicial complex where the n-simplices {Q'};¢5 are indexed by
the same index set J as the open cover for the Cech-de Rham complex. Moreover,
we assume a bijection between the (n — p)-simplices {Q;-hp }jegr and the p-overlaps
from the open cover {U;};eg». To account for this 1-1 correspondence, we ignore
the lower-dimensional outer simplices, as they don’t correspond to an overlap of
domains.

For each Q; ; C 09, we consider the inclusion map of a p-simplex £2; ; which is
the boundary of a p + 1-simplex ;. The pullback of the inclusion map £2; ; — €; is
a restriction of differential forms A®(€;) — A®(€Q; ;). In the case where we consider
distributional differential forms in HA®, the induced pullback is the trace operator.

We define a boundary operator called the jump operator, acting on the simplicial
de Rham complex:

p+1
k y .
(6sa)i = (=) triay 5, Vi e P, (2.18)
j=0
where the %j is again understood to be index omitted, and the trace is understood to
be the trace from €; Hresipsn 1O its boundary €;. Similarly to the Cech-de Rham
complex, the jump operator and the exterior derivative form a double complex when
acting on differential forms on the simplicial complex.

Moreover, we introduce a subcomplex which has the property that any differential
form in of HA®(£;) has trace not just in L2A®(€; ;), but in HA®($; ;). We are
interested in the subcomplex where each differential form is in this subspace. This
leads to the recursive definition of the following subcomplex:

HAk(Qi7tI') = {Oé S HAk(QZ) : trm- o€ HAk(Qi’j,tr),Vj S jz} (219)

This subcomplex allows us to take iterative traces of differential forms without losing
regularity. We simply write tr? for p-times iterated trace, whenever the domain
and codomain is understood from the context. Throughout this article we will be
working with this subcomplex in the mixed-dimensional setting, as iterative traces
is a key ingredient to construct the desired cochain map.

We define the double-graded simplicial de Rham complex to be the following:
s7a = [ HAY (i, tr). (2.20)
=
The exterior derivative is acting on the degree of the differential forms:
di : 8P1 — gt (2.21)
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When we consider the operator in eq. (2.18]) acting on each domain ; for each
multi-index i € JP*1, we get the jump operator:

68 . 8P — gptla, (2.22)

We define the total simplicial de Rham complex to be total complex of the
aforementioned double complex:

sh= p s (2.23)

pta=k

FI1GURE 1. Top left: permissible. Top right: not permissible, since
the lower-dimensional faces don’t extend to the boundary. Bottom
left: permissible. Bottom Right: not permissible, since the mixed-
dimensional and equidimensional indexing don’t match.

There are a few limitations to the embedding we describe in section [3] which
are worth highlighting. The most significant limitation is that we do not account
for mixed-dimensional geometries where lower-dimensional features do not extend
towards the outer boundary. A second limitation is that we do not consider
geometries where the index sets are not matching, e.g. higher degree of intersections.
In fig. [T, we present two geometries which falls under these two limitations, and
two geometries which are allowed, despite being similar to their non-permissible
counterpart. We do not believe either of the restrictions mentioned here are
indispensable, but imposing them simplifies the exposition considerably.

2.6. Differences between the Cech- and simplicial de Rham complexes.
The two cochain complexes we consider are similar in several ways. They both consist
of differential forms in a product space with a hierarchy of codimension/degree of
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overlap. Under our stated assumptions, we can index the hierarchies by the same
index set J. The 1-1 correspondence also is assumed to hold for the corresponding
multi-indices. Both cochain complexes have the exterior derivative as one of the
differential operators, and the jump/difference operator increases the degree p of
codimension/degree of overlap. One of the differences between the cochain complexes
is their lengths. If the maximal degree of a differential form on a submanifold exceeds
the dimension of the submanifold, the differential form is evaluated to zero. Therefore,
non-trivial differential forms on the simplicial de Rham complex has maximal degree
n — p, where p is the codimension of the simplex it is defined on. On the other
hand, the Cech-de Rham complex is equidimensional, and we can therefore have
non-trivial differential forms of degree n on intersections of degree p.

