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KAIBO HU AND TING LIN

Abstract. We provide a finite element discretization of ℓ-form-valued k-forms on tri-
angulation in Rn for general k, ℓ and n and any polynomial degree. The construction
generalizes finite element Whitney forms for the de Rham complex and their higher-
order and distributional versions, the Regge finite elements and the Christiansen–
Regge elasticity complex, the TDNNS element for symmetric stress tensors, the MCS
element for traceless matrix fields, the Hellan–Herrmann–Johnson (HHJ) elements
for biharmonic equations, and discrete divdiv and Hessian complexes in [Hu, Lin, and
Zhang, 2025]. The construction discretizes the Bernstein–Gelfand–Gelfand (BGG)
diagrams. Applications of the construction include discretization of strain and stress
tensors in continuum mechanics and metric and curvature tensors in differential ge-
ometry in any dimension.

Contents

1. Introduction 2
1.1. Overview of the construction 6
1.2. Notations 10
2. BGG complexes and form-valued form revisited 12
2.1. The S† operator and adjointness 16
2.2. Koszul operators and symbol complexes 17
2.3. Iterated constructions 19
3. Generalized traces for differential forms 21
3.1. Generalized trace 21
3.2. A family of generalized trace 24
4. Tensorial Whitney forms: construction of spaces 25
4.1. Step 1: ι∗ι∗-conforming finite elements 25
4.2. Step 2: symmetry reduction 28
4.3. Step 3: ι∗ȷ∗-conforming finite elements 30
4.4. ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming finite elements 33

5. Tensorial Whitney forms: examples and complexes 36
5.1. Recap in three dimensions 36

The Maxwell Institute for Mathematical Sciences & School of Mathematics, the Uni-
versity of Edinburgh, James Clerk Maxwell Building, Peter Guthrie Tait Rd, Edinburgh
EH9 3FD, UK.

School of Mathematics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, P.R.China
E-mail addresses: kaibo.hu@ed.ac.uk, lintingsms@pku.edu.cn.
The work of KH was supported by a Royal Society University Research Fellowship (URF\R1\221398)

and an ERC Starting Grant (project 101164551, GeoFEM). The work of TL was supported by NSFC
Project No. 123B2014.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

03
24

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
A

] 
 5

 M
ar

 2
02

5



2 FINITE ELEMENT FORM-VALUED FORMS (I): CONSTRUCTION

5.2. (k, k) forms 36
5.3. Tensor-valued distributions and complexes 39
6. High order cases 44
6.1. P−

r Altk,l family 45

6.2. PrAlt
k,ℓ family 49

6.3. High order Regge elements 51
7. Higher order examples in 3D 52
7.1. PrW1,1 element 52
7.2. P−

r W1,1 element 52
7.3. PrW1,2 element 53
7.4. P−

r W1,2 element 54
7.5. PrW2,2 element 54
7.6. P−

r W2,2 element 55

7.7. PrW2,1
[2] element 55

7.8. P−
r W2,1

[2] element 55

Appendix A. Technical Details on BGG Framework 56
Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 5.1: Euler Characteristic 61
References 67

1. Introduction

Constructing finite element spaces (and more general discrete patterns) that encode
the differential structures of continuous problems has drawn growing attention in recent
decades. For solving PDEs and simulating physical systems, preserving the de Rham
complex (and its cohomology) provides stability, convergence, and structure-preserving
properties. This viewpoint has become central in the area of Finite Element Exte-
rior Calculus (FEEC) [2, 3, 5]. Classic finite elements for the de Rham complex, such
as Nédélec and Raviart–Thomas spaces [48, 52], can be unified through the notion of
Whitney forms and their higher-order extensions [11, 37, 38, 57]. These elements have
a canonical form: in the lowest order case, k-forms are discretized on k-cells. These
elements and their associated numerical schemes form the standard toolkit in com-
putational electromagnetism and other curl–div problems (see, e.g., recent quantum
computing hardware simulations and geophysics applications [1, 30, 47, 54]). Moreover,
discrete topology and discrete differential forms play a crucial role in computer graph-
ics [56] and topological data analysis [46].

0
grad curl div

0

A wide range of problems involve tensors with more general symmetries (differential
forms being tensors with full skew-symmetry) and more elaborate differential struc-
tures than the grad–curl–div operators in the de Rham setting. For instance, elasticity
typically introduces symmetric (0, 2)-tensors as strain and stress, while in differential
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geometry, the metric is a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor and the Riemannian curvature, in-
terpreted as a (0, 4)-tensor, obeys multiple symmetries (skew-symmetry in the first two
and the last two indices, symmetry between those two groups, plus the algebraic Bianchi
identity). Related constructions (Ricci, Einstein, Weyl tensors, etc.) arise in general
relativity, continuum defects, network theories, and beyond. Inspired by the canonical
form and wide applications of discrete or finite element differential forms on triangula-
tion, a natural question is

Are there discrete analogues of such tensors with symmetries
and differential structures?

(1)

For these tensorial objects, the Bernstein–Gelfand–Gelfand (BGG) sequences play a
role analogous to that of the de Rham complex for differential forms. Originally studied
in algebraic geometry and representation theory [8,15,29], BGG sequences have recently
been brought into analytic contexts and numerical analysis [4, 5, 7, 14]. Corresponding
finite element discretizations have been explored in various works [10, 16–20, 24, 25, 32,
39–41], mostly focusing on conforming elements (piecewise polynomials with certain
high intercell continuity). Except for one approach on cubical meshes using tensor
product structures [10], these constructions are either dimension-specific or restricted to
particular slots in a complex. No systematic approach exists to cover all form indices in
arbitrary dimension. More importantly, while Whitney forms for the de Rham complex
exhibit a clear topological structure, such structures have yet to be fully discovered for
tensors, either generally or more specifically in BGG-type constructions [7].

The work in this paper aims to answer a more specific version of (1):

Are there canonical finite elements for form-valued forms
and BGG complexes on triangulation?

(2)

In other words, we aim to design finite elements that reflect the same differential and
cohomological properties as their continuous counterparts, while also demonstrating
discrete topological/geometry structures comparable to Whitney forms in the de Rham
context. Requiring these properties is not only mathematically appealing but also
crucial for robust numerical solutions for tensor-valued problems, problems involving
intrinsic geometry (e.g., shells, continuum defects, numerical relativity), and for discrete
structures (e.g., networks, graphs, [46]).

Similar to that finite element differential forms were built based on works by Nédéléc
[48], Raviart-Thomas [52], Brezzi-Douglas-Marini [13], etc., many building blocks are
also available for formed-valued forms. Christiansen’s reinterpretation of Regge calculus
as a finite element [23] elegantly fits into a discrete elasticity complex. The piecewise-
constant metric yields a conic (distributional) curvature, matching the angle-deficit
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interpretation of Regge geometry. One may see the Christiansen-Regge complex as
the canonical discretization for that complex, for the canonical forms of the degrees of
freedom, for the discrete geometric interpretation, and for the formal self-adjointness.
The cohomology and extensions of the Christiansen-Regge complex can be found in [26].

def inc div

b

b b

b

b

bb

b

[C0P1]
3

Regge Regge∗ [C0P1]
3∗

∑
e ceδeτe ⊗ τe

∑
v cvδv

metric (singular) curvature

Independently, Schöberl and collaborators developed distributional finite elements for
equilibrated error estimators [12] and for continuum mechanics, giving rise to the
TDNNS method for elasticity [51] and the MCS method [33] for fluids. The classi-
cal work of the Hellan–Herrmann–Johnson (HHJ) element [35, 36, 43] for biharmonic
plate problems can be also interpreted in this spirit [49]. These methods incorporate
distributional derivatives and certain vector or matrix versions of Dirac measures. A
systematic discussion on distributional de Rham complexes can be found in [45].

New finite element and distributional spaces were needed to derive the Hessian and
divdiv complexes in three dimensions [42]. The Hessian complex starts with a Lagrange
element, followed by Dirac measures. The divdiv complex are formal adjoint of the
Hessian complex. The shape function spaces have a Koszul-type construction. More-
over, [42] used a diagram chase approach to establish the cohomology of the discrete
complexes.

On the continuous level, 0-form-valued and n-formed valued de Rham complexes (the
former is just the de Rham complex and the latter can be identified with a de Rham
complex if a volume element is fixed) fit in the same diagram as BGG complexes (see
Figure 1). On the discrete level, the Whitney forms for the de Rham complex [5,11,37],
the dual Whitney forms [12], the Christiansen-Regge element [23], and the discrete
Hessian and divdiv complexes [42] completes a diagram in three dimensions with a
canonical pattern (see Figure 2).

In this paper, we identify the patterns in Figure 2 and extends them to any dimension,
any form-valued form, and any polynomial degree. Moreover, we discretize the iterated
BGG constructions (leading to the grad curl complex, the curl div complex, and the
grad div complex in 3D; see Figure 3). The complexes (Figure 4) glue together Whitney
forms and the MCS element with high-order differentials.

We show the unisolvency of the resulting finite element spaces. This paper leaves the
complex and cohomological issues open, i.e., in this paper, we do not prove that the
resulting spaces fit in a complex and their cohomology is isomorphic to the continuous
versions (although they do in three and lower dimensions). This is because some of the
differential operators have to be interpreted discretely, and a full explanation is beyond
the scope of this paper. However, we provide a dimension count as a strong indication
that such results will hold in any dimensions.

Before diving into details of the construction, we mention motivations for investigat-
ing a general construction in arbitrary dimensions.
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Alt−1,−1

Alt0,0 −→ Alt1,0 −→ Alt2,0 −→ Alt3,0

Alt0,0 −→
↙
−→ Alt1,1 −→ Alt2,1 −→ Alt3,1

Alt0,1 −→ Alt1,1 −→
↙
−→ Alt2,2 −→ Alt3,2

Alt0,2 −→ Alt1,2 −→ Alt2,2 −→
↙
−→ Alt3,3

Alt0,3 −→ Alt1,3 −→ Alt2,3 −→ Alt3,3

Alt4,4

Figure 1. De Rham and BGG complexes with form-valued forms in
R3 on the continuous level in a unified language. Here Altk,ℓ stands
for ℓ-form-valued k-forms with certain symmetries. The complexes are
the 3-form-valued de Rham complex, the Hessian complex, the elasticity
complex, the divdiv complex, and the de Rham complex, respectively.
The spaces Alt−1,−1 and Alt4,4 are trivial in 3D.

• Identifying the canonical patterns in general dimensions for general forms con-
tributes to understanding constructions and applications in three dimensions.

• Important problems from differential geometry and relativity require discretizing
tensor fields (such as the metric and various notions of curvature tensors) in four
and higher dimensions.

• The twisted complexes [7,14], which involve all the spaces in the BGG diagram,
play a fundamental role in their own right. The twisted complexes incorpo-
rate richer physics and geometry. For example, the twisted complex models
micropolar and Cosserat models while the BGG complex is for standard elastic-
ity [14]; the twisted complex involves Riemann-Cartan geometry with curvature
and torsion, while the torsion is eliminated in the BGG complex [26]. Applica-
tions require discretizing the twisted complexes [28]. The general construction in
this paper discretizes the entire diagram, and therefore sheds light on discretiz-
ing generalized models in micropolar continuum, Riemann-Cartan geometry and
continuum defects [58–60] etc.

• Cliques (analogues of simplices) of any dimensions exist on graphs or hyper-
graphs [9]. A simplicial construction with full generality sheds light on inves-
tigating objects and applications from graph and network theory, such as the
notion of graph curvature.

Concerning the last point, Hodge-Laplacian and discrete differential forms can be es-
tablished on graphs [46]. The theory has a close relation with the lowest order Whitney
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Figure 2. Finite elements (including currents) of the lowest order for
Figure 2. The first row is the distributional de Rham complex (dual
Whitney forms) [12, 45]; the last row consists of Whitney forms; the
elasticity complex is discretized by the Christiansen–Regge complex [23];
the Hessian and divdiv complexes are due to [42].

forms as they share the same degrees of freedom. To carry tensor finite elements to other
discrete structures such as graphs, one desires intrinsic finite elements with canonical
degrees of freedom and geometric and topological interpretations. This is another reason
for the preference of a construction mimicking the Whitney forms with relaxed confor-
mity (for the de Rham complex, the Whitney forms happen to have enough conformity
for L2 spaces with exterior derivatives in L2; however, this is not the case for the BGG
complexes).

1.1. Overview of the construction. Each BGG complex involves a “zig-zag” at
some slot, connecting two rows of the diagram. From the examples in Figure 2 (see also
Figure 1), we see that each BGG complex consists of finite element spaces (piecewise
polynomials) before the zig-zag, and then Dirac measures of certain types (referred to
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Figure 3. Iterated BGG constructions. The dots denote spaces C∞ ⊗
Altk,ℓ with 0 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ 3. The diagram is extended by zero.

as currents hereafter) after it. The sequence of Whitney forms and its dual are two
special cases, where all spaces are finite elements or all spaces are currents, respectively.
To generalize this pattern in the general construction, each sequence is also split into
two parts: first the finite elements and then the currents. The construction of currents
is relatively straightforward, as we can extend the sequences via derivatives. However,
constructing the finite element spaces calls for special care in choosing local shape
functions and degrees of freedom that match each other (unisolvency) and yield the
desired interelement continuity.

Generalized trace operators. For a finite element space, specifying the conformity
(and hence the degrees of freedom) is essential. For the Whitney forms, the conformity
condition demands that the trace (see (3.1)) of a differential form from both sides of a
face is single-valued on that face. Correspondingly, the degrees of freedom for Whitney
forms can be given by moments of this trace over subcells. The first challenge for form-
valued forms is to generalize the notion of the trace. A straightforward approach is
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Figure 4. Distributional finite element complexes for the iterated BGG
constructions.

to project each vector onto the face’s tangent space (see ι∗ι∗ below). However, this is
not necessarily what we need. For example, consider the first space in the elasticity
complex, which is in Alt0,1 (1-form-valued 0-forms). The ι∗ι∗-trace vanishes at vertices.
Yet the canonical Christiansen–Regge complex starts with a Lagrange space, requiring
vertex evaluations.

To resolve this, we introduce generalized trace operators. In particular, we allow
evaluating a k-form on an m-dimensional cell where m < k (via the operator ȷ∗ (3.5)).
The idea is to use tangent vectors as much as possible. For example, to evaluate a
3-form on a 1-dimensional cell, we feed its single tangent vector plus two vectors normal
to the cell into the 3-form. This definition sits between the classical trace (which feeds
only tangent vectors) and the restriction operator (which can feed any vectors).

For iterated BGG complexes, we must generalize further, leading to ȷ∗[p] (the above

case corresponds to p = 1). Increasing p moves the definition closer to the restriction
operator, allowing one (p = 2) or more (p ≥ 3) tangent vectors to remain unused. In
the example of evaluating a 3-form on a 1D cell, ȷ∗[2] permits either tangent or normal

vectors. On a 1D cell, this reduces effectively to the restriction operator. On 2D cells, for
p = 2, one must feed at least one tangent vector to the 3-form, while the remaining two
slots can be tangent or normal; for p = 3, ȷ∗[p] boils down to the restriction. The notation
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has not appeared in existing literature on finite elements in three dimensions, as the
first non-trivial examples appear in four dimensions. The definition of the generalized
traces and their properties are discussed in Section 3.

These generalized traces recover existing elements such as TDNNS, MCS, Regge,
Hu–Lin–Zhang in 3D, and enable new constructions in higher dimensions.

The overall idea behind constructing finite elements in this paper is to modify the
Whitney forms, following the following steps.

Step 1: ι∗ι∗-conforming elements. For ℓ-form-valued k-forms, we begin by tensoring
Whitney k-forms with alternating ℓ-forms, giving P−Altk,ℓ := P−Altk ⊗ Altℓ. The
resulting space is ι∗ρ∗-conforming (where ρ∗ is the restriction operator). We then weaken
continuity to obtain an ι∗ι∗-conforming space. For instance, to build 1-form-valued 1-
forms in 3D, we start with three copies of the Nédélec space (tangential continuity)
and weaken the continuity, leading to tangential–tangential continuity. This general
procedure is possible because one can move certain degrees of freedom from lower-
dimensional subcells to higher-dimensional ones. The resulting finite element spaces
Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ are spelled out in Proposition 4.1.

Step 2: Symmetry reduction. The spaces from Step 1 do not yet reflect the tensor
symmetries in the BGG complexes. We therefore reduce these spaces to lie in N (S†),
which appears in the BGG diagrams. This requires reducing both the shape function
spaces and their degrees of freedom.

To reduce the local shape function spaces, we verify that the BGG machinery is
compatible with the polynomial spaces P−Altk,ℓ; i.e., S† maps onto from P−Altk,ℓ to

P−Altk−1,ℓ+1 (Lemma 2.2).

The degrees of freedom for P−Altk,ℓ involve moments against bubbles on each subcell.
We remove certain bubbles likewise. Consequently, the degrees of freedom for the
reduced finite elements can be defined by moments against the reduced bubble spaces.
The key is to check that S† indeed maps onto from B−Altk,ℓ to B−Altk−1,ℓ+1 (see (4.2)
and Lemma 4.3).

This process yields spaces Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ together with their degrees of freedom, de-
scribed in Proposition 4.2.

Step 3: ι∗ȷ∗-conforming elements. We then move certain degrees of freedom from
higher-dimensional subcells to lower-dimensional ones, improving the continuity of the
finite element space. This works because:

(1) The total dimension of the space remains unchanged.
(2) Single-valuedness on lower-dimensional subcells guarantees single-valuedness on

higher-dimensional subcells.

This procedure applies to the full Altk,ℓ spaces (Proposition 4.4) and to the reduced
Wk,ℓ spaces (Proposition 4.5).

We apply the same recipe to obtain spaces P−Wk,ℓ
[p] in the iterated BGG complexes

(Proposition 4.6).
The above recipe is demonstrated in Figures 5 to 8 for the Regge, HLZ, MCS, and

HHJ (TDNNS) elements, respectively.
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Figure 5. Deriving the Regge element (tangential-tangential continu-
ity) from a vector-valued Nédélec element (tangential continuity). Step 1:
weakening the continuity of the Nédélec element to tangential-tangential.
Step 2: eliminating the face degrees of freedom by those of a weakened
vector Lagrange element connected by a S† operator.

Finally, higher-order constructions (including the family PAltk,ℓ[p] and PWk,ℓ
[p] ) follow

analogously, using the same sequence of steps.

Remarks on complexes and cohomologies. For a complex

0 V 0 V 1 · · · V n 0,d0 d1

where V i,∀i is a finite dimensional vector space, a necessary condition for it to be exact
is that the Euler characteristic is zero. That is,

(1.1)
n∑

i=0

(−1)i dimV i = 0.

Although in this paper, we do not prove that the cohomologies of the finite element
complexes are isomorphic to the continuous versions (except for dimension less than or
equal to three, which was proved in [42]), we show that (1.1) holds for all the complexes
when the domain has trivial topology. This should be a strong indication that the
complexes indeed have correct cohomology. A detailed investigation on the operators
and cohomology is left for future work.

1.2. Notations. Let V be a vector space. We use Altk(V ) to denote the algebraic

alternating k-forms on V , and Altk,ℓ(V ) := Altk(V )⊗Altℓ(V ). When there is no danger

of confusion, we also drop V and write Altk and Altk,ℓ. Then the space C∞(Ω)⊗ Altk

consists of smooth differential k-forms on a manifold Ω. We use d• to denote the exterior
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Figure 6. Deriving the Hu-Lin-Zhang element (tangential-normal con-
tinuity) from a vector-valued Nédélec element (tangential continuity).
Step 1: weakening the continuity of the Nédélec element to tangential-
normal. Step 2: eliminating part of the interior degrees of freedom by
those of a P1 connected by an S† operator. Step 3: moving the three
degrees of freedom on each face to the three edges of the face; each edge
gathers two tangential-normal degrees of freedom from its two neigh-
bouring faces.
In general, we obtain Cι∗ȷ∗P−Altk,ℓ(K) from Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ(K) by mov-
ing degrees from ℓ-dimensional cells to k-dimensional ones. On each
ℓ-face F , the degrees of freedom are the inner product with respect to
the space P−Altk(F ). To see that these degrees of freedom can be re-

located to k-cells, note that each σ ∈ Tk(F ) receives
(
n−k
ℓ−k

)
degrees of

freedom (one from each ℓ-face containing σ), which is exactly the dimen-

sion of Altℓ−k(σ⊥).

derivative dk : C∞⊗Λk,ℓ → C∞⊗Λk+1,ℓ. Note that d• acts on the first index (k, rather
than ℓ).

