arXiv:2105.13130v2 [math.GM] 21 Jan 2022

Matrix representation of a cross product and related curl-based differential operators in all space dimensions

Peter Lewintan^∗

January 24, 2022

The final publication appeared in Open Mathematics (2021), doi: 10.1515/math-2021-0115.

Abstract

A higher dimensional generalization of the cross product is associated with an adequate matrix multiplication. This index-free view allows for a better understanding of the underlying algebraic structures, among which are generalizations of Grassmann’s, Jacobi’s and Room’s identities. Moreover, such a view provides a higher dimensional analogue of the decomposition of the vector Laplacian which itself gives an explicit index-free Helmholtz decomposition in arbitrary dimensions n ≥ 2.

AMS 2020 subject classification: 15A24, 15A69, 47A06, 35J05.

Keywords: Generalized cross product, Jacobi identity, generalized curl, matrix representation, vector Laplacian, Helmholtz decomposition, div-curl lemma.

1 Introduction

The interplay between different differential operators is at the basis not only of pure analysis but also of many applied mathematical considerations. One possibility is to study, instead of the properties of a linear homogeneous differential operator with constant coefficients A = ∑ |α|=k A_α ∇^α (1.1a)

where α = (α_1, . . . , α_n)^T ∈ N^n_0 is a multi-index of length |α| := α_1 + . . . + α_n, ∇^α := ∂^{α1}_1 . . . ∂^{αn}_n and A_α ∈ R^{N×m} , its symbol

A (b) = ∑ |α|=k A_α b^α ∈ R^{N×m} , (1.1b)

where we use the notation b^α = b^{α1}_1 · . . . · b^{αn}_n for b ∈ R^n . Note that A : C^∞_c (Ω, R^m ) → C^∞_c (Ω, R^N ) with Ω ⊆ R^n open and we obtain for all a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^m ) also the expression A a = A(D a) with A ∈ Lin(R^{m×n} , R^N ). The approach to look and algebraically operate with the vector differential operator ∇ in a manner of a vector is also referred to as vector calculus or formal calculations.

An example of such a differential operator is the derivative D itself, but also div, curl, Δ or inc. One of the most prominent relation in vector calculus is curl ∇ζ ≡ 0 for scalar fields ζ ∈ C^∞_c (Ω), Ω ⊆ R^3 open, which, from an algebraic point of view, reads b × b = 0 for all b ∈ R^3 (where a scalar factor can be and is omitted).

∗Faculty of Mathematics, University of Duisburg-Essen, Thea-Leymann-Str. 9, 45127 Essen, Germany (peter.lewintan@uni-due.de, udue.de/lew).

In this paper we take a closer look at a higher dimensional analogue of the curl or rather the underlying generalized cross product. An extension of the usual cross product of vectors in R^3 to vectors in R^n depends on which properties are to be fulfilled. The three basic properties of the vector product are: the linearity in both arguments, that the vector a × b is perpendicular to both a, b ∈ R^3 (and, thus belongs to the same space) and that its length is the area of the parallelogram spanned by a and b. Gibbs uses these properties also to define the cross product, see [8, Chapter II]. It turns out that such a vector product exists only in three and seven dimensions, cf. [19]. However, the 7-dimensional vector product does not satisfy Jacobi’s identity but rather a generalization of it, namely the Malcev identity, cf. [5, p. 279] and the references contained at the end of the section therein. We do not follow these constructions here and instead generalize the cross product to all dimensions by omitting one of its basic properties. These considerations are usually carried out using coordinates, i.e. index notations. However, we are concerned with their matrix representation, which provides a better understanding of the underlying algebraic structures. Such a view has already proved very useful in extending Korn inequalities for incompatible tensor fields to higher dimensions, cf. [17], where first results in these matrix representations have been obtained. In the present paper, we catch up with the underlying algebraic structures, among which are generalizations of Grassmann’s, Jacobi’s and Room’s identities. Moreover, such a view provides a higher dimensional analogue of the decomposition of the vector Laplacian which itself gives an explicit index-free Helmholtz decomposition in arbitrary dimensions n ≥ 2.