As a consequence, the bigrades of the double complexes are not matching. The
Cech-de Rham complex is defined for each AP9 with p € {0,...,n} and ¢ € {0, ...,n}.
On the other hand, the simplicial de Rham complex is only defined for 87+ satisfying
0 < p+ g < n. Thus the simplicial de Rham complex is triangular in shape, while
the Cech-de Rham is rectangular in shape. The total complex of the Cech-de Rham
complex is of length 2n, but the the total simplicial de Rham complex has always
length n:

0 80 8gn 0,

(2.24)

0 A° A" A2 0

Since the cochain complexes are not matching, in order for us to have a cochain
map we require that the top cochain map =" is a mapping to the kernel of A" e.g.
2" : 8" — ker(D™). Equivalently, we can say that we are constructing a cochain
map to the truncated Cech-de Rham complex, which is the subcomplex

0 A" = ... - A" = ker(D™) — 0. (2.25)

By abuse of notation, we write A" for the last part of the truncated complex and
simply refer to it as the Cech-de Rham complex.

3. CONSTRUCTING COCHAIN MAPS

We now address the main goal of this paper, which is to construct an injective
bigraded cochain map from the simplicial de Rham complex to the Cech-de Rham
complex. More specifically, we are looking at the Sobolev simplicial de Rham
complex with enhanced boundary regularity and where outer lower-dimensional
simplices are ignored, and the truncated Cech-de Rham complex, also with Sobolev
coeflicients.

Although we are considering the simplicial de Rham complex, a larger class of
mixed-dimensional geometries can be represented by bijectively mapping the more
general mixed-dimensional geometry to the simplicial geometry.

3.1. Notation. We let {Q;};c9 denote a given simplicial complex, and let U =
{U;}ieg be the associated open cover, indexed by the same set J. The construction of
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this open cover is described later in section [3.3] The simplicial de Rham complex is
written as (8%°,ds, ds), and the Cech-de Rham complex is written as (A*®,da,04).

We write = for the cochain map between the double complexes, with components
=P §P1 — AP for p,q > 0.

§riq+1 5y — 3 §ptlatl
> e
8§pa 5oy §ptlag
(3.1)
AP-at+1 op| — AptLatl

APa 5,y Aptla

By assumption, for each 2;, there is a corresponding open set U;. The intersection
U; NUj corresponds to €2; j, which is the common boundary of €2; and €2;. We define
U; C U; to be the part of U; which does not intersect with any of the other open
sets Uj, j € J. More precisely, for ¢« € J, we define U; as follows:

v=U\{ |J T}, e (3.2)
jeI it

We then consider for each p and i € J7, a transformation ¢; : U; — €;. Each of the

maps ¢; induces a pullback on differential forms: ¢ : HA®(Q;,tr) — HA*(U;). An
example of one of these pullbacks is illustrated in fig. 2] Our goal now is to extend

the map ¢} : HA®(Q;,tr) — HA®*(U;) to a map which has codomain HA®*(U;).

p*

[

FIGURE 2. On the left, we have a one-dimensional manifold ;
with codimension one. On the right, we have the corresponding U;.
€; is a submanifold of U;, and ¢ is the restriction onto ;. The
induced pullback is then a mapping of differential forms from €2;
onto Ui, where the differential forms are constant along the lines
normal to ;.
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3.2. Example in 2D. We consider the 2-dimensional mixed-dimensional geome-
try consisting of three domains {2y, €21, ()2, three interfaces 0y 1,0,2,€1 2 and an
intersecting point € 12, as illustrated in fig.

Qo1
A 5
i, / \
Qg2

UIJ,I.Z

~Ug2 =
\// A

F1GURE 3. Top left: a simplicial geometry with three adjacent tri-
angles. Top right: the mixed-dimensional decomposition, consisting
of the three triangles, the three pairwise shared edges and a vertex
in the center. Bottom left: the edges are stretched out in their
tangent direction. Bottom right: the open set Uy is highlighted in

grey.

QI.Z

For our example geometry, we end up with a triangle in the middle covering
the intersecting point €29 ; ». Each open set U; is then defined as the union of the
original domain ;, together with the rectangles covering the interfaces €2; ; and
the triangle covering ¢ 1 .