Hereafter, T is a triangulation and T<n denotes the set of all subsimplices of T with
dimension less than n. Similarly, we define T>n, T≤n, T≥n, and define T[a:b] := T≥a∩T≤b.

We introduce notation for several linear algebraic operations on Rn×n:

• skw : M → K and sym : M → S denote taking the skew-symmetric and sym-
metric part of a matrix.

• tr : M → R is the trace, given by summing the diagonal entries of a matrix.
• I : R → M is defined by I(u) := uI, identifying a scalar u with the corresponding
diagonal matrix.

• dev : M → T is the deviator (trace-free part), dev(u) := u− 1
n tr(u)I.
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Figure 7. Deriving the MCS element (normal-tangential continuity)
from a vector-valued Raviart–Thomas element (normal continuity). Step
1: weakening the continuity of the Raviart–Thomas element to normal-
tangential. Step 2: eliminating part of the interior degrees of freedom
by those of a P1 connected by an S†,[2] operator. Note that the MCS
element appears in an iterated BGG construction as k = 2, ℓ = 1 and
k > ℓ. Thus the reduction is by a space down two rows.

In three dimensions only, there is an isomorphism between skew-symmetric matrices
in K and vectors in V via

mskw




v1
v2
v3


 =




0 −v3 v2
v3 0 −v1
−v2 v1 0


 .

This map mskw : V → K is an isomorphism satisfying mskw(v)w = v × w for any
v, w ∈ V; the vector v is called the axial vector of mskw(v). We also define vskw :=
mskw−1 ◦ skw : M → V, taking a matrix to the axial vector of its skew-symmetric part.

Finally, let S : M → M be the linear map given by S(u) := uT − tr(u) I. One can
verify that S is invertible for any n > 1.

We summarize the notations and terms that will be used below, see Tables 1 to 3,
with references to the place where they first appear.

2. BGG complexes and form-valued form revisited

In this section, we first revisit the BGG machinery in the setting of [7,14]. Then for
the purpose of this paper, we provide several generalizations, including introducing the
S† operators and deriving the Koszul version of the BGG complexes.

The goal of this paper is to give a canonical discretization of the form-valued forms
C∞⊗Altk,ℓ. Moreover, we incorporate more symmetries than the skew-symmetry of the
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Figure 8. Deriving the HHJ (TDNNS) element (normal-normal conti-
nuity) from a vector-valued Raviart–Thomas element (normal continu-
ity). Step 1: weakening the continuity of the Raviart–Thomas element
to normal-normal. Step 2: eliminating part of the interior degrees of
freedom by Nédélec shape functions connected by a S† operator.

Table 1. General notations.

Ω n dimensional domain
T triangulation of Ω

Ts, T≤a, T<a, T>a, T≥a, T[a,b] the collection of the faces
with dimension s,≤ a,<,≥ a,> a and ∈ [a, b]

HdR de Rham cohomology
λi barycentric coordinates

ϕσ, (4.3), p.25 Whitney form
[n] {1, 2, · · · , n}

X(n, k) increasing k sets in {1, 2, · · · , n}
DoFs abbreviation for degrees of freedom
BGG Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand

first k indices and the last ℓ indices. Specifically, the symmetry considered in this paper
is given by the operators S and S† in the framework of the BGG construction [7, 14]:

Sk,ℓ : Altk,ℓ → Altk+1,ℓ−1, Sk,ℓ
† : Altk,ℓ → Altk−1,ℓ+1 .
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Table 2. Notations for continuous and discrete spaces.

Forms

Altk alternating k-forms

PrAlt
k, Section 6, p.44 polynomial k-forms

BrAlt
k, Section 6, p.44 bubble space of polynomial k-forms

P−
r Altk, Section 6, p.44 incomplete polynomial k-forms

BrAlt
k, Section 6, p.44 bubble space of incomplete polynomial k-forms

N ℓ(σ,K), (4.5), p.26 auxiliary space for bubbles

Form-valued Forms

Altk,ℓ := Altk ⊗Altℓ alternating ℓ-form-valued alternating k-forms ((k, ℓ) forms)

Wk,ℓ, (2.6), p.16 subspace of Altk,ℓ in either N (S•) or N (S•
† )

Wk,ℓ
[p] , (2.20), p.20 subspace of Altk,ℓ in N (S•

†,[p]),

W̃k,ℓ
[p] , (2.21), p.20 subspace of Altk,ℓ in N (S•

[p])

P−Altk,ℓ, (4.1), p.25 Whitney (k, ℓ) forms

B−Altk,ℓ, (4.2), p.25 Bubbles of Whitney (k, ℓ) forms

P−
r Altk,ℓ, (2.14), p.18 incomplete polynomial (k, ℓ) forms

B−
r Alt

k,ℓ, (6.6), p. 45 bubbles of incomplete polynomial (k, ℓ) forms
P−
r Wk,ℓ, (2.15), p.19 incomplete polynomial subspace in N (S•

† )

P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] , Lemma 2.5, p.20 incomplete polynomial subspace in N (S•
†,[p])

PrAlt
k,ℓ polynomial (k, ℓ) forms Pr ⊗Altk,ℓ

BrAlt
k,ℓ, (6.11), p.49 bubbles of polynomial (k, ℓ) forms

PrWk,ℓ, PrWk,ℓ
[p] polynomial subspaces Pr ⊗Wk,ℓ and Pr ⊗Wk,ℓ

[p]

The definition follows from [7]: for ω ∈ Altk,ℓ(V ) and v1, · · · , vk+1 ∈ V , u1, · · · , uℓ−1 ∈
V , let the linking mapping be defined as
(2.1)

Sk,ℓω(v1, · · · , vk+1)(u1, · · · , uℓ−1) :=
k+1∑

j=1

(−1)j+1ω(v1, · · · , v̂j , · · · , vk+1)(vj , u1, · · · , uℓ−1).
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Table 3. Notations for the operators.

d differential operators for forms and form-valued forms
S, (2.1), p.14 connecting maps in the BGG diagram
S†, (2.5), p.16 adjoint operator of S
S[p], (2.18), p.19 iterated connecting maps, composition of S
S†,[p], (2.19), p.20 adjoint operator of S[p]

κ, (2.7), p.17 Koszul operator for forms and form-valued forms
ι∗, (3.1), p. 21 traces / pullback of the inclusion of forms
ι∗ι∗, (3.7), p.24 two-sided traces for form-valued forms
ȷ∗, (3.5), p. 22 generalized trace operators
ϑ∗E,q, (3.4), p.21 generalized trace (edge normal, etc.)

ρ∗, (3.2), p.21 restriction (value on edges, etc.)
ȷ∗[p], (3.6), p.24 interpolated generalized trace

Cι∗ (prefix) ι∗ conforming finite element forms
Cρ∗ (prefix) ρ∗ conforming finite element forms
Cι∗ι∗ (prefix) ι∗ι∗ conforming finite element form-valued forms

Cι∗ȷ∗ , Cι∗ȷ∗
[p]

(prefix) ι∗ȷ∗ (and ι∗ȷ∗[p]) conforming finite element form-valued forms

The BGG construction in [7] follows the diagram below:

(2.2)

0 C∞ ⊗Alt0,0 C∞ ⊗Alt1,0 · · · C∞ ⊗Altn,0 0

0 C∞ ⊗Alt0,1 C∞ ⊗Alt1,1 · · · C∞ ⊗Altn,1 0

...
...

...

0 C∞ ⊗Alt0,n−1 C∞ ⊗Alt1,n−1 · · · C∞ ⊗Altn,n−1 0

0 C∞ ⊗Alt0,n C∞ ⊗Alt1,n · · · C∞ ⊗Altn,n 0.

d d d

d

S0,1

d

S1,1

d

Sn−1,1

d d d

d

S0,n

d

S1,n

d

Sn−1,n

Here, dk : C∞ ⊗Altk,ℓ → C∞ ⊗Altk+1,ℓ acts on the first index.
We introduce the spaces of alternating forms with symmetries: for a fixed ℓ,

(2.3) Wk,ℓ :=

{
R(Sk,ℓ)⊥ ⊂ Altk,ℓ, when k ≤ ℓ,

N (Sk,ℓ+1) ⊂ Altk,ℓ+1 when k ≥ ℓ+ 1.

The following theorem follows from [7].

Theorem 2.1. The following sequence is a complex (referred to as the BGG complex
hereafter)
(2.4)

0 C∞ ⊗ W0,ℓ C∞ ⊗ W1,ℓ · · · C∞ ⊗ Wℓ,ℓ

C∞ ⊗ Wℓ+1,ℓ+1 C∞ ⊗ Wℓ+2,ℓ+1 · · · C∞ ⊗ Wn,ℓ+1 0,

π◦d π◦d π◦d d

S−1
d d d d
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where the operators π are the projections to the tensor spaces with symmetries W•,• (with
respect to the Frobenius norm). The cohomology of (2.4) is isomorphic to H•

dR(Ω) ⊗
(Altℓ⊕Altℓ+1), where H•

dR(Ω) is the de Rham cohomology.

However, complexes of the form of (2.4) do not exhaust all the possibilities even in
the de Rham diagrams. We may compose the S• operators in (2.2), leading to new
connecting maps, and connect any two rows in (2.2). In three space dimensions, this
iterated BGG construction leads to the grad curl, curl div and grad div complexes, which
were derived in [7]. For general dimensions, we show that S• also enjoys the desired
injectivity/surjectivity properties, leading to more BGG complexes.

2.1. The S† operator and adjointness. In the above framework, the spaces in

the BGG complex take value in R(Sk−1,ℓ+1)⊥. The orthogonal completement is not
straightforward to work with for the purpose of this paper. Below we will instead use

N (Sk,ℓ
† ), the kernel of the adjoint operator of S. The introduction of S† is closer to the

BGG construction in an algebraic and geometric context [15].

We define Sk,ℓ
† : Altk,ℓ → Altk−1,ℓ+1 as follows: for ω ∈ Altk,ℓ(V ) and v1, · · · , vk−1 ∈

V , u1, · · · , uℓ+1 ∈ V ,

(2.5)

Sk,ℓ
† ω(v1, · · · , vk−1)(u1, · · · , uℓ+1) =

ℓ+1∑

j=1

(−1)j+1ω(uj , v1, · · · , vk−1)(u1, · · · , ûj , · · · , uℓ+1).

Lemma 2.1. We have the following properties.

(1) Sk,ℓ
† and Sk−1,ℓ+1 are adjoint with respect to the Frobenius norm, and therefore

N (Sk,ℓ
† ) = R(Sk−1,ℓ+1)⊥.

(2) When k ≤ ℓ+ 1, Sk,ℓ
† is surjective, and Sk−1,ℓ+1 is injective.

(3) When k ≥ ℓ− 1, Sk,ℓ is surjective while Sk+1,ℓ−1
† is injective.

The proof for the surjectivity and injectivity ((2) and (3) above) can be found in [7].
For clarity, we present the proof in the appendix.

With the above properties of S†, we can reformulate Wk,ℓ as

(2.6) Wk,ℓ :=

{
N (Sk,ℓ

† ) ⊂ Altk,ℓ, when k ≤ ℓ,

N (Sk,ℓ) ⊂ Altk,ℓ when k ≥ ℓ+ 1.

In three dimensions, the form-valued forms Altk,ℓ and the Wk,ℓ versions with symme-
tries can be illustrated via vector proxies. In the sequel, we use V := R3, M := R3×3,
S := R3×3

sym, and T := R3×3
dev to denote the spaces of vectors, matrices, symmetric matrices,

and traceless matrices, respectively.
In general, W1,1 can be identified with symmetric matrices in n dimensions; Wn−1,1

corresponds to traceless matrices in n dimensions; W2,2 corresponds to the algebraic
curvature tensor, encoding the symmetries of the Riemannian tensor ((2, 2)-forms sat-
isfying the algebraic Bianchi identity).
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k
ℓ 0 1 2 3

0 R V V R
1 V M M V
2 V M M V
3 R V V R

k
ℓ 0 1 2 3

0 R V V R
1 V S T V
2 V T S V
3 R V V R

Table 4. Left: vector/matrix proxies of Altk,ℓ in R3. Right: vec-
tor/matrix proxies ofWk,ℓ in R3 (see (2.6)). Note that for each j, running
the definition (2.6) with ℓ = 0, 1, 2, 3 leads to two definitions of Wj,j (one
from the first part of the complex starting with W0,j and another from
the second part of the complex starting with W0,j−1). However, these
two definitions lead to the same proxy in R3. Any space Wk,ℓ with k ̸= ℓ
only appears in (2.6) once. Thus listing all the cases as in the table on
the right will not lead to ambiguity.

2.2. Koszul operators and symbol complexes. The Koszul operators (Poincaré
operators on polynomial spaces) are an important tool for establishing exact sequences
of polynomials [2, 3, 5]. In this section, we develop Koszul operators and construct
polynomial versions of the BGG complexes, which will be crucial building blocks for
defining the local finite element spaces.

Recall that the Koszul operators κ : C∞(Ω)⊗Altk → C∞(Ω)⊗Altk−1 are defined as

(2.7) κω(v1, · · · , vk−1) := ω(x, v1, · · · , vk−1), ∀v1, · · · , vk−1 ∈ C∞(Ω)⊗ V,

where x is the Euler vector field (the vector field x := (x1, · · · , xn)). In vector proxies
in R3, the κ operator corresponds to ⊗x, ×x, and ·x, respectively. For simplicity, we
consider smooth forms in the presentation below. For smooth forms, we introduce the
following Koszul complex:

0 C∞ ⊗Altn C∞ ⊗Altn−1 · · · C∞ ⊗Alt1 C∞ ⊗Alt0 0.κ κ κ κ

The relationship between d and κ has been investigated in various contexts. See [2,3,5]
for applications in Finite Element Exterior Calculus.

To derive the BGG versions of the Koszul complexes, we develop a perspective of
viewing BGG diagram from a different angle: the Koszul operators as “differentials”
and the exterior derivatives as the null-homotopy operators. Some polynomial BGG
complexes in two and three dimensions have been used in [18,20].

For form-valued forms C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ, there are two indices k and ℓ. Correspondingly,
exterior derivatives and the Koszul operators can be defined for each of the slots. To
unify the notation, we use κk,ℓ : C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ → C∞ ⊗ Altk−1,ℓ to denote the Koszul
operator with respect to the first index. Recall that dk,ℓ : C∞⊗Altk,ℓ → C∞⊗Altk+1,ℓ

is the exterior derivative in the first index. We also introduce Koszul type algebraic
operators Kk,ℓ : C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ → C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ−1 and the exterior derivatives for the
second index Dk,ℓ : C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ → C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ+1. The following identities are crucial
for the construction in [7]:

(2.8) Sk,ℓ = dk,ℓ−1Kk,ℓ −Kk+1,ℓdk,ℓ,
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and consequently,

(2.9) dk+1,ℓ−1 Sk,ℓ = −Sk+1,ℓ dk,ℓ.

As the two indices in form-valued forms play symmetric roles, we similarly have for the
other two operators:

(2.10) Sk,ℓ
† = Dk−1,ℓκk,ℓ − κk,ℓ+1Dk,ℓ,

and consequently,

(2.11) Sk−1,ℓ
† κk,ℓ = −κk−1,ℓ+1 Sk,ℓ

† .

With the identities (2.10) and (2.11), viewing (2.2) from bottom to top and from
right to left, we get

(2.12)

0 C∞ ⊗Altn,n C∞ ⊗Altn−1,n · · · C∞ ⊗Alt0,n 0

0 C∞ ⊗Altn,n−1 C∞ ⊗Altn−1,n−1 · · · C∞ ⊗Alt0,n−1 0

...
...

...

0 C∞ ⊗Altn,1 C∞ ⊗Altn−1,1 · · · C∞ ⊗Alt0,1 0

0 C∞ ⊗Altn,0 C∞ ⊗Altn−1,0 · · · C∞ ⊗Alt0,0 0.

κ κ κ

κ

Sn,n−1
†

d

Sn−1,n−1
†

κ

S1,n−1
†

κ κ κ

κ

Sn,0
†

κ

Sn−1,0
†

κ

S1,0
†

Compared to the framework in [7], here P , D, and S† play the role of d, K, and S
in [7], respectively, thanks to the identities (2.10) and (2.11). Therefore we can carry
out a similar construction as in [7] to derive a Koszul version of the BGG complexes as
follows.

Theorem 2.2 (Koszul BGG Complexes). The following sequence is a complex
(2.13)

0 C∞ ⊗ Wn,ℓ C∞ ⊗ Wn−1,ℓ · · · C∞ ⊗ Wℓ,ℓ

C∞ ⊗ Wℓ−1,ℓ−1 C∞ ⊗ Wℓ−2,ℓ−1 · · · C∞ ⊗ W0,ℓ−1 0.

π◦κ π◦κ π◦κ κ

S−1
κ κ κ κ

Note that for i ≤ ℓ− 1, κ maps C∞ ⊗Wi,ℓ−1 to C∞ ⊗Wi−1,ℓ−1 due to the anticom-
mutativity (2.11).

Polynomial Koszul complexes will be the local shape functions of finite element com-
plexes. Let Pr be the polynomial space with degree ≤ r, and Hr be the homogenous
polynomial space with degree = r. We first recall the Koszul complex for the de Rham
complex (differential forms) [3]:

0 P−
r Altn P−

r Altn−1 · · · P−
r Alt1 P−

r Alt0 0,κ κ κ κ κ

where P−
r Altk := Pr−1Alt

k + κk+1Pr−1Alt
k+1 := Pr−1Alt

k ⊕ κk+1Hr−1Alt
k+1.

Similarly, the Koszul spaces for form-valued forms are defined by
(2.14)

P−
r Altk,ℓ := Pr−1Alt

k,ℓ+κk+1Pr−1Alt
k+1,ℓ = (Pr−1Alt

k +κk+1Pr−1Alt
k+1)⊗Altℓ .
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By the commutativity of κ and S†, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2.2. The operators Sk,ℓ : P−
r Altk,ℓ → P−

r Altk+1,ℓ−1 and their adjoints Sk+1,ℓ−1
†

are well defined. We have the following properties:

(1) When k ≤ ℓ, Sk,ℓ
† is surjective, and Sk−1,ℓ+1 is injective.

(2) When k ≥ ℓ+ 1, Sk,ℓ is surjective, and Sk+1,ℓ−1
† is injective.

Moreover, we have the following characterization of

(2.15) P−
r Wk,ℓ := N (Sk,ℓ

† : P−
r Altk,ℓ → P−

r Altk−1,ℓ+1)

whenever k ≤ ℓ.

Lemma 2.3. For k < ℓ, we have

P−
r Wk,ℓ =Pr−1Wk,ℓ + κPr−1Wk+1,ℓ + κ(Sk+1,ℓ

† )−1κPr−2Alt
k+1,ℓ+1

=Pr−1Wk,ℓ ⊕ κHr−1Wk+1,ℓ ⊕ κ(Sk+1,ℓ
† )−1κHr−2Alt

k+1,ℓ+1.
(2.16)

Here, Sk+1,ℓ
† is a surjective operator from Pr−1Alt

k,ℓ+1 to Pr−1Alt
k+1,ℓ, and (Sk+1,ℓ

† )−1

is a right inverse of Sk+1,ℓ
† .

For k = ℓ, we have

P−
r Wk,ℓ = Pr−1Wk,ℓ + κ(Sk+1,ℓ

† )−1κPr−2Alt
k+1,ℓ+1,

when k = ℓ. Here, Sk+1,ℓ
† is a surjective operator from Pr−1Alt

k,ℓ+1 to Pr−1Alt
k+1,ℓ.