2 Notations

As usual, . ⊗ . and ⟨., .⟩ denote the dyadic and the scalar product, respectively. We write . · . to highlight the scalar multiplication of a scalar with a vector or a matrix. The space of symmetric (n × n)-matrices is denoted by Sym(n) and the space of skew-symmetric (n × n)-matrices by so(n). We use lower-case Greek letters to denote scalars, lower-case Latin letters to denote column vectors and upper-case Latin letters to denote matrices, with the exceptions for the dimensions: if not otherwise stated we have n, m, N ∈ N and n ≥ 2. The identity matrix is denoted by I_n. For the symmetric part, the skew-symmetric part and the transpose of a matrix P we write sym P , skew P and P^T , respectively.

3 Algebraic view of a generalized cross product

3.1 Inductive introduction

From an algebraic point of view the components of the usual cross product a×b are of the form α_iβ_j −α_j β_i for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3 sorted (and multiplied with −1) in such a way that the resulting vector is perpendicular to both a and b. For a general n ∈ N we have^{n(n−1)}_2 combinations of the form α_iβ_j − α_j β_i with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n and we array them as the column vector

α_1 β_2 − α_2 β_1 α_1 β_3 − α_3 β_1 α_2 β_3 − α_3 β_2 α_1 β_4 − α_4 β_1 α_2 β_4 − α_4 β_2 α_3 β_4 − α_4 β_3 . .

for a = (α_i)_{i=1,...,n}, b = (β_i)_{i=1,...,n} ∈ R^n . (3.1)

This becomes a vector from R^{n(n−1)}2 and only for n = 3 lies in the same space as the vectors a and b. More precisely, using the notation

b = (b, β_n)^T ∈ R^n with b ∈ R^{n−1} (3.2) we introduce the following generalized cross product ×_n : R^n × R^n → R^{n(n−1)}2 inductively by

a ×_n b := ( a ×_{n−1} b β_n · a − α_n · b ) ∈ R^{n(n−1)2} where ( α_1 α_2 ) ×_2 ( β_1 β_2 ) := α_1 β_2 − α_2 β_1, (3.3)

wherefrom the bilinearity and anti-commutativity follow immediately. We show in section 3.3 that this generalized cross product ×_n also satisfies the area property: ‖a ×_n b‖^2 = ‖a‖^2 ‖b‖^2 − ⟨a, b⟩^2 ∀ a, b ∈ R^n . Remark 3.1. The anti-commutativity of the (usual or generalized) cross product is a consequence of the area property. Indeed, let n, d ∈ N, n ≥ 2 and × : R^n × R^n → R^d be a bilinear map which satisfies the area property ‖a × b‖^2 = ‖a‖^2 ‖b‖^2 − ⟨a, b⟩^2 ∀ a, b ∈ R^n . (3.4) Then for a = b we obtain:

‖b × b‖^2 = ‖b‖^2 ‖b‖^2 − ⟨b, b⟩^2 = 0 ⇒ b × b = 0 ∀ b ∈ R^n . (3.5)

Linearizing the last equality leads to 0 = (a + b) × (a + b) = a × a + a × b + b × a + b × b ⇔ a × b = −b × a ∀ a, b ∈ R^n . (3.6) Furthermore, in case d = n, we call × a vector product to emphasize that the vector a × b is in the same space as a and b. In this situation we can further talk about orthogonality of the vector a × b to both a and b. Massey [19] showed that assuming these three properties, i.e. bilinearity, area property and orthogonality, a vector product exists only in the dimension n = 3 or n = 7. However, there are many cross products, different from each other, depending on the properties one requires to hold. In the present paper, we drop the orthogonality condition since we consider the case d =^{n(n−1)}_2 and introduce in (3.3) the generalized cross product by induction over the space dimension n. This is equivalent to the coordinate-wise expression from (3.1) but allows for a better understanding of the algebraic properties of the generalized cross product ×_n.