For the example in question, we have the following diagram of cochain maps
between the two complexes:

0 g0 Ds g1 Ds g2 0
la" ial iaz (3.3)
0 A0 DAy g Pay g2 0
That is, we need to construct cochain maps Z0, 2! = ZM0 @ %! and =2 =

220 ¢ 2l @ 2%2. For p = 0, we have 3 domains, for p = 1 we also have 3
domains, and for p = 2 we have 1 domain in both the mixed-dimensional and
equidimensional case. We write f = (fo, f1, f2) for functions f; with domains €2;,
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g = (90,1, 90,2, 91,2) for functions g, ; with domains €; ; and c for a constant on
Qo1,2. For differential forms with degree ¢ > 0, we write o = (ap, a1, ) for
differential 1-forms o; with domains €Q;, 5 = (80,1, So,2, 1,2) for differential 1-forms
Bi,; with domains €; ; and w = (wo, w1, ws) for differential 2-forms w; with domains
Q;. We make use of the pullbacks ¢f : HA®(€,tr) — HA*(U;), for each i € I,
the trace operator tr; ; : HA®(€;,tr) — HA®(Q; j,tr), as well as the iterated trace

tr? 1 HA®(Qy,tr) — HA®(Q0 1.2, tr) to construct the cochain maps.

Consider the following cochain map for functions on the top level domains:

¢r(fl) on qviv
E00(f)i = { o1, (tr fi) on Uy j, (3.4)
G52 2(tr% fi) on Up 1,2

The function Z%°(f); € A°(U;), and U, U” and 0071,2 are understood as subsets of
U; and note that [707172 =Uop,1,2. The map ¢; ; (tr f;) takes the boundary values of
the function f; € HA(Q;,tr) and maps it to the domain ©; ;. The boundary data
is then mapped to U; ;, extended constantly in the direction which is normal to €; ;.

The next cochain map is =! = E19 ¢ =%1. For functions on the interfaces Q

R
we have the following cochain map:
¥ (i g on U; ;,
= 0(g), = | 0019 (5.5)
$5,1,2(tr 9i.5) on Up,1,2.

The cochain map =% is similar to Z%°, except we are considering the pullback

of differential forms of degree 1:

o7 (i) on qz',
209N a); = 7,(traq) on lzm-, (3.6)
0 on Uo’l,g.

Notice that we have ¢ | ,(tr* ;) = 0 because we are restricting a 1-form to a
zero-dimensional tangent bundle. This is a recurring theme, that some terms with
iterative traces will vanish for higher degrees of the cochain map.

For the final cochain map we have the following decomposition: =2 = Z2° @
=1 @ =02, Since Qo 12 is a single point, we can only consider constant functions.
The map Z20 is just a constant map onto Uoi,2:

(1]

20(c) = 651 50 = gy, - (3.7)

We have a cochain map for 1-forms on the interfaces Q; ;:

0 on U07172.

(1]

_ Following the same procedure, the 2-forms are evaluated to zero outside of
U;, since we are restricting a 2-form to a one/zero-dimensional tangent bundle,
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respectively:
o w; on U,
2%2(w); =<0 on U, ;, (3.9)
0 on (?07172.

We show that the image =P9(«) is weakly differentiable and that these maps satisfies
the properties of a cochain map in section [3.4

3.3. Constructing an open cover with tubular neighborhoods. Given a
simplicial complex, we want to construct an open cover for the Cech-de Rham
complex. We can accomplish this by considering subsets of tubular neighborhoods
of the lower-dimensional simplices.

Let 2 be an (n — p)-dimensional submanifold of R", e.g. a simplex with codi-
mension p. For a given = € ), we say that a vector n € T,R"™ is normal to € if
(n,v) = 0 for each v € T,Q), where (-,-) is the Euclidean inner product on R™. We
define the normal space of ) at x to be the following vector space:

N,Q ={neT,R": (n,v) =0,Yv € T,Q}. (3.10)
The normal bundle is then the disjoint union of all the normal spaces:
Na =[] N.9 (3.11)
zeQ

One can describe the normal bundle without referring to an underlying Euclidean
space, where we instead consider a Riemannian manifold M with a submanifold 2,
and replacing the Euclidean inner product with a Riemannian metric g.