Proof. Suppose that a + κb lies in the kernel of S†, where a ∈ Pr−1Alt
k,ℓ and b ∈

Hr−1Alt
k+1,ℓ. By the commuting property of S† and κ, it holds that S†a = 0 and

κS†b = 0. Since S†b ∈ Hr−1Alt
k,ℓ+1, it follows from the exactness of Koszul complex

that S†b = κc for some c ∈ Hr−2Alt
k+1,ℓ+1. Using the right inverse, it suffices to

consider the term S†b = 0. For k < ℓ, it holds that b ∈ Hr−1Wk+1,ℓ, while for k = ℓ, it
holds that b = 0. □

2.3. Iterated constructions. We consider the BGG diagram of algebraic forms be-
tween row k and row ℓ:

(2.17)

Alt0,k Alt1,k · · · Altn,k

Alt0,k+1 Alt1,1 · · · Altn,1

...
...

...

Alt0,ℓ−1 Alt1,ℓ−1 · · · Altn,ℓ−1

Alt0,ℓ Alt1,ℓ · · · Altn,ℓ.

S0,k+1 S1,k+1 Sn−1,k+1

S0,ℓ S1,ℓ Sn−1,ℓ

Define

(2.18) Sk,ℓ
[p] : Altk,ℓ → Altk+p,ℓ−p
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by

Sk,ℓ
[p] = Sk+p−1,ℓ−p+1 ◦ · · · ◦ Sk+1,ℓ−1 ◦ Sk,ℓ .

Note that for large p, the above map can be zero. We also define

(2.19) Sk,ℓ
†,[p] : Alt

k,ℓ → Altk−p,ℓ+p

by

Sk,ℓ
†,[p] = Sk−p+1,ℓ+p−1

† ◦ · · · ◦ Sk−1,ℓ+1
† ◦ Sk,ℓ

† .

Lemma 2.4. We have the following properties.

(1) Sk,ℓ
†,[p] and Sk−p,ℓ+p

[p] are adjoint with respect to the Frobenius norm, and therefore

N (Sk,ℓ
†,[p]) = R(Sk−p,ℓ+p

[p] )⊥.

(2) When k ≤ ℓ+ p, Sk,ℓ
†,[p] is surjective, and Sk−p,ℓ+p

[p] is injective.

(3) When k ≥ ℓ− p, Sk,ℓ
[p] is surjective while Sk+p,ℓ−p

†,[p] is injective.

We then define W[p] and W̃[p] as

(2.20) Wk,ℓ
[p] := N (Sk,ℓ

†,[p]) ⊂ Altk,ℓ, when k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1,

and

(2.21) W̃k,ℓ
[p] := N (Sk,ℓ

[p] ) ⊂ Altk,ℓ, when k ≥ ℓ− p+ 1.

Therefore, the BGG complexes (both smooth de Rham and Koszul) can be derived
for the iterated constructions.

Theorem 2.3 (BGG complexes for iterated constructions). The following sequence is
a complex
(2.22)

0 C∞ ⊗ W0,ℓ
[p]

C∞ ⊗ W1,ℓ
[p]

· · · C∞ ⊗ Wℓ+p−1,ℓ
[p]

C∞ ⊗ W̃ℓ+1,ℓ+p
[p]

C∞ ⊗ W̃ℓ+2,ℓ+p
[p]

· · · C∞ ⊗ W̃n,ℓ+p
[p]

0.

π◦d π◦d π◦d d

S−1

d d d d

The cohomology of (2.22) is isomorphic to H•
dR(Ω)⊗Altℓ⊕H•−p+1

dR (Ω)⊗Altℓ+p, where
H•

dR(Ω) is the de Rham cohomology.

Regarding the Koszul spaces, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.5. The operators Sk,ℓ
[p] : P−

r Altk,ℓ → P−
r Altk+p,ℓ−p and their adjoint Sk+p,ℓ−p

†
are well defined. We have the following properties.

(1) When k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1, Sk,ℓ
†,[p] is surjective, and Sk−p,ℓ+p

[p] is injective.

(2) When k ≥ ℓ+ p, Sk,ℓ
[p] is surjective, and Sk+p,ℓ−p

†,[p] is injective.

(3) For k < ℓ+ p− 1, the space P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] is the kernel of Sk,ℓ
†,[p], and is characterized

as

P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] = Pr−1Wk,ℓ
[p] + κPr−1Wk+1,ℓ

[p] + κ(Sk+1,ℓ
†,[p] )−1κPr−2Alt

k−p+2,ℓ+p,

where (Sk+1,ℓ
†,[p] )−1 is a right inverse.
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(4) For k = ℓ+ p− 1, the space P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] is the kernel of Sk,ℓ
†,[p], and is characterized

as

P−
r Wk,ℓ = Pr−1Wk,ℓ + κ(Sk+1,ℓ

†,[p] )−1κPr−2Alt
k−p+2,ℓ+p.

3. Generalized traces for differential forms

To introduce the continuity condition of the form-valued forms, we generalize the
concept of traces of differential forms. Let Ω be a bounded Lipschitz domain and
F ⊂ ∂Ω be a submanifold. The trace operator ι∗ is defined as the pullback of the
inclusion operator ι : F → Ω. That is, for F ⊂ Ω, ι∗F : C∞ ⊗Altk(Ω) → C∞ ⊗Altk(F )
is defined by

(3.1) ι∗Fω(v1, · · · , vk) = ω(ιF,∗v1, · · · , ιF,∗vk), ω ∈ C∞Altk(Ω); v1, · · · , vk ∈ X (Ω),

where v1, · · · vk are vector fields on Ω. Here the pushforward ιF,∗ projects the k-vectors
v1, · · · , vk to the submanifold F .

We also define restrictions of differential forms:

(3.2) ρ∗F : C∞(Ω)⊗Altk(Rn) → C∞(F )⊗Altk(Rn),

which regards a k-form as a k-form-valued 0-form and takes the trace of 0-forms.
To generalize the spaces in Figure 2 to form-valued forms, we need a generalized

notion of traces to define the continuity conditions. Specifically, we will first define the
generalized trace ȷ∗F , extending the definition of the trace ι∗F to k-forms with k > dimF .
Note that with the original definition, ι∗F will vanish in this case. In the next step, we
construct a family of linear functionals ȷ∗F,[p] such that they interpolate between the trace

ȷ∗F = ȷ∗F,[1] and the restriction ȷ∗F,[n] := ρ. The generalized trace operator ȷ∗F,[p] is used to

characterize the continuity of the finite element spaces from the iterated constructions.

3.1. Generalized trace. For every fixed simplex F , the following tangential-normal
decomposition holds:

(3.3) Altk(Rn) ∼=
k⊕

s=0

Alts(F )⊗Altk−s(F⊥).

Here we view F as a subspace of Rn and F⊥ is the orthogonal complement with respect
to the inner product in Rn. The isomorphism (3.3) can be explicitly given as follows.

Suppose that dimF = m and α1, · · · ,αm are a basis of F , and αm+1, · · · ,αn are
a basis of F⊥. Let dαi be the dual basis of 1-forms, i.e., ⟨dαi,αj⟩ = δij . Then the
isomorphism can be written as

dαi1 ∧ · · · dαik 7→
∧

s∈[1:k]:is≤m

dαis ⊗
∧

s∈[1:k]:is>m

dαis ,

where [1 : k] is the set {1, 2, · · · , k}. Clearly, the decomposition does not depend on the
choice of basis of F and F⊥.

Consequently, we can define the algebraic projection of a k-form to the components
with q components tangent to F and k − q components normal to F :

(3.4) ϑ∗F,q : C
∞(Ω)⊗Altk(Rn) → C∞(F )⊗Altq(F )⊗Altk−q(F⊥).
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More precisely, for i1, · · · , ik ∈ [1 : n], the map ϑ∗F,q sends a monomial

fdαi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dαik 7→
{
f |F

∧
is≤m dα

is ⊗∧
is>m dα

is , if there are q indices is ≤ m,

0, otherwise .

The extension of ϑ∗F,q to a combination of monomials
∑

i1,··· ,ik∈[1:n] fdα
i1 ∧ · · · ∧ dαik is

defined by linear combination. It is easy to see that ϑ∗F,k = ι∗F on k-forms. Intuitively,
ϑ∗F,q preserves the k forms that have q tangential components and map others to zero.

When k > dim(F ), the pullback ι∗F vanishes on k-forms. To see this trace operator is
not enough for our purpose, consider the elasticity complex (Figure 2), where 1-form-
valued 0-forms are discretized by a vector Lagrange element. The vertex degrees of
freedom of the Lagrange element cannot be interpreted as the trace of 1-form-valued
0-forms, as ι∗F of a 1-form at vertices vanishes. This demonstrates that a generalized
notation of trace operators for k-forms is necessary when k > dim(F ). The general idea
of the generalized trace operator is to use tangential vectors as much as possible. When
k ≤ dim(F ), we feed all the dimF tangent vectors of F to the k-form, and in addition,
we use k− dimF normal vectors. This leads to the following definition of a generalized
trace on lower dimensional simplices:
(3.5)

ȷ∗F := ϑ∗F,dimF : C∞(Ω)⊗Altk(Rn) → C∞(F )⊗AltdimF (F )⊗Altk−dimF (F⊥) if dimF ≤ k.

Here AltdimF (F ) is the volume form on F , which is unique up to a scalar multiple.

Therefore, if dimF ≤ k, the range of ȷ∗F can be identified with C∞(F )⊗Altk−dimF (F⊥).
For dimF > k, ȷ∗F are defined to be zero maps (see Table 6).

Tables 5 and 6 below summarize the trace ι∗F and the generalized trace ȷ∗F with the
standard vector proxies in R3.

k

dim(F )
0 1 2

0 vertex value edge value face value
1 0 edge tangential face tangential
2 0 0 face normal

Table 5. Vector proxies of ι∗F on k-forms in R3. Here 0 means zero
maps.

k

dim(F )
0 1 2

0 vertex value 0 0
1 vertex value edge tangential 0
2 vertex value edge normal face normal

Table 6. Vector proxies of ȷ∗F on k-forms in R3. The diagonal blocks
are identical to those in Table 5.
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Figure 9. Generalized trace of k-forms on m-cells when k > m. The
figure demonstrates the trace of a 2-form ω on a 1-cell e in R3 (shown
in a tetrahedron). In this case, we feed two vectors to ω. There are
three possibilities: two normal vectors, and one tangent vector plus
one normal (two choices). The generalized trace operator decomposes
ω to these three components and remove the one corresponding to the
normal-normal component, i.e., the generalized trace projects ω to the
components containing the tangent vector. In general, in Rn there are m
tangent vectors to the m-cell and n−m normal vectors. The generalized
trace operator projects a k-form (k > m) to the components containing
m-tangent vectors plus k − m normal vectors. The number of compo-
nents, i.e., the number of choices of k −m normal vectors, is therefore(
n−m
k−m

)
. The figure shows the case n = 3, m = 1, k = 2.

In other words, the generalized trace operator projects a form to all the
k-hyperplanes that contain the m-cell.

Recall that the composition of trace operators is also the trace. That is, ι∗E ◦ ι∗Fw =

ι∗Ew for E ⊴ F ⊴ K and w ∈ Altk(K). Hereafter, we write F ⊴ K to denote that F is
a subsimplex of K. For the generalized trace, we have the following.

Lemma 3.1. For E ⊴ F ⊴ K, and w ∈ Altk(K). Suppose that dimE ≤ k ≤ dimF ,

and q ≤ k. Let πE,F be the orthogonal projection from the space Altk−q(E⊥) →
Altk−q(E⊥ ∩ F ). It holds that ϑE,q ◦ ιF = ΠE,F ◦ ϑE,q, where

ΠE,F : C∞(E)⊗Altq(E)⊗Altk−q(E⊥) → C∞(E)⊗Altq(E)⊗Altk−q(E⊥ ∩ F )
is defined as (id, id, πE,F ).

The above result holds since ιF removes the components that are orthogonal to F .

Example 3.1. Let us consider a simple example in three dimensions. Let the edge E be
parallel to x1. The two forms in three dimension are therefore have the following basis:

f = f3dx
1 ∧ dx2 + f1dx

2 ∧ dx3 + f2dx
3 ∧ dx1.



24 FINITE ELEMENT FORM-VALUED FORMS (I): CONSTRUCTION

When introducing the ȷ∗ on the edge E, we should extract the dx1 ∧ dx2 and dx3 ∧ dx1
component. That is, ȷ∗Ef = f3dx

1 ⊗ dx2 − f2dx
1 ⊗ dx3.

3.2. A family of generalized trace. Given any integer p ≥ 1 and ω ∈ C∞(Ω) ⊗
Altk(Rn), set

(3.6) ȷ∗F,[p]ω := ϑ∗F,dimFω + ϑ∗F,dimF−1ω + · · ·+ ϑ∗F,dimF−p+1ω.

The range of ȷ∗F,[p] is

p−1⊕

s=0

C∞(F )⊗AltdimF−s(F )⊗Altk−dimF+s(F⊥).

More precisely, for i1, · · · , ik ∈ [1 : n], the map ȷ∗F,[p] sends a monomial

fdαi1∧· · ·∧dαik 7→
{
f |F

∧
is≤dimF dα

is ⊗∧
is>dimF dα

is , if at least dimF − p+ 1 indices is ≤ dimF

0, otherwise .

Lemma 3.2. Given a k-form w and a cell F , the trace ȷ∗F,[p] has the following properties:

(1) ȷ∗F,[p]w = ι∗Fw if dimF = k + p− 1.

(2) ȷ∗F,[p]w = 0 if dimF ≥ k + p.

(3) ȷ∗F,[p]w = ρ∗Fw if p > dimF or k − (dimF − p + 1) ≥ dimF⊥. Suppose that w

is defined in Rn, then the latter condition boils down to k + p− 1 ≥ n.

Proof. By definition. □

Example 3.2. We demonstrate an example in four dimensions. Let the 2-face F be
parallel to x1 and x2. Two-forms in four dimension have the following basis (count 6):

f = fijdx
i ∧ dxj , {i, j} ⊂ {1, 2, 3, 4}.

The trace ι = ȷ∗F,[1] extracts the dx
1∧dx2 term, the trace ȷ∗F,[2] extracts dx

1∧dx2, dx1∧
dx3, dx1 ∧ dx4, dx2 ∧ dx3, dx2 ∧ dx4 terms, where the last four terms come from ϑF,1.
Finally, ȷ∗F,[3] = ρ∗F is the restriction.

The above definitions for ι∗ and ȷ∗ can be generalized to form-valued forms C∞(Ω)⊗
Altk,ℓ. For example, we use ι∗ι∗ to denote the trace operator for both indices. That is,
for ω ∈ Altk,ℓ and F ⊂ Ω, ι∗F ι

∗
F : C∞(Ω)⊗Altk,ℓ(Ω) → C∞(F )⊗Altk,ℓ(F ) is defined by

ι∗F ι
∗
Fω(v1, · · · , vk)(u1, · · · , uℓ) := ω(ιF,∗v1, · · · , ιF,∗vk)(ιF,∗u1, · · · , ιF,∗uℓ),(3.7)

∀v1, · · · , vk, u1, · · · , uℓ ∈ C∞(F )⊗ V.

We use ι∗ȷ∗ to denote taking ι∗ for the first index in Altk,ℓ and ȷ∗ for the second. Similar
definitions are used for ȷ∗ȷ∗ and ȷ∗ι∗. In vector/matrix proxies, operators on the two
indices correspond to row-wise and column-wise operators.
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4. Tensorial Whitney forms: construction of spaces

In this section, we present the lowest order case of our construction, serving as a
generalization of the Whitney forms for de Rham complexes. We refer to this low order
construction as tensorial Whitney forms.

The construction follows in two steps. The first step is to construct finite element
spaces for tensors Altk,ℓ without further symmetries. The unisolvency of these finite
elements will be based on the results of the Whitney forms for differential forms C∞ ⊗
Altk. For later use, we will impose various types of conformity.

The second step is to reduce Altk,ℓ by imposing extra symmetries, leading to Wk,ℓ

spaces. We first deal with the standard (non-iterated) cases introduced by kernels of

Sk,ℓ
† or Sk,ℓ. The resulting finite element space is a discretization of C∞ ⊗ Wk,ℓ with

k ≤ ℓ. The spaces have the following conformity: the ι∗ȷ∗ trace is single-valued on T≤ℓ,
while the ι∗ι∗ trace is single-valued on T>ℓ. We say that the finite element space is
ι∗ȷ∗-conforming. See Figures 5-8.

Moreover, we can derive a finite element complex with the help of tensorial Whitney
forms and distributions. We show that the discrete complex satisfies the condition of
Euler characteristics as the smooth BGG construction [7]. A detailed discussion of
the discrete differential operators (note that the resulting spaces in this paper are not
conforming with respect to the BGG differential operators in general; therefore some
operators are to be defined in a nonconforming sense) and the proof of cohomology will
be left as future work.

For iterated construction, finite element discretizations of C∞ ⊗ Wk,ℓ
[p] will be con-

structed. We impose ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conformity for faces in T<ℓ+p (only for those simplexes the

definition of ȷ∗[p] is not vacuous) and ι∗ι∗-conformity for T≥ℓ+p. For simplicity, we call

such elements ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming. We will discuss it in Section 4.4.

Now we take r = 1 in (2.14), yielding that

(4.1) P−Altk,ℓ = P−
1 Altk,ℓ = Altk,ℓ + κAltk+1,ℓ.

The following dimension count is standard

dimP−Altk,ℓ =

(
n+ 1

k + 1

)(
n

ℓ

)
.

4.1. Step 1: ι∗ι∗-conforming finite elements. To define the degrees of freedom
leading to the ι∗ȷ∗-conformity and show the unisolvency, we first investigate spaces
with the ι∗ι∗-conformity.

Correspondingly, define the bubble function spaces:

(4.2) B−Altk,ℓ(K) := {ω ∈ P−Altk,ℓ(σ) : ι∗F ι
∗
FK = 0, ∀F ◁ K,F ̸= K}.

For each k-simplex σ, we have the Whitney form associated to σ:

(4.3) ϕσ :=
k∑

j=0

(−1)jλσjdλσ0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂λσj ∧ · · · ∧ dλσk
.
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Running through all σ, the Whitney forms give a basis for P− Λk := (Altk +κAltk+1).
The pullback of the Whitney form ι∗Fϕσ is again a Whitney form ϕσ ∈ P−Λk(F ). We
will also use the fact that ι∗ϕσ vanishes at σ′ ∈ Tk whenever σ′ ̸= σ.

Lemma 4.1 (Decomposition of the bubble forms). The following direct sum decompo-
sition holds:

(4.4) B−Altk,ℓ(K) =
∑

σ∈Tk
ϕσ ⊗N ℓ(σ,K).

Here,

(4.5) N ℓ(σ,K) := {ω ∈ Altℓ(K) : ι∗Fω = 0 for all F such that σ ⊴ F ⊴1 K}
is the (constant) ℓ-form that vanishes at all codimensional 1 face F such that σ ⊴ F .
Hereafter, F ⊴1 K indicates that F is a subsimplex of K, and dimK − dimF = 1.

Proof. Since ϕσ for dimσ = k form a basis of P−Λk, for ω ∈ P−Altk,ℓ there exist a
unique expression ω =

∑
σ ϕσ⊗wσ, where wσ ∈ Altℓ. Thus, the right hand side of (4.4)

is a direct sum.
For each F with codim(F ) = 1, we readily see that ι∗F ι

∗
Fϕσ ⊗ wσ = 0 whenever

ι∗Fwσ = 0 or ι∗Fϕσ= 0. The latter holds when σ ̸⊴ F . Therefore, the right hand side of
(4.4) is contained in the left hand side.