3.2 Relation to skew-symmetric matrices

To establish the connection of the generalized cross product a ×_n b to the entries of skew(a ⊗ b) we start with the following bijection a_n : so(n) → R^{n(n−1)}2 given by

a_n(A) := (α_{12}, α_{13}, α_{23}, . . . , α_{1n}, . . . , α_{(n−1)n})^T (3.7a)

for A = (α_{ij} )_{i,j=1,...,n} ∈ so(n), as well as its inverse A_n : R^{n(n−1)}2 → so(n), so that

A_n(a_n(A)) = A ∀ A ∈ so(n) and

a_n(A_n(a)) = a ∀ a ∈ R^{n(n−1)2}

(3.7b)

and, for a = ( α_1, . . . , α n(n−1)_2 )_T ∈ R^{n(n−1)}2 , in coordinates it looks like

A_n(a) =

0 α_1 α_2 α_4 . . −α_1 0 α_3 α_5 . . −α_2 −α_3 0 α_6 . . −α_4 −α_5 −α_6 0 . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 0

. (3.8)

Thus, the generalized cross product a ×_n b can be written as

a ×_n b = a_n(a ⊗ b − b ⊗ a) = 2 · a_n(skew(a ⊗ b)), (3.9a)

or, equivalently,

A_n(a ×_n b) = a ⊗ b − b ⊗ a is true for all a, b ∈ R^n . (3.9b)

3.3 Lagrange identity

In three dimensions, Lagrange’s identity reads in terms of the usual cross product and the scalar product ⟨a × b, c × d⟩ = ⟨a, c⟩ ⟨b, d⟩ − ⟨a, d⟩ ⟨b, c⟩ ∀ a, b, c, d ∈ R^3 (3.10) and for c = a and d = b becomes ‖a × b‖^2 = ‖a‖^2 ‖b‖^2 − ⟨a, b⟩^2 ∀ a, b ∈ R^3 (3.11) meaning that the length of the vector a × b ∈ R^3 is equal to the area of the parallelogram spanned by the vectors a, b ∈ R^3 .

In higher dimensions, the inductive definition (3.3) can be used to directly deduce an analogue to Lagrange’s identity, namely: ⟨a ×_n b, c ×_n d⟩ = ⟨a, c⟩ ⟨b, d⟩ − ⟨a, d⟩ ⟨b, c⟩ ∀ a, b, c, d ∈ R^n . (3.12) Indeed, in the dimension n = 2 we have ⟨( α_1 α_2 ) ×_2 ( β_1 β_2 ) , ( γ_1 γ_2 ) ×_2 ( δ_1 δ_2 )⟩ = (α_1 β_2 − α_2 β_1)(γ_1 δ_2 − γ_2 δ_1)

= α_1 β_2 γ_1 δ_2 + α_2 β_1 γ_2 δ_1 − α_1 β_2 γ_2 δ_1 − α_2 β_1 γ_1 δ_2 = (α_1 γ_1 + α_2 γ_2)(β_1 δ_1 + β_2 δ_2) − (α_1 δ_1 + α_2 δ_2)(β_1 γ_1 + β_2 γ_2) = ⟨( α_1 α_2 ) , ( γ_1 γ_2 )⟩ ⟨( β_1 β_2 ) , ( δ_1 δ_2 )⟩ − ⟨( α_1 α_2 ) , ( δ_1 δ_2 )⟩ ⟨( β_1 β_2 ) , ( γ_1 γ_2 )⟩ . Furthermore, with a = (a, α_n)^T , b = (b, β_n)^T , c = (c, γ_n)^T , d = (d, δ_n)^T we obtain on the one hand ⟨a ×_n b, c ×_n d⟩ = ⟨( a ×_{n−1} b β_n · a − α_n · b ) , ( c ×_{n−1} d δ_n · c − γ_n · d )⟩