Moreover, this construction can be done more generally without the use of a
Riemannian metric for smooth manifold, by defining the normal bundle as the
quotient bundle NQ = TM|q/TQ. This defines the topology of the normal bundle.

We define the map E : NQQ — R™ by
E(z,v) =z +v. (3.12)

A tubular neighborhood of € is a neighborhood Uy C R™ containing €2, which is
diffeomorphic under E to

Va ={(z,v) € NQ: |v]| < e(x)}, (3.13)
where € : 2 — R is a positive continuous function.

Theorem 3.1. FEvery submanifold Q embedded into R™ has a tubular neighborhood.

For proof of this claim, see [I4, Theorem 5.2] or [I5, Theorem 6.17]. This
means that we assign a normal tubular neighborhood to each (n — p)-simplex, with
p-dimensional normal space.

There are different ways to construct the open covers for a given simplicial
geometry {€2;}ic5. One method for constructing an open cover is to assign a normal
tubular neighborhood to each lower-dimensional simplex. Subsets of these tubular
neighborhoods are chosen in such a way that they glue together to a simply-connected
open set U;.
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Another construction is to consider the open set as everything which is e-close to
Q;. For each n-simplex 2;, we take a ball with radius € centered at each point on
the boundary x € 0€2;. We define U; to be the union of €2; and each of the open
balls:

Ui=2U | B(,e). (3.14)
xedN;

The two methods for constructing an open cover that are described above are shown

in fig.

F1GURE 4. The figure illustrates two possible methods for con-
structing an open cover for a given simplicial geometry: asigning
an e-radius (left), or ”gluing” together subsets of tubular neighbor-
hoods (right).

The following summarizes the assumption we put on the open cover U:

e The indexing of the open cover U = {U; };ecg corresponds one-to-one with
the indexing of {£2;}ieg.

e Each intersection Uj,, ... ; corresponds to a (n — p)-simplex Qim,__,,'p.

e The intersections U, ... ;, have a well-defined tangential direction and normal
direction, as well as a positive distance function ¢;.

e For i € I, we have that U; N 8Uj has measure zero for all j € JP7*, where
s> 2.

»ip

The last assumption plays an important role in the next subsection, where we define
the desired cochain map and show that the image of this cochain map is weakly
differentiable.

3.4. The cochain maps. We now begin to describe the cochain map =P'¢ locally
for ¢ € JP. The cochain map is then obtained by assembly for each ¢ € JP.

We have the following formula for the cochain map:
=P a); = ¢; (0" ;) onlTiy, i€, jed (3.15)

where s € {0, ...,n — p}, i, are disjoint and I~ = @.
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We can write it explicitly for U; and each ﬁi,j C U; in the following way:

o7 oy on Uj;, i€ JpP,
EP9(a); = { ¢ (tr® o) onU;;, €I jed (3.16)
;m(tr’“p ;) on ULm, i€ P, meJnrL

In order for us to prove the cochain property for =, we first need to show that
everything in the image of = permits a weak derivative.

Proposition 3.2. For any a € 877 =[], .4, HAY(S, tr), we have that ZP%(a) €
[Licqr HA(U).

Proof. We prove this for arbitrary fixed p,q and i € J?. We need to show that for
a given a; € HAY(Q;,tr), o = EP9(a;) admits a weak derivative, which we do by
proving that the following integration by parts formula holds:

/da/\ﬂ (— )q+1/ a A dB, B € C&EA ). (3.17)
Ui

In the expression above, § is a smooth test-form which vanishes on the boundary of
U;, and it has degree n — g — 1 so that da A 8 and a A dB has degree n. Integration
by parts and Stokes theorem gives us the following formula:

/da/\ﬁ )q+1/ a/\dﬁ—i—/ tr a A tr 3. (3.18)
oU;

U;

We write J; + = J; U {i}, where J; denotes all multi-indices containing i. If we

show that
Z / tr o Atr B; =0, (3.19)

J€Ti 4

then we can use the decomposition of U; given by eq. (3.2) to obtain the integration
by parts formula:

/Uldoz/\ﬂ (- )qﬂ/Ua/\dB 1)t Z / aj AdB; = Z / daj A Bj.

i J€Ti + j€T; +
(3.20)
The first equality is the definition of weak derivative, the second equality is using
the countable additivity of the Lebesgue integral, and the last equality holds if we
show eq. .