Conversely, suppose that ω ∈ B−Altk,ℓ. Fix F with codim(F ) = 1 and 0 = ι∗F ι
∗
Fω =∑

σ∈Tk(F ) ϕσ ⊗ ι∗Fwσ, where we shall not distinguish ϕσ and ι∗Fϕσ. Again by the fact

that ϕσ is basis of P−Altk,ℓ(F ), it holds that ι∗Fwσ = 0.
Therefore, we conclude with the desired result. □

Moreover, the following dimension count holds.

Lemma 4.2. For dimσ = k and dimK = n, dimN ℓ(σ,K) =
(

k
ℓ+k−n

)
.

Proof. The lemma is proved by an explicit count. Suppose that the vertices of K are
X0, · · · , Xn and [X0, X1, · · · , Xk] = σ. Let dxi be the dual basis of (Xi −X0). Clearly,

Altℓ has a basis dxI = ∧i∈Idxi for I ⊂ [n] := {1, 2, · · · , n} and |I| = ℓ. We can now

rewrite w ∈ Altℓ as w =
∑

|I|=ℓ,I⊂[n]wIdx
I .

For F : codim(F ) = 1 and σ ⊴ F , suppose that F = [X0, · · · , Xn−1]. Then ι∗Fw =∑
I⊂[n−1],|I|=ℓwIdx

I = 0. Therefore, wI = 0 for any n ̸∈ I.

Similarly, it holds that w ∈ N ℓ(σ,K) if and only if wI = 0 for all I not containing at

least one of {k+1, k+2, · · · , n}. Therefore, the dimension of Altℓ∩N (ι∗F : codim(F ) =

1, σ ⊴ F ) is equal to #{I ⊂ [n], {k + 1, · · · , n} ⊂ I, |I| = ℓ} =

(
k

ℓ+ k − n

)
.

□

As a corollary, it holds that

(4.6) dimB−Altk,ℓ(K) =

(
n+ 1

k + 1

)(
k

ℓ+ k − n

)
.

Corollary 4.1. For a given n-simplex K, we index its vertex set in [n+1] = {1, 2, · · · , n+
1}. Let X(n + 1, k) be the set of increasing k-tuples. For σ, let I := [[σ]] ⊂ [n + 1] be
its corresponding index set. We will use ϕI to represent ϕσ. Then ϕI ⊗ dλJ for all
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I ∈ X(n + 1, k) and J ∈ X(n + 1, ℓ) such that I ∪ J = [n + 1] is a spanning set of

B−Altk,ℓ(K). It is also possible to write down a basis, but in general we cannot provide
a canonical one due to the linear dependence on dλi, see [6].

A straightforward corollary of (4.6) is the following.

Corollary 4.2. The bubble space B−Altk,ℓ(σ) = 0 for an n-dimensional simplex σ, if
ℓ+ k > n.

The dimension count implies the unisolvency.

Proposition 4.1. The degrees of freedom

(4.7) ⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Altk,ℓ(σ)

for each σ ∈ T (K) are unisolvent with respect to the shape function space P−Altk,ℓ(K).

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ι∗-conforming, denoted as Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ.

By definition, B−Altk,ℓ(σ) = Altk,ℓ(σ) when dimσ < max(k, ℓ).

Proof. It suffices to prove the dimension count. The conformity follows from mathe-
matical induction. For σ ∈ Tm(K), by (4.6), it holds that

dimB−Altk,ℓ(σ) =
(
m+ 1

k + 1

)(
k

ℓ+ k −m

)
.

Therefore,

∑

σ∈T (K)

dimB−Altk,ℓ(σ) =
n∑

m=0

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)(
m+ 1

k + 1

)(
k

ℓ+ k −m

)

=
n∑

m=0

(n+ 1)!

(n−m)!(m+ 1)!

(m+ 1)!

(k + 1)!(m− k)!

(
k

ℓ+ k −m

)

=
n∑

m=0

(
n+ 1

k + 1

)(
n− k

n−m

)(
k

ℓ+ k −m

)

=

(
n+ 1

k + 1

)(
n

ℓ

)
= dimP−Altk,ℓ(K),

(4.8)

where we have used the Vandermonde identity
∑r

k=0

(
m
k

)(
n

r−k

)
=

(
m+n
r

)
. This completes

the proof. □

Now we give some examples to show the construction.

Example 4.1. We first consider the case k = 0. In this case, Cι∗ι∗P−Alt0,ℓ gives the
standard FEEC space P−Altℓ. Next, we consider the case when ℓ = n. In this case,
Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,n gives the discontinuous space C−1P−Altk.

Example 4.2 (Full Regge space Cι∗ι∗P−Alt1,1). In this example, we show the construc-
tion of the Cι∗ι∗P−Alt1,1 element. In any space dimensions, Cι∗ι∗P−Alt1,1 has one
degree of freedom (DoF) per edge and three DoFs per 2-face. In three dimensions with
proxies, the shape function space is M + x × M, and the degrees of freedom are the
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edge tangential-tangential component and the moment against three face tangential-
tangential bubbles inside each 2-face. The total number of the degrees of freedom is
1×6+3×4 = 18. The resulting space is tangential-tangential continuous. See Figure 5.

Remark 4.1. Recall that the lowest order Regge finite elements have piecewise constant
symmetric matrices as the shape functions [23,44]. One may expect that piecewise con-
stant tensors are a natural candidate for shape functions of the finite element spaces for
Altk,ℓ. However, the discussions above show that this is not the case. For example, let
B0Alt

1,1 be the space of constant bubbles (matrices with vanishing tangential-tangential
components on the boundary). In one dimension, dimB0Alt

1,1(e) = 1; in two dimen-
sions B0Alt

1,1(f) = 4 − 3 = 1 (a constant matrix has four entries and there is one
degree of freedom on each edge). However, continuing this pattern in three dimensions,
one has one degree of freedom per edge (corresponding to B0Alt

1,1(e)) and one degree
of freedom per face (corresponding to B0Alt

1,1(f)). This already gives 4 + 6 = 10
degrees of freedom, more than dimAlt1,1(R3) = 9. Therefore introducing additional
shape functions, e.g., the above construction with the Koszul operators, is necessary for
constructing Altk,ℓ finite element spaces.

4.2. Step 2: symmetry reduction. From the previous step, we have ι∗ι∗-conforming
finite element spaces in hand with the shape function space Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ and the de-
grees of freedom (4.7). In Step 2 presented below, we follow the BGG diagrams and

construction to reduce Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ(K) to Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ, the spaces with the symme-
tries encoded in N (S†). To derive the shape functions of the new spaces, we charac-

terize P−Altk,ℓ ∩ N (S†). As the degrees of freedom of the spaces from the previous
step are given by moments (integrals) against bubble forms, we can also use the same
idea to reduce the bubble spaces to those in N (S†). The above process eliminates the
same number of shape functions and degrees of freedom. Therefore the unisolvency of
Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ extends to the reduced spaces.

In this subsection, we assume k ≤ ℓ. Recall that Sk,ℓ
† : Altk,ℓ → Altk−1,ℓ+1 is

onto. The kernel space is defined as Wk,ℓ. By Lemma 2.2, Sk,ℓ
† is a surjective map

from P−Altk,ℓ to P−Altk−1,ℓ+1. By Lemma 2.3, the kernel P−Wk,ℓ := N (Sk,ℓ
† ) is

characterized as Wk,ℓ + κWk+1,ℓ for k < ℓ, and Wk,ℓ for k = ℓ.
The reduction of the shape function spaces is straightforward. To carry out a similar

reduction to the degrees of freedom, it suffices to show that Sk,ℓ
† induces a mapping

from B−Altk,ℓ(σ) to B−Altk−1,ℓ+1(σ), the spaces involved in (4.7). This can be verified
by the following facts: (1) S† commutes with trace, and (2) S is injective and S† is
surjective. We summarize these results in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. For k ≤ ℓ, it holds that

(1) Sk,ℓ
† : P−Altk,ℓ(σ) → P−Altk−1,ℓ+1(σ) is onto.

(2) Sk,ℓ
† : B−Altk,ℓ(σ) → B−Altk−1,ℓ+1(σ) is onto.

The first statement comes from the commuting properties of κ and S†. The second
statement is actually far from trivial, and the proof is presented in the appendix, with
the help of Corollary 4.1.

We first show the symmetry element with respect to the ι∗ι∗-conformity.
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Proposition 4.2. For the shape function space

P−Wk,ℓ(K) := N (S† : P−Altk,ℓ(K) → P−Altk−1,ℓ+1(K))

the degrees of freedom

(4.9) ⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Wk,ℓ(σ)

for all σ ∈ T (K) is unisolvent. Here the symmetric bubble space is defined as

B−Wk,ℓ(σ) := N (S† : B−Altk,ℓ(σ) → B−Altk−1,ℓ+1(σ)).

The resulting space is ι∗ι∗-conforming, denoted as Cι∗ι∗ P−Wk,ℓ.

Proof. It suffices to show the dimension count, i.e., the dimension of the reduced space
is equal to the number of the new degrees of freedom. By the surjectivity, it holds that

dimP−Wk,ℓ = dimP−Altk,ℓ − dimP−Altk−1,ℓ+1.

Similarly,
dimB−Wk,ℓ(σ) = dimB−Altk,ℓ(σ)− dimB−Altk−1,ℓ+1(σ).

The desired result holds by summing over all σ. □

Example 4.3 (The Regge element Cι∗ι∗P−W1,1). We continue Example 4.2 to show how
to obtain the symmetric Regge space. We first show the three dimensional case. We
will use vector proxies. Recall that the local shape function space of Cι∗ι∗P−Alt1,1 is
M+ x×M, and we have one degree of freedom per edge and three degrees of freedom
per face. In the reduction, we intend to remove the degrees of freedom from P−Alt0,2.
The latter space has three degrees of freedom per 2-face (in three dimensions, P−Alt0,2

is three copies of the Raviart–Thomas element). The symmetry reduction thus com-
pletely removes the face degrees of freedom from Cι∗ι∗P−Alt1,1 (3-3=0), leading to the
symmetric Regge element Cι∗ι∗P−W1,1. The resulting local shape function space is
P−W1,1 = S, and we have one degree of freedom per edge. See Section 5.2 for more
details.

Finally, we consider the symmetry reduction introduced by the iterated operator Sk,ℓ
[p] .

The shape function space is

P−Wk,ℓ
[p] := N (S†,[p] : P−Altk,ℓ → P−Altk−p,ℓ+p).

Lemma 4.4. For k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1, it holds that

(1) S†,[p] : P−Altk,ℓ(σ) → P−Altk−p,ℓ+p(σ) is onto.

(2) S†,[p] : B−Altk,ℓ(σ) → B−Altk−p,ℓ+p(σ) is onto.

Again, the proof is postponed to the appendix.
We first show the symmetric element with the ι∗ι∗-conformity.

Proposition 4.3. For the shape function space

P−Wk,ℓ
[p] (K) := N (Sk,ℓ

†,[p] : P
−Altk,ℓ(K) → P−Altk−p,ℓ+p(K)),

the degrees of freedom

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Wk,ℓ
[p] (σ) := N (Sk,ℓ

†,[p] : B
−Altk,ℓ(σ) → B−Altk−p,ℓ+p(σ))

for all σ ∈ T (K) are unisolvent. The resulting space is ι∗ι∗-conforming.
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Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 4.2. It suffices to show the dimension count.
By the surjectivity results, we have

dimP−Wk,ℓ
[p] = dimP−Altk,ℓ − dimP−Altk−p,ℓ+p,

dimB−Wk,ℓ
[p] (σ) = dimB−Altk,ℓ(σ)− dimB−Altk−p,ℓ+p(σ).

The desired result follows by summing over all σ. □

Remark 4.2. The reduction does not happen in the degrees of freedom on Tℓ, Tℓ+1, · · · , Tℓ+p−1.
This allows us to move the degrees of freedom to lower dimensions in multilevels. See
Section 4.4.

Example 4.4 (Cι∗ι∗P−W2,1
[2] : the MCS element). We now demonstrate the example of

Cι∗ι∗P−W2,1
[2] . Again, we use vector proxies to simplify the notation. For P−Alt2,1 =

M+ x⊗V, the construction of Cι∗ι∗-conforming elements gives the degrees of freedom
of face tangential-normal moments (2 per face) plus 4 degrees of freedom inside the
tetrahedron. Since P−Alt0,3 = P1 has four degrees of freedom, all the interior degrees
of freedom are removed in the reduction. Therefore, the resulting space is the MCS
element Cι∗ι∗P−W2,1

[2] [33], where the shape function space is T, and the degrees of

freedom involve face tangential-normal components.

4.3. Step 3: ι∗ȷ∗-conforming finite elements. We modify the degrees of freedom
to obtain the ι∗ȷ∗-conformity for (k, ℓ)-forms when k ≤ ℓ. We carry out this process
for both P−Λk,ℓ and P−Wk,ℓ. Recall that we say a finite element is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming,
if for σ ∈ T≤ℓ the generalized double trace ι∗ȷ∗ is single-valued, while for σ ∈ T≥ℓ the
standard double trace ι∗ι∗ is single-valued. The above definition overlaps at the index
ℓ, but this is still consistent as the generalized trace and the standard trace coincident
for ℓ-form on ℓ-dimensional simplices.

Before presenting the details, we show some examples to demonstrate the ideas. For
(0, 1)-forms in 3D, the shape function space is P−Alt0,1 ∼= P1⊗R3. The ι∗ι∗-conformity
translates to the tangential continuity of the vector. Therefore, the global finite element
space is exactly the Nédélec element of the second kind [48]. On the other hand, we
note that the ι∗ȷ∗-conformity means the continuity of every component. Therefore the
ι∗ȷ∗-conforming finite element space will be the vector Lagrange element. Similarly, for
(1, 2)-forms in 3D, the ι∗ι∗-conformity leads to an MCS⊤ element [33] (traceless matrices
with tangential-normal continuity on faces), while the ι∗ȷ∗-conformity corresponds to
the Hu-Lin-Zhang element with tangential-normal continuity on edges [42].

In Step 1, we have constructed ι∗ι∗-conforming finite elements. We will modify these
constructions to obtain ι∗ȷ∗-conforming spaces. To show the idea with the above ex-
amples, first consider (0, 1)-forms in 3D. We can move the two (tangential) degrees of
freedom on each edge to its two vertices. This leads to the vector Lagrange element.
Similarly, for (1, 2)-forms in 3D, we can move the three degrees of freedom on each
face to its three edges. The idea of moving degrees of freedom is not new. Recent
applications of this idea in the context of complexes can be found in [21,22,31]. As we
see above, the key for this process to work is that the number of degrees of freedom
matches the number of subsimplices. Below we generalize this idea to any (k, ℓ)-forms.
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The construction moves the degrees of freedom on ℓ dimensional simplices to k dimen-
sional ones. Moving degrees of freedom from higher dimensions to the lower dimensions
would enhance the continuity of the finite elements. Specifically, the Cι∗ȷ∗ continuity
implies the Cι∗ι∗ continuity.

Figure 10. An illustration for the construction of the Hu-Lin-Zhang
traceless element. Here, we move the face degrees of freedom to each
edge.

Recall that ι∗σȷ
∗
σ maps C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ(Rn) to C∞(σ) ⊗ Altk(σ) ⊗ Altℓ−k(σ⊥), which

is a vector bundle on σ. Correspondingly, we use ⟨·, ·⟩ to denote an inner product

on the vector bundles. This means that ⟨ι∗σȷ∗σw, b⟩σ, for w ∈ C∞ ⊗ Altk,ℓ(Rn) and

b ∈ Altk(σ) ⊗ Altℓ−k(σ⊥) first takes a pointwise inner product of ι∗σȷ
∗
σw and b, and

integrate on the k-dimensional cell σ (rather than in the n-dimensional space).

Proposition 4.4. The degrees of freedom

(4.10)

{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk(σ)⊗Altℓ−k(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Altk,ℓ(σ), dimσ > ℓ

for each σ ∈ T (K) are unisolvent with respect to the shape function space P−Altk,ℓ(K).

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming, and denoted as Cι∗ȷ∗ P−Altk,ℓ.

Proof. The proof follows from carrying over the unisolvency of (4.7) to (4.10) by count-
ing the number of degrees of freedom. First note that we use the same shape function
space P−Altk,ℓ as in the case of Cι∗ι∗ P−Altk,ℓ. For the degrees of freedom, the only
difference between (4.10) and (4.7) is those on the simplices of dimension k and ℓ. The
dimension count is done once we show that (4.7) and (4.10) have the same numbers.

For the ι∗ι∗-conforming space Cι∗ι∗ P−Altk,ℓ , the degrees of freedom on each ℓ sim-
plex σℓ has the dimension of

dimB−Altk,ℓ(σℓ) = dimP−Altk,ℓ(σℓ) =
(
ℓ+ 1

ℓ+ 1

)(
ℓ+ 1

k + 1

)
=

(
ℓ+ 1

k + 1

)
.

Therefore, the total number of degrees of freedom of (4.7) associated with all ℓ-dimensional

simplices Tℓ is
(
n+ 1

ℓ+ 1

)(
ℓ+ 1

k + 1

)
.

While for (4.10), the degrees of freedom on each k simplex σk have the dimension

dimAltℓ−k(σ⊥k ) =
(
n− k

ℓ− k

)
. Therefore, the total degrees of freedom of (4.10) at Tk is

(
n− k

ℓ− k

)(
n+ 1

k + 1

)
. By combinatoric identity, the two numbers are identical.
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Now it suffices to verify the unisolvency and conformity. Since the second group
in (4.10) also exits in (4.7), it suffices to verify the following: for w ∈ P−Altk,ℓ, if
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ = 0 for all constant b and σ ∈ Tℓ, then for each F ∈ Tℓ, wF := ι∗F ι

∗
Fw

vanishes. In fact, by the above vanishing conditions, it holds that ι∗σȷ
∗
σw = 0. By

Lemma 3.1, ι∗σȷ
∗
σwF = 0. Note that wF is in P−Altk,ℓ(F ) ∼= P−Altk(F ). Therefore we

have ι∗τwF = 0 for all τ ∈ Tk(F ). By the unisolvency of the Whitney form, it then holds
that wF . The remaining proof is implied in that of Proposition 4.1. □

Example 4.5. For the Cι∗ι∗P−Alt1,2 element, the degrees of freedom are face moments
against the Raviart-Thomas space (3 per face) plus 6 interior DoFs inside each tetra-
hedron. Next, we move the degrees of freedom from faces (2-simplices) to edges (1-
simplices). Each face has 3 degrees of freedom and has 3 edges. Therefore, on each face
we send one degree of freedom to each of its edge; and each edge receives two degrees
of freedom in total. This leads to the Cι∗ȷ∗P−Alt1,2 element. The degrees of freedom
are the moments of edge tangential-normal components (2 per edge) plus 6 inside each
tetrahedron.

Remark 4.3. Conversely, moving degrees of freedom from lower to higher dimensions
will weaken the continuity. This is in general doable. The finite element spaces be-
fore and after moving degrees of freedom can be connected by a diagram similar to
the construction in the Finite Element System [27], and properties of weakened finite
element spaces can be derived from those with stronger continuity. In our case, the
Cι∗ι∗- and Cι∗ȷ∗-conforming finite element spaces can be obtained from Cι∗ρ∗P−Altk,ℓ,
a tensor product of the standard FEEC space P−Altk and Altℓ. This provides another
perspective for deriving the Cι∗ι∗- and Cι∗ȷ∗-conforming finite element spaces above by
weakening finite element differential forms. However, we followed a more explicit con-
struction with bubble functions. This approach will also be more transparent for higher
order cases.

For convenience, we call the first set of degrees of freedom in (4.10) (those on di-
mension k) the skeletal part and the second set (those on dimensions > ℓ) the bubble

part. Note that for σ ∈ Tℓ, it holds that B−Wk,ℓ(σ) = P−Altk,ℓ(σ). Therefore, we
can also move the degrees of freedom to obtain the Cι∗ȷ∗-continuity. See the following
proposition for a precise statement.

Proposition 4.5. If k ≤ ℓ, then the degrees of freedom
{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk ⊗Altℓ−k(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Wk,ℓ(σ), dimσ > ℓ

are unisolvent for P−Wk,ℓ. The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming, de-
noted as Cι∗ȷ∗ P−Wk,ℓ.

Example 4.6. As a special case, Cι∗ȷ∗P−Alt0,ℓ gives Altℓ-valued Lagrange space (
(
n
ℓ

)

copies of the scalar Lagrange finite element spaces). Moreover, Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,n gives the

discontinuous space C−1P−Altk.

Example 4.7. We discuss some nontrivial examples involving symmetries. Again, we
consider the symmetric (1,2)-form in three dimensions. The shape function space is
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then W1,1 + κW2,2 = T + x × S, which is traceless. For the Cι∗ι∗P−W1,2 element
with ι∗ι∗-conformity, the degrees of freedom are moments against face Raviart-Thomas
spaces (3 per face) and 2 inside the cell. Note that the reduction only occurs for
the interior degrees of freedom. Next, we move the degrees of freedom from faces to
edges. For the Cι∗ȷ∗P−W1,2 element, the degrees of freedom are evaluation of the edge
tangential-normal components (2 per edge) and 2 inside the tetrahedron. This gives
the Hu-Lin-Zhang traceless element in [42]. See Figure 10 for the moving the degrees
of freedom step, and Figure 6 for the whole procedure.

4.4. ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming finite elements. In this section, we discuss the ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming

finite elements In T≤ℓ+p−1, we require that ι∗ȷ∗[p] is single-valued, while in T≥ℓ+p, we re-

quire that ι∗ι∗w is single-valued. Note that ȷ∗F,[p] is a direct sum of p terms: ϑ∗F,dimF ,

ϑ∗F,dimF−1, · · · , ϑ∗F,dimF−p+1. When dimF = k, the range of ϑ∗F,dimF−s is in C∞(F )⊗
Altk−s(F )⊗Altℓ−k+s(F⊥).

We first assume that k < ℓ, where the degrees of freedom of the finite element
space Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ are located on the simplices of dimensions greater than or equal
to ℓ, Tℓ, Tℓ+1, · · · . To impose the ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conformity, we move the degrees of freedom on

simplices of dimension ℓ, ℓ+1, · · · , ℓ+p−1 to k-simplices σ. The new degrees of freedom
on σ gained from those on Tℓ+s will ensure that the generalized trace ι∗ϑ∗σ,k−s is single-
valued on σ. To see this is possible, we first check that the number of degrees of freedom
matches, i.e., the number of degrees of freedom on Tℓ+s before the move is the same as
the number of those new degrees of freedom on σ ensuring the ι∗ϑ∗σ,k−s-conformity for

all σ of dimension k. In fact, for each (ℓ+ s)-simplex F , the degrees of freedom before

the move are inner product against B−Altk,ℓ(F ). By Lemma 4.1, forms in B−Altk,ℓ(F )
have the following decomposition: B−Altk,ℓ(F ) =

∑
ϕσ ⊗ N ℓ(σ, F ). Recall that the

dimension of N ℓ(σ, F ) is
(

k
ℓ+k−ℓ−s

)
=

(
k

k−s

)
. This number coincides with the dimension

of Altk−s(σ). The number of possible σ in the decomposition
∑
ϕσ ⊗ N ℓ(σ, F ) (with

F : dimF = ℓ+ s and σ ⊴ F ) is
(

n−k
ℓ−k+s

)
= dimAltℓ−k+s(σ⊥). Therefore

∑

F :σ⊴F
dimσ=k

dimϕσ ⊗N ℓ(σ, F ) =

(
n− k

ℓ− k + s

)(
k

k − s

)
= dim(Altk−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+s(σ⊥)).

Summing over all σ, we have

∑

F :dimF=ℓ+s

dimB−Altk,ℓ(F ) =
∑

σ:dimσ=k

dim(Altk−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+s(σ⊥)),

for each s, where the left hand side is the number of removed degrees of freedom in
the process, and the right hand side is the number of new degrees of freedom added on
k-simplices. The equality therefore shows that the operation does not change the total
number of degrees of freedom in an n-simplex. See Figure 11 for an illustration.

Proposition 4.6. The degrees of freedom
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Figure 11. An illustration for moving the degrees of freedom for the
ȷ∗[p] case. Here, we move the degrees of freedom from ℓ-, (ℓ + 1)-, ....

(ℓ+ p− 1)- faces to k-faces.

(4.11)





⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,kω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk(σ)⊗Altℓ−k(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,k−1ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk−1(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+1(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,k−2ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk−2(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+2(σ⊥), dimσ = k

· · ·
⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,k−p+1ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk−p+1(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+p−1(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Altk,ℓ(σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p

or written in a compact form:
{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σ,[p]ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ ⊕p−1

s=0 Alt
k−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+s(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Altk,ℓ(σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p

are unisolvent with respect to the shape function space P−Altk,ℓ(K). The resulting finite
element space is ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming.

Proof. We have verified that moving degrees of freedom as described above does not
change the total number of degrees of freedom. Therefore, it suffices to show the uni-
solvency and conformity.

Suppose that all the degrees of freedom in Tk vanish on w ∈ P−Altk,ℓ. It suffices to
show that ι∗F ι

∗
Fw = 0 for any F ∈ Tℓ+p−1. Then, by the last set of degrees of freedom, we

can conclude with the unisolvency. Fix F ∈ Tℓ+p−1 and let wF = ι∗F ι
∗
Fw ∈ P−Altk,ℓ(F ).

By Lemma 3.1, it holds that ι∗Eȷ
∗
E,[p]wF = 0 for all E ∈ Tk. Note that wF is in Rℓ+p−1,

therefore, by Lemma 3.2, it holds that ȷ∗E,[p] = ρ∗E . Therefore, it then conclude that

wF = 0. □

Remark 4.4. The situation is slightly different for the case when ℓ ≤ k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1. In
this case, the degrees of freedom of the finite element Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ are only located
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on Tk, Tk+1, · · · . Therefore, we only move the degrees of freedom Tk, Tk+1, · · · Tℓ+p−1 to
those involving ϑ∗σ,ℓ, ϑ

∗
σ,ℓ−1, · · · , ϑ∗σ,k−p+1 on Tk, respectively. This is also reflected in

the degrees of freedom (4.11) by the fact that ϑ∗σ,k, · · ·ϑ∗σ,ℓ+1 vanish when ℓ ≤ k.

Example 4.8. A trivial case is that when ȷ∗[p] = ρ∗ (which holds for sufficiently large p;

see Lemma 3.2). In this case, the construction gives Cι∗P−Altk ⊗Altℓ, i.e., alternating

ℓ-forms-valued finite element k-forms Cι∗P−Altk [3, 5].

Similar to the ι∗ȷ∗-conforming finite element space, the degrees of freedom in T<ℓ+p

are not changed in the symmetry reduction (see Remark 4.2). This indicates that

the process of moving the degrees of freedom can be also done from Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ
[p] to

Cι∗ȷ∗
[p]
P−Wk,ℓ

[p] .

Proposition 4.7. If k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1, then the degrees of freedom

(4.12)





⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,kω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk(σ)⊗Altℓ−k(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,k−1ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk−1(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+1(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,k−2ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk−2(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+2(σ⊥), dimσ = k

· · ·
⟨ι∗σϑ∗σ,k−p+1ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ Altk−p+1(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+p−1(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Wk,ℓ
[p] (σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p

or written compactly,
{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σ,[p]ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ ⊕p−1

s=0 Alt
k−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−k+s(σ⊥), dimσ = k

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Wk,ℓ
[p] (σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p

are unisolvent for Cι∗ȷ∗
[p]
P−Wk,ℓ

[p] . The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming.

Remark 4.5. It is also possible to construct the finite element space Cι∗ȷ∗
[q]
P−Wk,ℓ

[p] when-

ever q ≤ p.

Example 4.9. The resulting finite elements in three space dimensions all exist in the
literature. Namely, for p ≥ 2, one of the case in Lemma 3.2 holds. See the following
examples:

(1) For Alt1,1, it holds that ȷ∗e,[p] = ρ∗ for p ≥ 2. Therefore, the construction gives

three copies of the Nédélec elements.
(2) For Alt2,2, it holds that ȷ∗f,[p] = ρ∗ for p ≥ 2. Therefore, the construction gives

three copies of the Raviart-Thomas elements.
(3) For Alt1,2, it holds that ȷ∗e,[p] = ρ∗ for p ≥ 2. Therefore, the construction gives

three copies of the Nédélec element.
(4) For Alt2,1, we can consider the construction when p ≥ 2. For p = 2, ȷ∗f,[2] = ι∗,

while for the other cases, ȷ∗f,[p] = ρ∗. The latter always gives three copies of the

Raviart-Thomas element.

We will see some nontrivial ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming finite elements in four dimensions in

Section 5.2.
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5. Tensorial Whitney forms: examples and complexes

In this section, we provide some examples of tensorial Whitney forms constructed in
the previous section. Recall that we have constructed

(1) Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ for k ≤ ℓ;
(2) Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ for k ≤ ℓ;

(3) Cι∗ȷ∗P−Altk,ℓ for k ≤ ℓ;

(4) Cι∗ȷ∗P−Wk,ℓ for k ≤ ℓ.
For the iterated constructions, we have

(5) Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ
[p] for k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1;

(6) Cι∗ȷ∗
[p]
P−Wk,ℓ

[p] for k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1.

The spaces of symmetries (2)(4)(6) are candidates for discrete BGG complexes.
In subsequent sections, we first provide a summary for the examples in three space

dimensions. It should be noted that the pattern presented in two and three dimensions
are deceptive, leading to some challenge to generalize the idea to higher dimensions,.
In general dimensions, we demonstrate the families of the (k, k) forms to investigate
the general pattern and the nontriviality in higher dimensions. Finally, we show candi-
dates of finite element and distributional BGG complexes, and show that a necessary
dimension condition for correct cohomology holds.

5.1. Recap in three dimensions. In this subsection, we summarize the finite ele-
ments in three dimensions. For simplicity, here we only list the symmetric version

Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ
[p] and Cι∗ȷ∗

[p]
P−Wk,ℓ

[p] .

ℓ

k
0 1 2 3

0 Lagrange first type Nédélec RT DG
1 second type Nédélec full Regge M+ x×M full MCS M+ xV (DG)3

Figure 5 (I) Figure 7 (I)

2 BDM full MCS⊤Ctn M+ x×M full HHJ M+ xV (DG)3

Figure 5 (II) Figure 6 (I) Figure 8 (I)
3 DG1 C−1Ned C−1RT DG

Figures 6 and 7 (II) Figure 8 (II)

Table 7. Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ

5.2. (k, k) forms. In this section, we consider the (k, k) forms in general dimensions,
especially for k = 1, 2, 3. Specifically, we consider

(1) Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,k, and its reduction Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,k
[p] . The most interesting case is

p = 1, where the local shape function space is P−Wk,k = Wk,k.
(2) Cι∗ȷ∗

[p]
P−Altk,k. This gives some nontrivial case for ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming space whose

continuity lies between ι∗ι∗ and ι∗ρ∗.
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ℓ

k
0 1 2 3

0 Lagrange - - -
1 second type Nédélec Regge S - -

(Figure 5 (I-II))

2 BDM MCS⊤ face Ctn traceless T+ x× S HHJ S -
(Figure 6 (I-II)) (Figure 5 (I-II))

3 C−1P1 C−1Ned C−1RT DG

Table 8. Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ

ℓ

k
0 1 2 3

0 Lagrange first type Nédélec - -
1 second type Nédélec full Regge M+ x×M MCS T (Figure 7 (I-II)) -

2 BDM MCS⊤ M+ x×M full HHJ M+ xV (DG)3

3 C−1P1 C−1Ned C−1RT DG

Table 9. Cι∗ι∗P−Wk,ℓ
[2]

ℓ

k
0 1 2 3

0 Lagrange - - -
1 vector Lagrange Regge S - -
2 vector Lagrange HLZ T+ x× S (Figure 6, rightmost) HHJ S -
3 Lagrange Nédélec RT DG

Table 10. Cι∗ȷ∗P−Wk,ℓ

ℓ

k
0 1 2 3

0 Lagrange first type Nédélec - -
1 vector Lagrange vector Nédélec MCS T -

2 vector Lagrange vector Nédélec vector RT (DG)3

3 Lagrange Nédélec RT DG

Table 11. Cι∗ȷ∗
[2]
P−Wk,ℓ

[2]

By (4.6), no degrees of freedom are put on any σ ∈ T>2k for P−Altk,ℓ, while for

σ ∈ T2k, the numbers of the degrees of freedom are
(
2k+1
k+1

)
. In the symmetric case, the

shape function space of P−Wk,k is constant Wk,k. The symmetry reduction removes
the degrees of freedom of P−Altk−1,k+1 from those of P−Altk,k. For P−Altk−1,k+1, no
degrees of freedom are put for σ ∈ T>2k, while for σ ∈ T2k, the numbers of degrees of
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freedom are
(
2k+1
k

)
. Removing these numbers from the dimension count of P−Altk,k,

we get the following.

Corollary 5.1. For P−Wk,k = Wk,k finite element with ι∗ι∗-conformity, there are no
degrees of freedom on σ ∈ T≥2k.

Consequently, the degrees of freedom for P−Altk,k are

(5.1) ⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Altk,k(σ), ∀σ ∈ T[k,2k],
while for P−Wk,k the degrees of freedom are

(5.2) ⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−Wk,k(σ), ∀σ ∈ T[k,2k−1].

Recall that T[k,2k] : T≥k ∩ T≤2k denotes the simplices with dimension in [k, 2k]. Here

B−Wk,k(σ) = B−Altk,k(σ) ∩N (Sk,k
† ) = Wk,k(σ) ∩⋂

F :codim(F )=1N (ι∗F ι
∗
F ).

For k = 1, this result covers the Regge element. In any space dimension, P−Alt1,1

has one degree of freedom (DoF) per edge and three DoFs per 2-faces.
The symmetry reduction completely removes the face DoFs (3-3=0), and thus we

obtain the symmetric Regge element. The dimension count is summarized in Table 15.

n 1 2 ≥ 3

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt1,1 1 3 0

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt0,2 0 3 0
DoFs on n-face of P−W1,1 1 0 0

Table 12. The dimension count involved in the construction of
P−Alt1,1 and P−W1,1. Here the continuity is Cι∗ι∗ . Here, we highlight
the dimension (in blue) that the degrees of freedom are totally modified
due to symmetric reduction. The numbers in the last row are obtained
from the second row minus the first row.

For k = 2, we obtain the shape functions and degrees of freedom of P−Alt2,2 and
P−W2,2 = W2,2 by a similar argument. The dimension count is summarized in Table
16. The case with k = 3 is summarized in Table 17.

n 1 2 3 4 ≥ 5

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt2,2 0 1 8 10 0

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt1,3 0 0 6 10 0
DoFs on n-face of P−W2,2 0 1 2 0 0

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt0,4 0 0 0 5 0

DoFs on n-face of P−W2,2
[2] 0 1 8 5 0

Table 13. The dimension count involved in the construction of
P−Alt2,2 and P−W2,2

[p] . Here the continuity is Cι∗ι∗ . We highlight in

blue the number of DoFs after the symmetry reduction.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥ 7

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt3,3 0 0 1 15 45 35 0

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt2,4 0 0 0 10 40 35 0
DoFs on n-face of P−W3,3 0 0 1 5 5 0 0

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt1,5 0 0 0 0 15 21 0

DoFs on n-face of P−W3,3
[2] 0 0 1 15 30 14 0

DoFs on n-face of P−Alt0,6 0 0 0 0 0 7 0

DoFs on n-face of P−W3,3
[3] 0 0 1 15 45 28 0

Table 14. The dimension count involved in the construction of
P−Alt3,3 and P−W3,3

[p] . Here the continuity is Cι∗ι∗ . We highlight in

blue the number of DoFs after the symmetry reduction.

n 1 2 ≥ 3
DoFs on n-face for p = 1 1 3 0
DoFs on n-face for p = 2 n 0 0

Table 15. The dimension count involved in the construction of
P−Alt1,1

Next, we show how to move the degrees of freedom to obtain ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming space

for p ≥ 2. We begin by (1,1) form.

• For Alt1,1, we can move the degree of freedom from 2-faces to 1-faces. Each
2-face has three degrees of freedom, and 3 edges. Therefore, each 2-face sends 1
degrees of freedom to one of its edge, and each edge receives (n− 1) degrees of
freedom in total.

Next, we consider (2,2) form in four dimensions.

• For p = 2, we move the degrees of freedom from 3-faces to 2-faces. Each face
has 8 degrees of freedom and four 2-faces. Therefore, each 3-face sends 2 of its
degrees of freedom to one of 2-face, and each 2-face receives 4 in total. Therefore,
the construction of Cι∗ȷ∗

[2]
Alt2,2 has 5 degrees of freedom in each 2-face. Suppose

that the 2-face is parallel to the plane spanned by x1 and x2. Then the ι∗ι∗ trace
corresponds to dx1 ∧ dx2, while ι∗ȷ∗[2] trace corresponds to dx1 ∧ dx2, dx1 ∧ dx3,
dx1 ∧ dx4, dx2 ∧ dx3, dx2 ∧ dx4.

• For p = 3, we continue moving the degrees of freedom from 4-faces to 2-faces.
Each 4 face has 10 degrees of freedom and 10 2-faces. Therefore, each 2-face
receives 1 degrees of freedom. The construction then has 6 degrees of freedom
in each 2-face. Clearly, the result is ι∗ρ∗-conforming.

5.3. Tensor-valued distributions and complexes. From the pattern in Figure 2,
we observe that in 3D, the first part of each complex consists of classical finite elements
(piecewise polynomials), while the second part consists of distributions (Dirac deltas).
So far we have constructed finite elements which potentially fit in the first part of
complexes (the lower triangular part of Figure 2). In this subsection, we introduce the
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n 1 2 3 4 ≥ 5

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ι∗P−Alt2,2 0 1 8 10 0
DoF on n-face of Cι∗ȷ∗

[2]
P−Alt2,2 0 5 0 10 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ȷ∗
[3]
P−Alt2,2 0 6 0 0 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ȷ∗
[2]
P−W2,2

[2] 0 5 0 5 0

Table 16. The dimension count involved in the construction of
P−Alt2,2 and P−W2,2

[p] in 4 dimensions, with ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conformity. Here,

numbers in blue indicates the number of DoFs after the symmetry reduc-
tion; red indicates the DoFs that have been moved to lower dimensional
simplices; green indicates the simplices that receive DoFs from higher
dimensional cells. The blue slots do not intersect with the red ones.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥ 7

DoF on n-face for Cι∗ι∗P−Alt3,3 0 0 1 15 45 35 0
DoF on n-face for Cι∗ȷ∗

[2]
P−Alt3,3 0 0 10 0 45 35 0

DoF on n-face for Cι∗ȷ∗
[3]
P−Alt3,3 0 0 19 0 0 35 0

DoF on n-face for Cι∗ȷ∗
[4]
P−Alt3,3 0 0 20 0 0 0 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ι∗P−W3,3
[2] 0 0 1 15 30 14 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ȷ∗
[2]
P−W3,3

[2] 0 0 10 0 30 14 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ι∗P−W3,3
[3] 0 0 1 15 45 28 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ȷ∗
[2]
P−W3,3

[3] 0 0 10 0 45 28 0

DoF on n-face of Cι∗ȷ∗
[3]
P−W3,3

[3] 0 0 19 0 0 28 0

Table 17. The dimension count involved in the construction of
P−Alt3,3 and P−W3,3

[p] in 6 dimensions, with ι∗ȷ∗[p] continuity. Here, num-

bers in blue indicates the number of DoFs after the symmetry reduction;
red indicates the DoFs that have been moved to lower dimensional sim-
plices; green indicates the simplices that receive DoFs from higher di-
mensional cells. The blue slots do not intersect with the red ones.

distributional spaces and verify the dimension count in any space dimension, which is
a necessary condition for the discrete complexes to have the correct cohomology.