We write I'; ; for the boundary oU; N 8Uj, Jj € Jf“, with orientation induced
by the first index (each U, are n-dimensional and inherit the standard orientation
from R™). The test form § vanishes on the boundary of U;, hence we only need to
account for the boundaries of ﬁj that are interior in Uj;.

/aUtroz/\trﬁ— Z/ tr a Atr . (3.21)

EjP+1
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For each integral in the right-hand side of eq. (3.21]), there is a corresponding one
from f o0, tr a A B with opposite orientation due to different direction for the
J

outward-pointing normal vector.

That is, for each integral from the boundary dU;,

Li; = /
T

there is a corresponding integral from 8Uj with opposite orientation:

I = /
r

By the definition of the pullback ¢, it extends the value of tr a constantly in the
direction normal to the boundary T'; ;. The two trace operators in eq. applies
the same restriction of the tangent bundle (a projection normal to the boundary
I'; ;). The integrands are therefore equal, and since the integrals have opposite
orientation they cancel each other out.

trantr f= / tr ¢ (a;) Atr B, (3.22)
Ty

(2%

troz/\trﬁz/ tr @7 (tr a;) Atr 3. (3.23)
Ty

3t

More generally, we compare the integral

I = / trgy (tr"a;) A trf (3.24)
Tim
with its counterpart
L= / trol, (tr" a;) A trg. (3.25)
Tt
Here, l € ™" and m € JerTH, and the integrals [; ,, and I,,, ; comes from U, and

U, ,, respectively. The expression ¢, (tr"*1a;) is constant in p 4+ 7 + 1 directions,
including the normal direction to the boundary Ty, ;. On the other hand, ¢;(tr" a;)
is not constant normal to I';,,,. The two expressions inside the integrals have
therefore the same codimension and are equal.

We conclude that the integrals I; ,, and I, ; satisfies I; ,, = —I,,; for every

le J’Z‘Y, m € J}HTH, and we have satisfied eq. lD As a consequence, eq. 1|

holds, and hence we have shown that the image of the cochain map permits a weak
derivative. O

The fact that all the interior boundary integrals vanishes plays an important role
in the next proposition.

Proposition 3.3. eq. (3.15)) describes an injective bigraded cochain map from the
simplicial de Rham complex to the truncated Cech-de Rham complex. That is,

BP9 8P APA BRIty = d BP9, BPThIGg = §,EP9. (3.20)
Proof. We let o = (;);ege € 877 be an arbitrary differential form of degree (p, q).

First, we want to show that the cochain map ZP'9 commutes with the exterior
derivative, for an arbitrary choice of p and q. That is, d=P9(a) = ZP4*1(da).
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On one hand, applying the cochain map followed by the exterior derivative yields
the following:

do; o onU, i€l
d=P(a); = § do; ;(tr* a;) onU;, i€l jeItl (3.27)
doy ,, ("7 o) onUm, — i€I,med Pl

On the other hand,

¢;da on Uj, icJp,
2P9(da); = { ¢F,;(tr" day) onU;, ie€dP jedht, (3.28)
;K,m(trn_p dai) on Ui7m7 1€JP,me Jn—p—1,

We have shown in proposition that the interior boundaries don’t contribute when
we consider the decomposition of U;. We have equality between the expressions
since the exterior derivative commutes with pullbacks, and the trace operators are
the pullback maps of inclusions, hence it also commutes with the exterior derivative.