For k ≥ ℓ, we introduce the following ι∗ȷ∗ distributional spaces:

Dι∗ȷ∗Wk,ℓ := span{ω 7→ ⟨ι∗ȷ∗(⋆⋆)ω, b⟩σ,∀ b ∈ Altk−ℓ(σ⊥), σ ∈ T ◦
n−k},

where ⋆⋆ : Altk,ℓ → Altn−k,n−ℓ is the two-sided Hodge star operator. The distribution
above can be regarded as a dual of the skeletal part of P−Wk,ℓ, while the other degrees
of freedom (the bubbles) of P−Wk,ℓ do not appear in these distributional spaces.
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The complex now reads
(5.3)

0 Cι∗ȷ∗P−W0,ℓ Cι∗ȷ∗P−W1,ℓ · · · Cι∗ȷ∗P−Wℓ,ℓ

Dι∗ȷ∗Wℓ+1,ℓ+1 · · · Dι∗ȷ∗Wn−1,ℓ+1 Dι∗ȷ∗Wn,ℓ+1 0.

More generally, for k ≥ ℓ+ p− 1, we introduce the following distribution spaces:

Dι∗ȷ∗
[p]
W̃k,ℓ

[p] := span{ω 7→ ⟨ι∗ȷ∗[p](⋆⋆)ω, b⟩σ,∀ b ∈
p−1⊕

s=0

Altn−k−s(σ)⊗Altk−ℓ+s(σ⊥), σ ∈ T ◦
n−k}.

Again, the distribution comes from the skeletal part of P−Wk,ℓ
[p] .

Now we can formally write down the BGG complex linking line ℓ and ℓ+ p.
(5.4)

0 Cι∗ȷ∗
[p]
P−W0,ℓ

[p] Cι∗ȷ∗
[p]
P−W1,ℓ

[p] · · · Cι∗ȷ∗P−Wℓ+p−1,ℓ
[p]

Dι∗ȷ∗W̃ℓ+1,ℓ+p
[p] · · · Dι∗ȷ∗W̃ℓ+2,ℓ+p

[p] Dι∗ȷ∗W̃n,ℓ+p
[p] 0,

We leave the details of the definition of the differential operator to the subsequent
paper, but the result of the Euler characteristic (dimension count) is given below.

Theorem 5.1. Given any triangulation T of a contractible domain Ω, the Euler char-
acteristic of (5.4) is equal to that of the smooth BGG complex (2.22). That is,

(5.5)
ℓ+p−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ dimCι∗ȷ∗
[p]
P−Wθ,ℓ

[p]+

n−ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)n+p−1 dimDι∗ȷ∗
[p]
W̃n−θ,ℓ+p

[p] =

(
n

ℓ+ p

)
+(−1)p−1

(
n

ℓ

)
.

Especially, when ℓ = k + 1, p = 1, we obtain that the Euler characteristic of (5.3) is
equal to that of (2.4). That is,

(5.6)

ℓ∑

θ=0

(−1)θCι∗ȷ∗P−Wθ,ℓ +

n−ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)n dimDι∗ȷ∗Wn−θ,ℓ+1 =

(
n+ 1

ℓ+ 1

)
.

Now we show the examples in three and four dimensions.

5.3.1. Three-dimensional complexes. In three dimensions, we have the following com-
plexes:

(1) The discrete Hessian complex (linking row 0 and 1) is
(5.7)

0 Lag
⊕

f∈T ◦
2

δnn(f)
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δnt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v)⊗ V 0hess curl div
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(2) The discrete Regge complex (linking row 1 and 2) is

(5.8) 0 Lag⊗ V Reg
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δtt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v)⊗ V 0
symgrad inc div

(3) The discrete divdiv complex (linking row 2 and 3) is

(5.9) 0 Lag⊗ V HLZ HHJ
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v) 0
dev grad sym curl d̂iv div

(4) The discrete grad curl complex (linking row 0 and 2) is
(5.10)

0 Lag Ned
⊕

f∈T ◦
2

δtn(f)
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δt(e)⊗ V
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v)⊗ V 0
grad grad curl curl div

(5) The discrete curl div complex (linking row 1 and 3) is
(5.11)

0 Lag⊗ V Ned⊗ V MCS
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v) 0
grad dev curl curl div div

(6) The discrete grad div complex (linking row 0 and 3) is
(5.12)

0 Lag Ned RT
⊕

f∈T ◦
2

δn(f)
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v) 0
grad curl grad div curl div

5.3.2. Four-dimensional complexes. In four dimensions, we also show the construction
of the Hessian complex (for line 0 and 1) and the Regge complex (for line 1 and 2).

To this end, we introduce the following vector proxies. We use R to represent 0-forms
and 4-forms, V ∼= R4 to represent 1-forms and 3-forms, and K ∼= R6 to represent 2-forms,
see Example 3.2 and [50] for the de Rham case. In fact, K can be naturally regarded as
a skew-symmetric matrix space in four dimensions. Therefore, we can define the trace
ι∗ of a K-valued function w on any 2-faces by t1 · w · t2. Note that since w is skew-
symmetric, the trace is well-defined. Similar to how we use t to represent the relevant
quantity for 1-forms and n for 3-forms, we use m to represent the trace in the vector
proxies. For convenience, we still use double indices (i, j) to index the components of
K.

For K, we define the following operator: ⋆ : K → K such that [⋆a](k,l) = a(i,j) for
sgn(i, j, k, l) = 1. Further, for K⊗V, we define the contraction as ctr : K⊗V → V such
that ctr(w⊗ v) = wv, which is the vector proxy of S : Alt2,1 → Alt3,0. We define ctr⋆ :
K ⊗ V → V by ctr⋆(w ⊗ v) = (⋆w)v, which is the vector proxy of S† : Alt2,3 → Alt1,4.
Therefore, we can define the contraction free space CF as the kernel of ctr, which is a
subspace of Alt2,1 ∼= K⊗ V. Similarly, we define CF⊤

⋆ ⊆ Alt3,2 ∼= V⊗K.
Next, we define the transpose ⊤ : K⊗ V → V⊗K. Based on this definition, we can

then define ctr⊤ as the vector proxy of S : Alt3,2 → Alt4,1 and ctr⊤⋆ as the vector proxy
of S† : Alt1,2 → Alt0,3.
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Similarly, we can define the inverse contraction as the adjoint of these contractions.
We denote the inverse contractions related to the operators ⋆ and ⊤ as ictr⋆ and ictr⊤,
respectively.

It can be easily checked that ctr ◦ ictr = 3id. Therefore, we can define a projection
cdev := id− 1

3 ictr◦ ctr. (contraction deviatoric tensor) to the contraction free space CF.
Similarly, we can define the remaining three operators.

With these notations, one can compute (with similar ideas in three dimensions) that
the S† : Alt2,1 → Alt1,2 is A 7→ A⊤ − ictr⊤ ctrA. Note that the formulation in four

dimensions resembles that in three dimensions, namely, A 7→ A⊤− trAI. We highlight
that S2,1

† (as well as S2,1) is exactly ⊤ when restricted in CF.
With the above proxies, the de Rham complex in four dimensions reads

(5.13)

0 C∞ ⊗ R C∞ ⊗ V C∞ ⊗K C∞ ⊗ V C∞ ⊗ R 0.
grad skwgrad curl div

The smooth Hessian complex (linking row 0 and 1) in four dimensions reads
(5.14)

0 C∞ ⊗ R C∞ ⊗ S C∞ ⊗ CF C∞ ⊗ T C∞ ⊗ V 0.hess skwgrad curl div

The discrete Hessian complex in four dimensions reads:
(5.15)

0 Lag
⊕

T∈T ◦
3

δnn(T )
⊕

f∈T ◦
2

δnm(f)
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δnt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v)⊗ V 0.hess skwgrad curl div

The smooth elasticity complex (linking row 1 and 2) in four dimensions reads:

(5.16) 0 C∞ ⊗ V C∞ ⊗ S C∞ ⊗ AC C∞ ⊗ CF⊤
⋆ C∞ ⊗K 0.

symgrad inc 4 curl div

Here, AC is the algebraic curvature space (so-called the curvaturelike space), spanned
by the (2,2) form that satisfies the algebraic (first) Bianchi identity. That is, AC :=
N (S† : Alt2,2 → Alt1,3) := N (S† : K⊗K → V⊗ V).

The discrete elasticity complex in four dimensions reads:
(5.17)

0 Lag⊗ V Reg
⊕

f∈T ◦
2

δmm(f)
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δmt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v)⊗K 0.
symgrad inc 4 curl div

Here the four-dimensional incompatibility operator inc 4 : C∞⊗S → C∞⊗AC is defined
as inc 4 := skwgrad ◦ S† ◦ skwgrad = skwgrad ◦ ⊤ ◦ skwgrad.

Note that the remaining two BGG complexes can be regarded as the adjoint complex
of the Hessian complex and the elasticity complex. For example, the dual elasticity
complex (linking row 2 and 3) in four dimensions reads:
(5.18)

0 C∞ ⊗K C∞ ⊗ CF⊤
⋆ C∞ ⊗ AC C∞ ⊗ S C∞ ⊗ V 0.

cdev⊤⋆ grad π◦skwgrad curl ◦⊤ curl div

Here, π is the orthogonal projection to the space AC.
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We can also consider the divdiv complex, defined as the adjoint of the Hessian com-
plex:
(5.19)

0 C∞ ⊗ V C∞ ⊗ T C∞ ⊗ CF C∞ ⊗ S C∞ ⊗ R 0.
dev grad cdevskwgrad curl div div

Therefore, we can define the operators of the following discrete dual elasticity complex
as the dual of operators in (5.17):
(5.20)

0 Lag⊗K Cι∗ȷ∗P−W1,2 Cι∗ι∗P−W2,2
⊕

e∈T ◦
1

δtt(e)
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v)⊗ V 0.

Similarly, we can derive the operators of the following divdiv complex as the dual of
operators in (5.15):
(5.21)

0 Lag⊗K Cι∗ȷ∗P−W1,3 Cι∗ȷ∗P−W2,3 Cι∗ι∗P−W3,3
⊕

v∈T ◦
0

δ(v) 0.

Remark 5.1. The above argument demonstrates that for these BGG complexes, the
differential operators can be precisely determined. For general dimensions, however, we
cannot determine all the differential operators, especially the zig-zag ones, except for
the Hessian complex and the elasticity complex.

6. High order cases

This section generalizes the idea of the lowest order case to general degrees r. Recall
that standard finite element exterior calculus contains two types of finite element k
forms:

(1) P−
r Altk. The dimension is

(
r + n

r + k

)(
r + k − 1

k

)
. The degrees of freedom are

u 7→
∫

F
(ι∗Fu) ∧ g ∀g ∈ Pr+k−m−1Alt

m−k(F ),

for any F with dimF := m ≥ k.

(2) PrAlt
k. The dimension is

(
r + n

r + k

)(
r + k

k

)
. The degrees of freedom are

u 7→
∫

F
(ι∗Fu) ∧ g ∀g ∈ P−

r+k−mAltm−k(F ),

for any F with m := dimF ≥ k.

To unified the notation, in this paper we will also call them Cι∗P−
r Altk element spaces

and Cι∗PrAlt
k element spaces, respectively.

The bubble functions with respect to P−
r Altk and PrAlt

k are denoted as B−
r Alt

k and

BrAlt
k, respectively. By the above degrees of freedom, it holds that for dimK = m,

(6.1) dimB−
r Alt

k(K) = dimPr+k−m−1Alt
m−k(K) =

(
r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)
,



FINITE ELEMENT FORM-VALUED FORMS (I): CONSTRUCTION 45

and

(6.2) dimBrAlt
k(K) = dimP−

r+k−mAltm−k(K) =

(
r + k

r

)(
r − 1

m− k

)
.

In this section, we introduce the formed valued form elements based on the above two
finite element forms.

We now recall the definitions in Corollary 4.1. In [6], the high order Whitney form

was proposed, as a basis of the PrAlt
k and P−

r Altk families. For a index α ∈ Nn+1
0 , let

λα = λα1
1 · · ·λαn+1

n+1 . Define the support of α as suppα = {i : αi ̸= 0}.
By [6], the basis of P−

r Altk with respect to the degrees of freedom on σ can be given
as

(6.3) λαϕI : |α| = r − 1, suppα ∪ I = [[σ]], αi = 0 if i < min I.

The basis of PrAlt
k with respect to the degrees of freedom on σ can be given as

(6.4) λαdλI : |α| = r, suppα ∪ I = [[σ]], αi = 0 if i < min[[σ]] \ I.

6.1. P−
r Altk,l family. For r ≥ 1, we define

P−
r Altk,ℓ :=Pr−1Alt

k,ℓ⊕κHr−1Alt
k+1,ℓ

=(Pr−1Alt
k ⊕κHr−1Alt

k+1)⊗Altℓ .
(6.5)

When r = 1, it holds that P−
r Altk,ℓ = P−Altk,ℓ.

It follows that

dimP−
r Altk,ℓ =

(
n+ r

k + r

)(
r + k − 1

k

)(
n

ℓ

)
.

We introduce

(6.6) B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(K) := {ω ∈ P−
r Altk,ℓ(σ) : ι∗F ι

∗
FK = 0 ∀F ◁ K,F ̸= K}

Similar to Lemma 4.1, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 6.1. Let ψσ,i be a basis of P−
r Altk, with respect to the degrees of freedom on

σ. Then it holds that,

B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(K) =

n∑

m=k

∑

σ∈T≥k(K)

[spani ψσ,i]⊗N ℓ(σ,K).

Therefore, the dimension of the bubble in n dimension is

dimB−
r Alt

k,ℓ(K) =

n∑

m=k

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)[(r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)]
·
(

m

ℓ+m− n

)
,(6.7)

Since

dim(Pr+k−m−1Altm−k)(Rm) =

(
r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)
.

Corollary 6.1. dimB−
r Alt

k,ℓ(K) = 0 if dimK > ℓ+ k + r.
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Corollary 6.2. The set

λαϕI ⊗ dλJ : |α| = r − 1, suppα ∪ I ∪ J = [n+ 1],

is a spanning set of B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(K).

The following theorem focuses on the construction of certain finite elements. These
include ι∗ι∗-conforming, ι∗ȷ∗-conforming, and ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming finite elements. The

construction is based on the local shape function space P−
r Altk,ℓ(K). The main differ-

ence between the high order construction and the lowest order case (i.e., P−) is that

the degrees of freedom of Cι∗P−Altk are only located on k-simplices, while P−
r Altk will

have its degrees of freedom on k-, k + 1-, ..., k + r-simplices.
For simplicity, we characterize the distribution of degrees of freedom of P−

r Altk on

different simplices by B−
r Alt

k(σ), though the representation of the degrees of freedom
is actually various.

Theorem 6.1. The following DoFs are unisolvent with respect to the shape function
space P−

r Altk,ℓ(K):

(1)

(6.8) ⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(σ), ∀σ ∈ T (K).

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ι∗-conforming.
(2)

{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−

r Alt
k(σ)⊗Altℓ−m(σ⊥), dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−
r Alt

k,l(σ), dimσ > ℓ.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming.
(3)





⟨ι∗σȷ∗σ,[p]ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ ⊕p−1
s=0 B−

r Alt
k(σ)⊗ (Altm−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−m+s(σ⊥)),

dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ+ p− 1],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming.

Proof of Theorem 6.1, (1). The dimension counting reads as

∑

σ∈T (K)

dimB−
r Alt

k,ℓ(σ) =
∑

n′

(
n+ 1

n′ + 1

)∑

m

(
n′ + 1

m+ 1

)[(r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)]
·
(

m

ℓ+m− n′

)

=
∑

m

(
r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)∑

n′

(
n+ 1

n′ + 1

)(
n′ + 1

m+ 1

)(
m

ℓ+m− n′

)
.

(6.9)

Here we switch m and n′. We rewrite the inner summand as
∑

n′

(
n+ 1

n′ + 1

)(
n′ + 1

m+ 1

)(
m

ℓ+m− n′

)
=
∑

n′

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)(
n−m

n− n′

)(
m

n′ − ℓ

)

=

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)(
n

n− ℓ

)
.

(6.10)
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Therefore,

∑

σ∈T (K)

dimB−
r Alt

k,ℓ(σ) =
∑

m

(
r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)(
n

n− l

)
.

It then suffices to show

∑

m

(
r + k − 1

r − 1

)(
r − 1

m− k

)(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)
=

(
n+ r

k + r

)(
r + k − 1

k

)
.

Note that this identity is in fact, the dimension count of P−
r Altk family, and can be

proven by the Vandermone identity. □

Proof of Theorem 6.1, (2). The idea behind the construction is still moving the degrees
of freedom, see Figure 12. Specifically, in this proof, we only need to move the de-
grees of freedom on ℓ simplices to lower-dimensional simplices. We will show how to
construct the space Cι∗ȷ∗P−

r Altk,ℓ(K) from the already known space Cι∗ι∗P−
r Altk,ℓ(K).

On each ℓ-face F , the degrees of freedom are defined as the inner product with respect
to P−

r Altk(F ).

The difference from theWhitney form is that now the degrees of freedom of P−
r Altk(F )

are not only on k-simplices. Instead, in each simplex of dimension m where m ∈ [k, ℓ],

the associated degrees of freedom are B−
r Alt

k(σ). We relocate the degrees of freedom
to the simplex σ. Notice that each σ receives

(
n−m
ℓ−m

)
degrees of freedom (one from each

ℓ-face containing σ), and this number is exactly the dimension of Altℓ−m(σ⊥). This
leads to the calculation of the dimension.

The unisolvency, as well as the conformity, comes from the above argument and
Lemma 3.1, by checking ι∗F ι

∗
Fω = 0 on each ℓ-face F if ω vanishes at all degrees of

freedom. □

Proof of Theorem 6.1, (3). Similar to the previous proof, we still move the degrees of
freedom to obtain the desired construction, see Figure 13. We first assume that k < ℓ,
where the degrees of freedom of the finite element space Cι∗ι∗P−Altk,ℓ are located on
the simplices of dimensions greater than or equal to ℓ, Tℓ, Tℓ+1, · · · . To impose the ι∗ȷ∗[p]-
conformity, we move the degrees of freedom on simplices of dimension ℓ, ℓ+1, · · · , ℓ+p−1
to m-simplices σ for m ∈ [k, ℓ+ p− 1].

Now we fix σ. The new degrees of freedom on σ gained from those on Tℓ+s will ensure
that the generalized trace ι∗ϑ∗σ,k−s is single-valued on σ. Therefore, we move the degrees
of freedom and obtain the result. □

Lemma 6.2. If k ≤ ℓ+ p− 1, then S†,[p] : B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(σ) → B−
r Alt

k−p,ℓ+p(σ) is onto.

The proof is based on Corollary 6.2, and be shown in the appendix. Using this lemma,
we can repeat the symmetric reduction procedure in Section 4.

Theorem 6.2. Let

P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] : N (Sk,ℓ
†,[p] : P

−
r Altk,ℓ → P−

r Altk−p,ℓ+p).
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Figure 12. An illustration for moving the degrees of freedom in the
high order case. Specifically, for each ℓ-face F , we move all of its degrees
of freedom to the lower - dimensional faces. In this case, m-faces with m
ranging from k to ℓ can receive the degrees of freedom. If we take a closer
look at the basis function of P−

r Altk(F ) (where P−
r Altk(F ) represents

a certain function space related to our finite element construction), we
can find that the possible dimensions m of the faces that receive the
degrees of freedom are in the range m ∈ [k,min(k + r, ℓ)]. Note that
when k + r ≥ ℓ, some degrees of freedom will in fact stay in the face F .

Figure 13. An illustration for moving the degrees of freedom in the high
order case for ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conformity. For each ℓ + s with s = 0, 1, · · · , p − 1,

we transfer the degrees of freedom to lower-dimensional faces. Note that
it is possible that k > ℓ. When this situation occurs, the ι∗ι∗-conforming
construction will indicate that there are no degrees of freedom for ℓ, ℓ+
1, · · · , k−1 faces. Thus, the procedure of moving the degrees of freedom
will start from k faces.
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Define

B−
r W

k,ℓ
[p] (σ) = N (Sk,ℓ

[p] : B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(σ) → B−
r Alt

k−p,ℓ+p(σ)),

whose dimension is

dimB−
r W

k,ℓ
[p] (σ) = dimB−

r Alt
k,ℓ(σ)− dimB−

r Alt
k−p,ℓ+p(σ)).