Secondly, we want to show that the cochain map commutes with the difference
and jump operator, i.e. that §4=P9(a) = ZPT19(§sa). Recall that the difference
operator is given by the following:

p+1

k+l
(Ba)i =Y (=D o i

=0

Uis Vi e Pt (3.29)

The jump operator Jg is structurally similar to the difference operator 4, where
the dissimilarity is that we take the trace onto boundaries instead of restricting to
overlaps:

p+1
(Osa)i = > (Do, Vi e g1, (3.30)

oo by ipy?
=0

We let i € JP*1 and j € J°~1, and write 7 \ [ as short-hand for (i, i, vy lpy1) €
J2. By applying = first, then the difference d4, we get

p+1 p+1
(6aZ79(a)); = S (=DM UEP (@)l = S (~1)Fttr(any).  on T
1=0 1=0
(3.31)
More generally on (]}-,j, we have
p+1 ~
Sa(EP(a)); = > (-1)Fer (),  on Ty (3.32)

=0
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If we employ the jump operator dg first, followed by the cochain map, we have
the following:

p+1
=Pa(§ga); = o( it (0sa)i = ¢, 5 tr® (Z(—l)’“’%r ai\l> , onU, ;.
=0 i

(3.33)

Because the pullback (and hence also the trace) is a linear operator, it commutes with
the finite sum and hence we have equality between the two expressions. We therefore
conclude that the cochain maps commute with the jump/difference operator.

Finally, we verify that the image of the cochain map =" is a subset of ker D™.
We let w € 8P4 for p + q = n, and consider the image =ZP9(w). If w € 8%, then
clearly the exterior derivative of w vanishes, since we cannot have differential forms
of degree n 4+ 1 in n-dimensional space. If w € 8P4, with p+ ¢ = n and ¢ < n,
then w; is a volume form on ;. Hence w; and =ZP*%(w;) are ¢g-forms with just one
component. The differential form is extended constantly in the normal directions
given by the normal tubular neighborhood, i.e. the function component of w is
constant in p variables. We have the following expression for the exterior derivative
of w; using local coordinates:

n 8wi
do =" dewl A dz;. (3.34)
=1

For each | € {1, ...,n}, either the partial derivative 887;: is zero because w; is constant

in the normal direction, or the covector dz; is already in dz;. Each summand is
therefore zero, and hence the exterior derivative of any differential form in the image
of =™ must be zero.

We also require that everything in the image ="(w) is mapped to zero by the
difference operator 4. For w € 8P4, the extension ZP4(w); is nonzero only on Uj;,
and vanishes on overlaps of higher degree:

o7 wi on U;, ieJp,
EPI(w)i = 4 97 (" wi) =0 onlij, i€ jedt, (3.35)
;m(tr"—p Wz) =0 on Ui,m7 1€ jp7m c jn—p—l.

Since w; is a volume form on §2;, its trace is zero, and hence =" (w); is only nonzero
on U;. When we apply d4 we get that each Z"(w); is zero on overlaps, and hence
the image of 07} is zero. We therefore conclude that the cochain map described is
compatible with the truncation of the Cech-de Rham complex.

We have shown that the cochain maps in eq. (3.15)) commute with the exterior
derivative, commute with the jump/difference operators and that the image of the
last cochain map Z" is in ker D™. [
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4. BOUNDEDNESS OF THE COCHAIN MAP

We have in the previous section defined a cochain map from the simplicial de
Rham complex to the Cech-de Rham complex, and we continue in this section
by proving that = is bounded from both above and below. In order to do so we
need to introduce the various norms associated with the two complexes. Since we
are working with Hilbert complexes, each Hilbert complex has an associated inner

product, and the associated inner product induces a norm ||« = {(«, a>1c/k2.

Recall that a graph norm of a cochain complex is defined as follows:
B = llall* + [ Daf?, (4.1)

where we have omitted the subscript for the L? norms. Locally, the graph norm of
the simplicial de Rham complex takes the following form:

levillgea = llewill* + Nl || + Y llerje [ 3osr.a- (4.2)
J€Jq !
The graph norm of the simplicial de Rham complex is the sum of the local norm

defined above. We define a local graph norm for the Cech-de Rham complex to have
the same recursive form as eq. (4.2)):

||5i||quvq = |1B:l* + [1dBs|1> + Z HBHUJHJQQPH,Q. (4.3)
€L ’
As short-hand, we use subscripts 8§ and A for the graph norms of the two double

complexes and omit the indices.

Proposition 4.1. =79 is a bounded cochain map, meaning there exists a constant
C1 such that
IZP9(a)]|a < Cillc]ls, Yo € 8P4, (4.4)

Proof. We consider the problem for a given component «;, ¢ € IP. If we show that
||Ep’q(04i)HA < 01”0[1'”5, Vo, € HAq(Qi,tr), (45)

then the inequality in eq. (4.4) follows because we have a 1-1 correspondence between
the domains Q; and U;. Using the definition of P4, we split ||ZP%(«;)|| 4 further
into the different components of the map =P9:

1279 ()l = g ailla + 3 ll93tras a. (4.6)
JE€T;
Splitting ||ZP%(ay)||.4 into the sum of norms works because of proposition From
the constructions detailed in section we assume that each U; is contained in
an e-tubular neighborhood of €;. Since the pullbacks are constant in the normal
directions, each pullback is bounded by the length ¢;:

c(ej)lleslls < l@jella < Clej)llalls, (4.7)
We therefore have
IZP9 (@) a = 65 culla+ Y 05t ailla (4.8)
Jj€di
< Cle)laills + ) Cleg)ltrsaills. (4.9)

JE€T;
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Next, we make use of the norm in eq. (4.2). The term |[|trja;||s is contained in the
definition of the norm ||;||s due to its recursive definition, hence we have a bound:
Jrsaalls < llalls (4.10)

Putting it all together, we have the following estimate:

IEP 9 ci)lla = g7 cilla + Y Ig5tr5alla (4.11)
JEI;
< Cei)lleills + Y Clej)lltriaslls (4.12)
J€Ji
< Cei)lleills + Y Clej)lleslls (4.13)
JE€T;
< (el +1) max  Cle;)l|eslfs. (4.14)
]e:]riu{l}

The final inequality is obtained by choosing the largest constant, multiplied with
the number of summands plus one for the index i itself. O

Proposition 4.2. The cochain map =P1 : SP1 — AP9 4s an injection, meaning
that there exists a constant Co such that

lalls < G227 (a)lla, Vo8P (4.15)

Proof. Again we break it down for a single component, as the result stated in the
proposition then immediately follows. On the left-hand side we have ||«;]s, and on
the right-hand side, we have

IEP9 () ]la = 6 eulla+ Y @5t ailla > [|6; ailla- (4.16)
J€J;
Using the boundedness of the pullbacks, we have
cled)lleills < 197 ailla < 279 (ai) |- (4.17)
O
Remark 4.3. We emphasize that proposition [£.1] and proposition [.2] together

imply that the cochain map is a bijection on its range, and that the range of = thus
defines a subcomplex of A which is isomorphic to 8.

We may choose to define an inner product and an associated graph norm that
absorbs the constants C(g;). The local norm in eq. (4.2)) is induced by the inner
product:

(i, Bi)s = (0, Bi) + (das, dB) + > (trja, tr;By)s. (4.18)
Jj€J;i
The length C'(g;) can be added as a weight to the inner product
(ai, Bi)s.e, = (C(e0) i, Bi)s. (4.19)
For constant weights C(g;), the associated weighted norm is given:

levills.e; = Clei)[|ills- (4.20)
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From eq. (4.12)), we have the following:

Cle)lleills + Y Clepltriaills = leillse, + Y lltrfaills e, - (4.21)
JET; J€I;

Following the same arguments as in proposition [I.I] we obtain a proof which is
independent of choice of ¢; for the open cover.

5. SUMMARY

We consider a simplicial geometry and construct an associated open cover with a
matching index set J, where each lower-dimensional manifold €; is given a thickness
ej and corresponds to the overlap U; = Uj, N ... N U;,. We define the Hilbert
simplicial-de Rham complex for the simplicial geometry and the Hilbert Cech-de
Rham complex for the open cover. By considering the correct subscomplexes of
the simplicial de Rham complex and the Cech-de Rham complex, we are able to
construct an injective cochain map between the two complexes. An explicit formula
for the cochain map is expressed in eq. .

As a consequence, we can realize the simplicial de Rham complex as a subcomplex
of the Cech-de Rham complex. This embedding plays an important role in comparing
mixed-dimensional models with their equidimensional equivalent models. Concretely,
since the image of the cochain map is a subcomplex of the Cech-de Rham complex, the
complex A® becomes an appropriate setting for considering an approximation theory
between mixed-dimensional and equidimensional models of compatible physical
phenomena.
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