The following DoFs are unisolvent with respect to the shape function space P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] (K):

(1)
{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−

r Alt
k(σ)⊗Altl−m(σ⊥), dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−
r Wk,l(σ), dimσ > l.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming.
(2)





⟨ι∗σȷ∗σ,[p]ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ ⊕p−1
s=0 B−

r Alt
k(σ)⊗ (Altm−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−m+s(σ⊥)),

dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ+ p− 1],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ B−
r W

k,l
[p](σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming.

Using Theorem 6.1, we can finish the proof.

6.2. PrAlt
k,ℓ family. We have

dimPrAlt
k,ℓ =

(
n+ r

n

)(
n

k

)(
n

ℓ

)
.

We introduce

(6.11) BrAlt
k,ℓ(K) := {ω ∈ PrAlt

k,ℓ(σ) : ι∗∗F K = 0 ∀F ◁ K,F ̸= K}.
Similar to Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 4.1, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 6.3. Let ψσ,i be a basis of Cι∗PrAlt
k, with respect to the degrees of freedom on

σ. Then it holds that,

BrAlt
k,ℓ(K) =

n∑

m=k

∑

σ∈T≥k(K)

[spani ψσ,i]⊗N ℓ(σ,K).

Therefore, the dimension of the bubble in n dimension is

dimBrAlt
k,ℓ(K) =

n∑

m=k

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)[(r + k

r

)(
r − 1

m− k

)]
·
(

m

ℓ+m− n

)
,(6.12)

since

dimP−
r+k−mAltm−k(Rm) =

(
r + k

r

)(
r − 1

m− k

)
.

Corollary 6.3. dimBrAlt
k,ℓ(K) = 0 if dimK ≥ ℓ+ k + r,
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Corollary 6.4. The set

λαdλI ⊗ dλJ : |α| = r, suppα ∪ I ∪ J = [n+ 1],

is a spanning set of BrAlt
k,ℓ(K).

Lemma 6.4. If k ≤ ℓ+ p, then S†,[p] : BrAlt
k,ℓ(σ) → BrAlt

k−p,ℓ+p(σ) is onto.

The proof is based on Corollary 6.4, and be shown in the appendix.

Theorem 6.3. The following DoFs are unisolvent with respect to the shape function
space PrAltk,ℓ(K):

(1)

(6.13) ⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrAlt
k,l(σ), ∀σ ∈ T (K).

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ι∗-conforming.
(2)

{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrAlt

k(σ)⊗Altl−m(σ⊥), dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrAlt
k,l(σ), dimσ > l.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming.
(3)





⟨ι∗σȷ∗σ,[p]ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ ⊕p−1
s=0 BrAlt

k(σ)⊗ (Altm−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−m+s(σ⊥)),

dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ+ p− 1],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrAlt
k,ℓ(σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming.

Proof. It suffices to show the dimension counting in (1), and the remaining proofs are
similar. The dimension counting reads

∑

σ∈T (K)

dimBrAlt
k,ℓ(σ) =

∑

n′

(
n+ 1

n′ + 1

) n∑

m=k

(
n′ + 1

m+ 1

)[(r + k

r

)(
r − 1

m− k

)]
·
(

m

ℓ+m− n′

)

=
∑

m

[(r + k

r

)(
r − 1

m− k

)]∑

n′

(
n+ 1

n′ + 1

)(
n′ + 1

m+ 1

)
·
(

m

ℓ+m− n′

)

=
∑

m

(
r + k

r

)(
r − 1

m− k

)(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)(
n

n− ℓ

)

=

(
r + k

r

)(
r + n

r + k

)(
n

ℓ

)
.

(6.14)

Here, we use the fact

(
r − 1

m− k

)
=

(
r − 1

r − 1−m+ k

)
and the Vandermonde identity. □

Thus, we can do the symmetry reduction, leading to the following theorem.
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Theorem 6.4. Let

PrWk,ℓ
[p] : N (Sk,ℓ

†,[p] : PrAlt
k,ℓ → PrAlt

k−p,ℓ+p).

Define

BrWk,ℓ
[p] (σ) = N (Sk,ℓ

[p] : BrAlt
k,ℓ(σ) → BrAlt

k−p,ℓ+p(σ)),

whose dimension is

dimBrWk,ℓ
[p] (σ) = dimBrAlt

k,ℓ(σ)− dimBrAlt
k−p,ℓ+p(σ)).

The following DoFs are unisolvent with respect to the shape function space P−
r Wk,ℓ

[p] (K):

(1)

{
⟨ι∗σȷ∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrAlt

k(σ)⊗Altℓ−m(σ⊥), dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrWk,ℓ(σ), dimσ > ℓ.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗-conforming.
(2)





⟨ι∗σȷ∗σ,[p]ω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ ⊕p−1
s=0 BrAlt

k(σ)⊗ (Altm−s(σ)⊗Altℓ−m+s(σ⊥)),

dimσ = m ∈ [k, ℓ+ p− 1],

⟨ι∗σι∗σω, b⟩σ, ∀ b ∈ BrWk,ℓ
[p] (σ), dimσ ≥ ℓ+ p.

The resulting finite element space is ι∗ȷ∗[p]-conforming.

6.3. High order Regge elements. To close this subsection, we prove that when
k = ℓ = 1, p = 1, the above construction recovers the higher order Regge element in any
dimension, cf. [44].

For PrAlt
1,1 form, the numbers of degrees of freedom on simplex K are

dimBrAlt1,1(K) =

n∑
m=k

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)[(r + 1

r

)(
r − 1

m− 1

)]
·

(
m

n− 1

)

=

(
n+ 1

n

)(
r + 1

r

)(
r − 1

n− 2

)(
n− 1

n− 1

)
+

(
n+ 1

n+ 1

)(
r + 1

r

)(
r − 1

n− 1

)(
n

n− 1

)

=(n+ 1)(r + 1)

(
r − 1

n− 2

)
+ n(r + 1)

(
r − 1

n− 1

)

=n(r + 1)

(
r

n− 1

)
+ (r + 1)

(
r − 1

n− 2

)

=n2

(
r + 1

n

)
+ (r + 1)

(
r − 1

n− 2

)

(6.15)
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For PrAlt
0,2, the numbers of the degrees of freedom on simplex K are

dimBrAlt0,2(K) =

n∑
m=k

(
n+ 1

m+ 1

)[(r
r

)(
r − 1

m

)]
·

(
m

n− 2

)
,

=

(
n+ 1

n− 1

)(
r − 1

n− 2

)(
n− 2

n− 2

)
+

(
n+ 1

n

)(
r − 1

n− 1

)(
n− 1

n− 2

)
+

(
n+ 1

n+ 1

)(
r − 1

n

)(
n

n− 2

)

=

(
n+ 1

2

)(
r − 1

n− 2

)
+ (n2 − 1)

(
r − 1

n− 1

)
+

(
n

2

)(
r − 1

n

)

=

(
n+ 1

2

)(
r

n− 1

)
+

(
n

2

)(
r

n

)
−

(
r − 1

n− 1

)
.

(6.16)

For PrW1,1 form, the numbers of degrees of freedom on simplex K are

dimBrAlt
1,1(K)− dimBrAlt

0,2(K)

=n2
(
r + 1

n

)
+ (r + 1)

(
r − 1

n− 2

)
−
(
n+ 1

2

)(
r

n− 1

)
−
(
n

2

)(
r

n

)
+

(
r − 1

n− 1

)

=

(
n

2

)(
r

n− 1

)
+

(
n+ 1

2

)(
r

n

)
+

(
r

n− 1

)
+ r

(
r − 1

n− 2

)

=

(
n

2

)(
r

n− 1

)
+

(
n+ 1

2

)(
r

n

)
+

(
r

n− 1

)
+ (n− 1)

(
r

n− 1

)

=

(
n

2

)(
r

n− 1

)
+

(
n+ 1

2

)(
r

n

)
+ n

(
r

n− 1

)

=

(
n+ 1

2

)(
r + 1

n

)

(6.17)

which is equal to dimPr−n+1W1,1, the dimension of degrees of freedom of Regge elements
in [44]. It is not difficult to check the two finite elements give the same space.

7. Higher order examples in 3D

7.1. PrW1,1 element. For PrW1,1 family, the shape function is Pr⊗S, whose dimension
is (r + 3)(r + 2)(r + 1). The degrees of freedom are

∫

e
σtt · q, ∀q ∈ Pr(e) count = (r + 1)

∫

f
σtt · q, ∀q ∈ BrW1,1(f) count =

3

2
(r + 1)(r)

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ BrW1,1(K) count = (r + 1)r(r − 1)

7.2. P−
r W1,1 element. We illustrate it in two dimensions in this subsection, and three

dimensions in the next subsection.
In two dimensions, the shape function space is the kernel of

N (skw : Pr−1M2 + x⊗ Pr−1V2 → Pr) =Pr−1S2 + x⊥ ⊗ x⊥Pr−2(7.1)
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The dimension is

dimP−
r Alt1,1 − dimP−

r Alt0,2 = 2(r2 + 2r)−
(
r + 2

2

)
=

1

2
(r + 2)(3r − 1),

and the degrees of freedom are

∫

e
σtt · q, ∀q ∈ Pr−1(e) count = r

∫

f
σtt · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r W1,1(f) count =
1

2
(3r + 2)(r − 1)

Here

B−
r W1,1(f) =dimB−

r Alt
1,1(f)− dimB−

r Alt
0,2(f)

=r(2r + 1)− 1

2
(r + 2)(r + 1) =

1

2
(3r + 2)(r − 1).

(7.2)

Now we consider the three dimensional cases. For P−
r W1,1, the shape function space

is

N (skw : Pr−1M+ x× Pr−1M → PrV) =Pr−1S+ x× Pr−2S× x(7.3)

whose dimension is

dimP−
r Alt1,1 − dimP−

r Alt0,2 =
3

2
r(r + 2)(r + 3)− 1

2
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

2
(r + 2)(r + 3)(2r − 1).

(7.4)

The degrees of freedom are

∫

e
σtt · q, ∀q ∈ Pr−1(e) count = r

∫

f
σtt · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r W1,1(f) count =
1

2
(3r + 2)(r − 1)

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r W1,1(K) count =
1

2
(r − 1)(2r2 − r − 2)

Here in three dimensions,

dimB−
r Alt

1,1 − dimB−
r Alt

0,2 =
1

2
(r − 1)r(3r + 2)− 1

2
(r − 1)(r + 1)(r + 2)

=
1

2
(r − 1)(2r2 − r − 2)

(7.5)

7.3. PrW1,2 element. For PrW1,2 family, the shape function space is Pr ⊗ T, whose
dimension is 4

3(r + 3)(r + 2)(r + 1).
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The degrees of freedom are∫

e
σtn · q, ∀q ∈ Pr(e)⊗ R2 count = 2(r + 1)

∫

f
σtn · q, ∀q ∈ BrAlt

1(f)⊗Alt0(f) count = (r2 − 1)

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ BrW1,2(K) count =

3

4
(r + 1)(r + 2)r

Here,

dimBrAlt
1,2 − dimBrAlt

0,3 =
1

2
(r + 1)(r + 2)(3r + 1)− 1

6
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
3

4
(r + 1)(r + 2)r

(7.6)

7.4. P−
r W1,2 element. For P−

r W1,2 family, the shape function space is

N (tr : Pr−1M+ x× Pr−1M → PrV) =PrT+ x× (Pr−1S) + x× (Pr−2Vx)(7.7)

whose dimension is

dimP−
r Alt1,2 − dimP−

r Alt0,3 =
3

2
r(r + 2)(r + 3)− 1

6
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

6
(r + 2)(r + 3)(8r − 1).

(7.8)

The degrees of freedom are∫

e
σtn · q, ∀q ∈ Pr−1(e)⊗ R2 count = 2r

∫

f
σtn · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r Alt
1(f)⊗Alt0(f) count = r(r − 1)

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r W1,2(K) count =
1

6
(r + 2)(8r2 − r − 3)

Here

dimB−
r Alt

1,2 − dimB−
r Alt

0,3 =
1

2
r(r + 2)(3r + 1)− 1

6
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

6
(r + 2)(8r2 − r − 3)

(7.9)

7.5. PrW2,2 element. For PrW2,2 family, the shape function space is Pr ⊗ S, whose
dimension is (r + 3)(r + 2)(r + 1). The degrees of freedom are

∫

f
σnn · q, ∀q ∈ Pr(f) count =

1

2
(r + 2)(r + 1)

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ BrW2,2(K) count = (r + 1)2(r + 2)

Here

dimBrAlt2,2 − dimBrAlt1,3 =
1

2
(r + 1)(r + 2)(3r + 5)− 1

2
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=(r + 1)2(r + 2)
(7.10)
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7.6. P−
r W2,2 element. For P−

r W2,2 family, the shape function space is

N (skw : Pr−1(M) + xPr−1V → Pr−1V+ x× Pr−1V) =Pr−1S+ x⊗ xPr−2(7.11)

whose dimension is

dimP−
r Alt2,2 − dimP−

r Alt1,3 =
3

2
r(r + 1)(r + 3)− 1

2
r(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

2
r(r + 3)(2r + 1).

(7.12)

the degrees of freedom are
∫

f
σnn · q, ∀q ∈ Pr−1(f) count =

1

2
(r + 1)r

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r W2,2(K) count =
1

2
r(2r2 + 3r − 1)

Here

dimB−
r Alt

2,2 − dimB−
r Alt

1,3 =
1

2
r(r + 1)(3r + 5)− 1

2
r(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

2
r(2r2 + 3r − 1)

(7.13)

7.7. PrW2,1
[2] element. For PrW2,1

[2] family, the shape function space is Pr ⊗ T, whose
dimension is 4

3(r + 3)(r + 2)(r + 1). the degrees of freedom are
∫

f
σnt · q, ∀q ∈ Pr(f)⊗ R2 count = (r + 2)(r + 1)

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ BrW2,1(K) count =

4

3
(r + 1)(r + 2)r

Here,

dimBrAlt
2,1 − dimBrAlt

0,3 =
1

2
(r + 1)(r + 2)(3r + 1)− 1

6
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
4

3
(r + 1)(r + 2)r.

(7.14)

7.8. P−
r W2,1

[2] element. For P−
r W2,1 family, the shape function space is

N (tr : Pr−1M+ xPr−1V → Pr−1V+ x · Pr−1V) =Pr−1T+ x× Pr−2x(7.15)

whose dimension is

dimP−
r Alt2,1 − dimP−

r Alt0,3 =
3

2
r(r + 1)(r + 3)− 1

6
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

3
(4r − 1)(r + 1)(r + 3).

(7.16)
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The degrees of freedom are
∫

f
σnt · q, ∀q ∈ Pr−1(f)⊗ R2 count = (r + 1)r

∫

K
σ · q, ∀q ∈ B−

r W2,1(K) count =
1

3
(r + 1)(4r + 3)(r − 1)

Here

dimB−
r Alt

2,1 − dimB−
r Alt

0,3 =
1

2
r(3r2 + 4r + 1)− 1

6
(r + 1)(r + 2)(r + 3)

=
1

3
(r + 1)(4r + 3)(r − 1).

(7.17)

Appendix A. Technical Details on BGG Framework

We first show the proof of Lemma 2.1, (1).

Lemma A.1. S and S† are adjoint with respect to the standard Frobenius norm, i.e.,

(Sk,ℓω, µ) = (ω,Sk+1,ℓ−1
† µ), ∀ω ∈ Altk,ℓ, µ ∈ Altk+1,ℓ−1.

Proof. Let ω := dxσ1 ∧· · ·∧dxσk ⊗dxτ1 ∧· · ·∧dxτℓ (as a default convention of notation,
we assume that σ1, · · · , σk are different from each other, and similar for τ1, · · · , τℓ;
otherwise ω = 0 and the theorem is trivial). Then

Sk,ℓω =
ℓ∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ+1dxτj ∧ dxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xτj ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ .

Let µ := dxα1 ∧ · · ·∧dxαk+1 ⊗dxβ1 ∧ · · ·∧dxβℓ−1 . Consider the Frobenius inner product
(Sk,ℓω, µ). The inner product is nonzero only if

(A.1) {σ1, · · · , σk} ⊂ {α1, · · · , αk+1},
and

(A.2) {β1, · · · , βℓ−1} ⊂ {τ1, · · · , τℓ}.
Similarly,

Sk+1,ℓ−1
† µ =

k∑

j=1

(−1)k+1dxα1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xαj ∧ · · · ∧ dxαk+1 ⊗ dxαj ∧ dxβ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxβℓ−1 .

We verify that if either (A.1) or (A.2) fails, then (Sk,ℓω, µ) = 0 = (ω,Sk+1,ℓ−1
† µ), which

satisfies the theorem. Therefore hereafter we assume (A.1) and (A.2). Without loss of
generality, we further assume (with the order)

σ1, · · · , σk = α2, · · · , αk+1,

and

β1, · · · , βℓ−1 = τ2, · · · , τℓ.
Then

(Sk,ℓω, µ) = −δτ1,α1 = (ω,Sk+1,ℓ−1
† µ).
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The desired result follows as any element in Altk,ℓ (or Altk+1,ℓ−1) can be written as a
linear combination of monomials of the form of ω (or µ) above. □

Lemma A.2. The identity (2.11) holds. That is, κ and S† commute.

Proof. We give a direct proof. Let ω = dxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ . Then

κω =
k∑

i=1

(−1)i+1xσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσi ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ .

S†κω =

k∑

i=1

(−1)i+1(
i−1∑

j=1

(−1)j+1xσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ

+

k∑

j=i+1

(−1)jxσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ)

=
k∑

i=1

i−1∑

j=1

(−1)i+jxσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ

+
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

(−1)i+j+1xσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ .

Similarly,

S†ω =

k∑

j=1

(−1)j+1dxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ ,

and

κS†ω =

k∑

j=1

(−1)j+1(

j−1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1xσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ

+
k∑

i=j+1

(−1)ixσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ)

=

k∑

i=1

i−1∑

j=1

(−1)i+jxσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ

+
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

(−1)i+j+1xσidxσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσi ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xσj ∧ · · · ∧ dxσk ⊗ dxσj ∧ dxτ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxτℓ ,

where in the last step we swapped the dumb indices. □

Next, we show the injectivity, and the sujectivity result, as shown in Lemma 2.1,
Lemma 2.4. For the bubble result, we will prove Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4.
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The proof we adopt here resembles to that in the appendix of [7]. However, we
generalize the original proof to the iterated case and the bubble case.

Let X(n, k) be the increase k-tuple in [n] := {1, 2, · · · , n}. That is, X(n, k) := {σ ∈
[n]k : σ1 < σ2 < · · · < σk}. Let FX(n, k) be the free Abelian group generated by
X(n, k), and we use [I] to represent the element associated with I. We then define
s : FX(n, k) → FX(n, k + 1) such that

s([I]) =
∑

j∈[n]\I
[I ∪ {j}], ∀I ∈ X(n, k)

We also define s† : FX(n, k + 1) → FX(n, k) such that

s†([J ]) =
∑

j∈J
[J \ {j}], ∀J ∈ X(n, k + 1).

Lemma A.3. (1) When n ≥ 2k + 1, s : FX(n, k) → FX(n, k + 1) is injective,
s† : FX(n, k + 1) → FX(n, k) is surjective.

(2) When n ≤ 2k+1, s : FX(n, k) → FX(n, k+1) is surjective, s† : FX(n, k+1) →
FX(n, k) is injective.

Proof. We introduce the inner product on FX(n, k) such that ⟨[I], [J ]⟩ = δIJ . For
I, J ∈ X(n, k) it holds that

⟨s([I]), s([J ])⟩ =





n− k if I = J

1 if #I ∩ J = k − 1,

0 else

,

and

⟨s†([I]), s†([J ])⟩ =





k if I = J

1 if #I ∩ J = k − 1,

0 else

,

It holds that

⟨s[J ], s[K]⟩ = ⟨s†[J ], s†[K]⟩+ (n− 2k)⟨[J ], [K]⟩.
Therefore, for all a, b ∈ FX(n, k), it holds that

⟨sa, sb⟩ = ⟨s†a, s†b⟩+ (n− 2k)⟨a, b⟩.
□

For iterated case, we introduce s[p] : FX(n, k) → FX(n, k + p) such that

s[p]([I]) =
∑

P⊆[n]\I,|P |=p

(−1)k[I ∪ P ], ∀I ∈ X(n, k)

We also define s† : FX(n, k + p) → FX(n, k) such that

s†,[p]([J ]) = (−1)k
∑

P⊆J,|P |=p

[J \ P ], ∀J ∈ X(n, k + p).

It can be checked that up to a sign, we have sp = p!s[p], and s†,[p] = p!sp† .
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Lemma A.4. (1) When n ≥ 2k + p, s[p] : FX(n, k) → FX(n, k + p) is injective,
and s†,[p] : FX(n, k + p) → FX(n, k) is surjective.

(2) When n ≤ 2k − p, s[p] : FX(n, k − p) → FX(n, k) is surjective, and s†,[p] :
FX(n, k) → FX(n, k − p) is injective.

Proof. The proof is similar, with more combinatoric identities involved. First, we sup-
pose that n ≥ 2k + p. For I, J ∈ X(n, k) we have

⟨s[p]([I]), s[p]([J ])⟩ =
(
n− k − θ

p− θ

)
if #I ∩ J = k − θ,

and

⟨s†,[p]([I]), s†,[p]([J ])⟩ =
(
k − θ

p− θ

)
if #I ∩ J = k − θ.

Since (
n− k − θ

p− θ

)
=

n−2k∑

q=0

(
n− 2k

q

)(
k − θ

p− q − θ

)
.

For q > p,
(

k−θ
p−q−θ

)
= 0 for all nonnegative θ. We then can truncate the summation as

(
n− k − θ

p− θ

)
=

p∑

q=0

(
n− 2k

q

)(
k − θ

p− q − θ

)
=

p∑

q=0

(
n− 2k

p− q

)(
k − θ

q − θ

)

This yields that

⟨s[p][I], s[p][J ]⟩ =
p∑

q=0

(
n− 2k

p− q

)
⟨s†,[p][I], s†,[p][J ]⟩,

and therefore,

⟨s[p]a, s[p]b⟩ =
p∑

q=0

(
n− 2k

p− q

)
⟨s†,[p]a, s†,[p]b⟩.

The remaining proofs are similar. Suppose there exists a such that s[p]a = 0 but
a ̸= 0, then taking b = a we obtain a contradiction since the left-hand side is zero
while the right-hand side is p nonnegative terms and one positive terms

(
n−2k
p−q

)
⟨a, a⟩.

Therefore, s[p] : FX(n, k) → FX(n, k + p) is injective. From the adjointness, we know
that s†,[p] : FX(n, k + p) → FX(n, k) is surjective.

For (2), we switch the role of s[p] and s†,[p]. Since n− k < k, we have

(
k − θ

p− θ

)
=

2k−n∑

q=0

(
2k − n

q

)(
n− k − θ

p− q − θ

)
.

Similarly, we obtain that

⟨s†,[p]a, s†,[p]b⟩ =
p∑

q=0

(
2k − n

p− q

)
⟨s[p]a, s[p]b⟩.

Using this we can finish the proof.
□
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We use two indices [I, J ], with I ∈ X(n, k) and J ∈ X(n, ℓ) to denote

dxI(1) ∧ · · · dxI(k) ⊗ dxJ(1) ∧ · · · dxJ(ℓ).
This might suggest us to provide the following definitions: Let X(n, k, l) = X(n, k)×

X(n, ℓ), and FX(n, k, ℓ) be the free Abelian group it generates. We define s[p] on
FX(n, k, ℓ) such that

s[p]([I, J ]) =
∑

P∈J\I,|P |=p

[I ∪ P, J \ P ],

and

s[p]([I, J ]) =
∑

P∈I\J,|P |=p

[I \ P, J ∪ P ].

Note that for the pair I, J and the pair I ′ := I ∪ P, J ′ := J \ P , it holds that
I ∪J = I ′∪J ′ and I ∩J = I ∩J ′. The latter comes from the choice of P . Therefore, we
can decompose X(n, k, ℓ) as a disjoint union of YF,G(n, k, ℓ) := {(I, J) : I ∈ X(n, k), J ∈
X(n, ℓ) : I ∪ J = F, I ∩ J = G} ⊆ X(n, k, ℓ) for all possible F and G.

Now suppose that #F = θ and #G = m, It then follows that s[p] maps YF,G(n, k, ℓ) →
YF,G(n, k+p, ℓ−p). Moreover, by removing elements in F and mapping elements in G\F
to [m−θ], the above mapping is isomorphic to X(m−2θ, k−θ) → X(m−2θ, k−θ+p).
Again, the mapping is injective if 2(k−θ)+p ≥ m−2θ, and onto if 2(k−θ)+p ≤ m−2θ
Since m+θ = k+ ℓ, it then holds that the the above condition is equivalent to k+p ≥ l
and k + p ≤ ℓ respectively. From the adjointness, we obtain the following result.

Lemma A.5. (1) If k+ p ≤ ℓ, then s[p] : FYF,G(n, k, ℓ) → FYF,G(n, k+ p, ℓ− p) is
injective, and s†,[p] : FYF,G(n, k + p, ℓ− p) → FYF,G(n, k, ℓ) is surjective.

(2) If k+ p ≥ ℓ, then s[p] : FYF,G(n, k, ℓ) → FYF,G(n, k+ p, ℓ− p) is surjective, and
s†,[p] : FYF,G(n, k + p, ℓ− p) → FYF,G(n, k, ℓ) is injective.

Lemma A.6. (1) If k + p ≤ ℓ, then s[p] : FX(n, k, ℓ) → FX(n, k + p, ℓ − p) is
injective, s†,[p] : FX(n, k + p, ℓ− p) → FX(n, k, ℓ) is surjective.

(2) If k + p ≥ ℓ, then s[p] : FX(n, k, ℓ) → X(n, k + ℓ, ℓ − p) is surjective, s†,[p] :
X(n, k + p, ℓ− p) → FX(n, k, ℓ) is injective.

Now we are ready to show the results in the main paper. Note that Lemma 2.4 covers
Lemma 2.1, and we only need to show Lemma 2.4.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. We now link the forms in Altk,ℓ to the group FX(n, k, ℓ). For
I ∈ X(n, k) and J ∈ X(n, ℓ), let the pair [I, J ] associate with the following form

ω([I, J ]) := sgn(I; J)dxI(1) ∧ · · · dxI(k) ⊗ dxJ(1) ∧ · · · dxJ(ℓ).
Note that ω([I, J ]) is a basis when [I, J ] goes throughX(n, k, ℓ). Therefore, ω(·) actually
induces an isomorphism from FX(n, k, ℓ) → Altk,ℓ Here sgn(I; J) := #{(i, j), I(i) >
J(j)}. By the definition of S [p] and S†, it holds that

ωsk,ℓ[p] ([I, J ]) = (−1)k(k+1)···(k+p−1)p! Sk,ℓ
[p] ω([I, J ]),

and

ωsk,ℓ†,[p]([I, J ]) = (−1)k(k−1)···(k−p+1)p! Sk,ℓ
†,[p]ω([I, J ]).
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Therefore, the injection/surjection result can be obtained from those of s[p] and s†,[p],
by Lemma A.6. □

Proof of Lemma 4.4(2). By Corollary 4.1,

ϕI ⊗ dλJ where I ∪ J = [n+ 1]

is a spanning set of the bubble space B−Altk,ℓ(K).
We now associate (I, J) ∈ X(n+ 1, k + 1, ℓ) the form ω([I, J ]) := sgn(I; J)ϕI ⊗ dλJ ,

then it is not difficult to show

S†,[p](ω([I, J ])) = (−1)k(k−1)···(k−p+1)p!ω(s†,[p]([I, J ])).

Denote by Y·,[n+1](n+1, k+1, ℓ) as the disjoint union of YF,[n+1](n+1, k+1, ℓ). Then,

ω(·) actually induces a surjection from FY·,[n+1](n+ 1, k + 1, ℓ) → B−Altk,ℓ(K).

Now suppose that k + 1 ≤ ℓ + p, and we need to show that S†,[p] : B−Altk,ℓ(K) →
B−Altk−p,ℓ+p(K) is onto. For each basis function ϕI ⊗ dλJ of B−Altk−p,ℓ+p, we have
[I, J ] ∈ FY·,[n+1](n + 1, k − p + 1, ℓ + p). By Lemma A.5, it holds that there exists
u ∈ FY·,[n+1](n + 1, k + 1, ℓ) such that s†,[p]u = [I, J ]. Therefore, up to a constant we

have S†ω(u) = ϕI ⊗ dλJ . □

The proof of Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.4 are similar. Here we only show the proof of
Lemma 6.2.

Proof. Note that the following set

λαϕI ⊗ dλJ , suppα ∪ I ∪ J = [n+ 1],

is a spanning set of B−
r Alt

k,ℓ(K). Again, for (I, J) ∈ X(n + 1, k + 1, ℓ) it can be

checked that S†,[p](λαω([I, J ]) = (−1)(k+1)(k)···(k−p+2)p!λαω(s†([I, J ])). Here, the only
requirement is I ∪J covers [n+1] \ suppα. By Lemma A.5, we complete the proof. □

Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 5.1: Euler Characteristic

The theorem is proven through a two-part counting approach, see the propositions
presented below.

Proposition B.1 (Counting on Skeletal DOFs). For p = ℓ − k > 0, the following
identity holds:

p−1∑

s=0

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n− k − s

)
fθ + (−1)n+p−1

p−1∑

s=0

n−k−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
f◦θ =

(
n

k

)
+ (−1)p−1

(
n

ℓ

)
.

(B.1)

Here,fθ is the number of θ-simplex of T , and f◦θ is the number of internal θ-simplex of
T .
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Proposition B.2 (Counting on Bubble DOFs). For each k, l, p = ℓ−k, n ≥ k+p = ℓ,
it holds that

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ dimB−Altθ,k(σ)− dimB−Altθ−p,k+p(σ)

=
ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
[(
n+ 1

θ + 1

)(
θ

k + θ − n

)
−
(

n+ 1

θ − p+ 1

)(
θ − p

k + θ − n

)]

=0.

(B.2)

Proof. Denote the left-hand side as Ψσ. This directly comes from the fact

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ dimP−Altθ,k(σ)− dimP−Altθ−p,k+p(σ)

=
ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
[(
n+ 1

θ + 1

)(
n

k

)
−
(

n+ 1

θ − p+ 1

)(
n

ℓ

)]

=
ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
n+ 1

θ + 1

)(
n

k

)
− (−1)p

k−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
n+ 1

θ + 1

)(
n

ℓ

)

=[1 + (−1)ℓ
(
n

ℓ

)
]

(
n

k

)
]− (−1)p[1 + (−1)k

(
n

ℓ

)
]

(
n

ℓ

)

=

(
n

k

)
+ (−1)p−1

(
n

ℓ

)
.

(B.3)

Thus by Proposition B.1, for all simplex K, it holds that
∑

σ⊴K

Ψσ = 0.

By induction, all Ψσ = 0. □

Now it suffices to prove Proposition B.1. We denote

(B.4) Φ =

p−1∑

s=0

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n− k − s

)
fθ + (−1)n+p−1(−1)θ

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
f◦θ .

We now recall the well-known Dehn–Sommerville equation [34, Chapter 9.2.2], [55].
This equation extends the Euler equation for polytopes to the most general scenario.

Lemma B.1 (Dehn-Sommerville). For any simplicial polytope P , let fi := fi(P ) be the
number of i-faces of P . Then it holds that

k−1∑

i=−1

(−1)d+i

(
d− i− 1

d− k

)
fi =

d−k−1∑

i=−1

(−1)i
(
d− i− 1

k

)
fi.

To start the proof, we first reformulate Proposition B.1 to the form that the Dehn-
Sommverville equation can be applied. By considering the cone of T and the boundary
of T , we recall these two relationship:

fCi = fi + f∂i−1,
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and

f∂i ,

which gives rise to two set of linear relationships via Dehn–Sommerville equation.
Therefore, we decouple Φ as

(B.5)

Φc =

p−1∑

s=0

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n− k − s

)
fCθ + (−1)n+p−1

p−1∑

s=0

n−k∑

θ=0

(
θ

s

)
(−1)θ

(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
fCθ .

and

(B.6) Φ∂ =

p−1∑

s=0

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n− k − s

)
f∂θ−1 + (−1)n+p−1

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
(f∂θ + f∂θ−1).

Then it holds that

Φ = ΦC − Φ∂ .

For ξ, by Lemma B.1 it holds that

(B.7)

n∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(

n− θ

n+ 1− ξ

)
fCθ +

n∑

θ=0

(−1)n+θ

(
n− θ

ξ

)
fCθ = [1 + (−1)n]

(
n+ 1

ξ

)
.

This is done by th We first show the following result, stating how the term
(
θ
s

)(
n−θ

n+1−ξ

)

can be expressed into a linear combination of
(

n−θ
n+1−ξ

)
.

The following lemma illustrate how to transform the product term
(
m
p

)(
n
q

)
for m < n.

Lemma B.2 ( [53]). For m < n, it holds that

(B.8)

(
m

p

)(
n

q

)
=

∑

ξ

(
m− n+ q

p− ξ + q

)(
ξ

q

)(
n

ξ

)
.

Proof.
(
m

p

)(
n

q

)
=

(
m− n+ q + n− q

p

)(
n

q

)

=
∑

ξ

(
m− n+ q

p− ξ

)(
n− q

ξ

)(
n

q

)

=
∑

ξ

(
m− n+ q

p− ξ

)(
q + ξ

q

)(
n

q + ξ

)

=
∑

ξ

(
m− n+ q

p− ξ + q

)(
ξ

q

)(
n

ξ

)
.

(B.9)

□

Lemma B.3. The following identities hold for p = ℓ− k,

(B.10)

p−1∑

s=0

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n− k − s

)
=

∑

ξ

(−1)−1−k+ξ+p−1

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

n+ 1− ξ

)
,
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and

(B.11)

p−1∑

s=0

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
=

∑

ξ

(−1)ℓ−ξ+p−1

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

ξ

)
.

Proof. By (B.9), it holds that

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n+ k − s

)
=(−1)s

(−θ + s− 1

s

)(
n− θ

n+ k − s

)

=(−1)s
∑

ξ

(−θ + s− 1 + n− k − s− n+ θ

s+ n+ k − s− ξ

)(
ξ

n− k − s

)(
n− θ

ξ

)

=(−1)s
∑

ξ

( −1− k

n− k − ξ

)(
ξ

n− k − s

)(
n− θ

ξ

)

=(−1)s
∑

ξ

( −1− k

−k − 1 + ξ

)(
ξ

n− k − s

)(
n− θ

ξ

)

=(−1)s
∑

ξ

(−1)k+1+ξ

(
1 + k − k − 1 + ξ − 1

−k − 1 + ξ

)(
ξ

n− k − s

)(
n− θ

ξ

)

=(−1)s
∑

ξ

(−1)k+1+ξ

(
ξ − 1

−k − 1 + ξ

)(
n+ 1− ξ

n− k − s

)(
n− θ

ξ

)

=(−1)s
∑

ξ

(−1)k+1+ξ

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n+ 1− ξ

n− k − s

)(
n− θ

ξ

)
.

(B.12)

Therefore, summing over all s about the coefficient of

(
n− θ

ξ

)
we obtain:

(−1)k+1+ξ
p−1∑

s=0

(−1)s
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n+ 1− ξ

n− k − s

)

=(−1)k+1+ξ
p−1∑

s=0

(−1)s
(
ξ − 1

k

)[(
n− ξ

n− k − s

)
+

(
n− ξ

n− k − s− 1

)]

=(−1)k+1+ξ(−1)p−1

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− k − p

)
+ (−1)k+1+ξ

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− k

)

=(−1)k+1+ξ(−1)p−1

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− k − p

)
.

(B.13)

Similarly, we have

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
= (−1)s

∑

ξ

(−1)ℓ+ξ

(
ξ

ℓ− s

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

ξ

)
.(B.14)



FINITE ELEMENT FORM-VALUED FORMS (I): CONSTRUCTION 65

Summing over all s about the coefficient of

(
n− θ

ξ

)
we obtain

(−1)k+1+ξ
p−1∑

s=0

(−1)s
(

ξ

ℓ− s

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)

=(−1)ℓ+ξ(−1)p−1

(
ξ − 1

ℓ− p

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)
.

(B.15)

Therefore, we conclude the result. □

Therefore, it holds that
ΦC = [1 + (−1)n]ΨC .

Here,

ΨC = (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

[
ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

n+ 1− ξ

)
(−1)θfCθ +

n∑

θ=0

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

ξ

)
(−1)n+θfCθ

](B.16)

Lemma B.4.

ΨC = (−1)ℓ−k+1

(
n

ℓ

)
+

(
n

k

)
.

Proof.

ΨC = (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n+ 1

ξ

)

= (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n

ξ

)
+
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n

ξ − 1

)

= (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
ℓ

ξ

)(
n

ℓ

)
+ (−1)ℓ−1

∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
n

k

)(
n− k

n− ξ + 1

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)

= (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)k
(−k − 1

−ξ

)(
ℓ

ξ

)(
n

ℓ

)
+
∑

ξ

(
n

k

)(
n− k

n− ξ + 1

)(−n+ ℓ− 1

−n+ ξ − 1

)

= (−1)ℓ−k+1

(
n

ℓ

)
+

(
n

k

)

(B.17)

Here we use the identity (
a

b

)
= (−1)a+b+1

(−b− 1

−a− 1

)
.

□

Next, we deal with the partial term:

Φ∂ =

p−1∑

s=0

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

n− k − s

)
f∂θ−1 + (−1)n+p−1

(
θ

s

)(
n− θ

ℓ− s

)
(f∂θ + f∂θ−1).(B.18)
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Lemma B.5.

Φ∂ = (−1)nΨC .

Proof. By Lemma B.3, the quantity becomes

Φ∂ = (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ

[
ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

n+ 1− ξ

)
(−1)θf∂θ−1+

n∑

θ=0

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)(
n− θ

ξ

)
(−1)n+θ(f∂θ + f∂θ−1)

](B.19)

By Lemma B.1, we have

ℓ−1∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(

n− 1− (θ − 1)

n− 1 + 1− (ξ − 1)

)
f∂θ−1 = (−1)n

n∑

θ=0

(−1)θ
(
n− θ

ξ − 1

)
f∂θ−1(B.20)

Therefore, it holds that

Φ∂ = (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

) n∑

θ=0

(−1)n+θ

[(
n− θ

ξ

)
f∂θ +

(
n− θ

ξ

)
f∂θ−1 +

(
n− θ

ξ − 1

)
f∂θ−1

]

= (−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(−1)ξ
(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

) n∑

θ=0

(−1)n+θ

[(
n− θ

ξ

)
f∂θ +

(
n− (θ − 1)

ξ

)
f∂θ−1

]

(B.21)

Since
n∑

θ=0

(−1)n+θ

[(
n− θ

ξ

)
f∂θ +

(
n− (θ − 1)

ξ

)
f∂θ−1

]
= (−1)n

(
n+ 1

ξ

)

Therefore,

Φ∂ =(−1)ℓ−1
∑

ξ

(
ξ − 1

k

)(
n− ξ

n− ℓ

)
(−1)n

(
n+ 1

ξ

)

= (−1)n[(−1)ℓ−k+1

(
n

ℓ

)
+

(
n

k

)
] = (−1)nΨC .

(B.22)

□

Finally,

(B.23) Φ = [1 + (−1)n]ΨC − (−1)nΨC = ΨC =

(
n

k

)
+ (−1)ℓ−k+1

(
n

ℓ

)
.
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