= ⟨ a ×_{n−1} b, c ×_{n−1} d ⟩ + β_n δ_n ⟨a, c⟩ + α_n γ_n ⟨ b, d ⟩ − β_n γ_n ⟨ a, d ⟩ − α_n δ_n ⟨ b, c ⟩ , and on the other hand: ⟨a, c⟩ ⟨b, d⟩ − ⟨a, d⟩ ⟨b, c⟩ = (⟨a, c⟩ + α_n γ_n)( ⟨ b, d ⟩ + β_n δ_n) − ( ⟨ a, d ⟩ + α_n δ_n)( ⟨ b, c ⟩ + β_n γ_n) = ⟨a, c⟩ ⟨ b, d ⟩ − ⟨ a, d ⟩ ⟨ b, c ⟩ + β_n δ_n ⟨a, c⟩ + α_n γ_n ⟨ b, d ⟩ − β_n γ_n ⟨ a, d ⟩ − α_n δ_n ⟨ b, c ⟩ , so that (3.12) follows by induction over n ∈ N , n ≥ 2. Especially for c = a and d = b we obtain for the squared norm of the generalized cross product

‖a ×_n b‖^{2 (3.12)}= ‖a‖^2 ‖b‖^2 − ⟨a, b⟩^2 ∀ a, b ∈ R^n (3.13)

meaning that the length of the vector a ×_n b ∈ R^{n(n−1)}2 is equal to the area of the parallelogram spanned by the vectors a, b ∈ R^n .

Two (non-zero) vectors a, b ∈ R^n are linearly dependent (and thus parallel) if and only if a ×_n b = 0.

3.4 Matrix representation

It is well known that an identification of the usual cross product × with an adequate matrix multiplication facilitates some of the common proofs in vector algebra and allows one to extend the cross product of vectors to a cross product of a vector and a matrix, cf. [22, 10, 25, 26, 15].

Our next goal is to achieve a similar identification of the generalized cross product ×_n with a corresponding matrix multiplication. Indeed, since for a fixed a ∈ R^n the operation a ×_n . is linear in the second component there exists a unique matrix denoted by �a�_{×n} ∈ R^{n(n−1)}2^{×n} such that

a ×_n b =: �a�_{×n} b ∀ b ∈ R^n . (3.14)

In view of (3.3) the matrices �.�_{×n} can be characterized inductively, and for a = (a, α_n)^T the matrix �a�_{×n} has the form

�a�_{×n} = a−α_n · I_{n−1} 0�a�_{×n−1}where �( α_1 α_2 )� ×_2 = ( −α_2, α_1 ) , (3.15)

so that � � α_1 α_2 α_3

� � ×_3 = −α_2 α_1 0

−α_3 0 α_1 0 −α_3 α_2 etc. (3.16)

Remark 3.2. The entries of the generalized cross product a ×_3 b, with a, b ∈ R^3 , are permutations (with a sign) of the entries of the classical cross product a × b. Remember that the operation a × . can be identified with the left multiplication by the following skew-symmetric matrix

Anti(a) =

0 −α_3 α_2 α_3 0 −α_1 −α_2 α_1 0

(3.17)

which differs from the expression �a�_{×3} for a = (α_1, α_2, α_3)^T , cf. (3.16), and also form A_3(a) which reads

A_3(a) =

0 α_1 α_2 −α_1 0 α_3 −α_2 −α_3 0

. (3.18)

Thus, in three dimensions, it holds for the usual cross product

a × b = Anti(a) b ∀ a, b ∈ R^3 . (3.19)

Also the notations T_a , W (a) or even [a]_× are used for Anti(a), however, the latter emphasizes that we deal with a skew-symmetric matrix. For the analysis and the properties of such matrices we refer to [22, 10, 25, 26, 15].

Remark 3.3. Also the 7-dimensional vector product a × . for a ∈ R^7 (which differs from a ×_7 .) can be represented with a left multiplication by a skew-symmetric matrix from so(7), see [13, 14, 2, 3].

3.5 Scalar triple product

In case of the usual cross product in three dimensions the scalar triple product remains unchanged under a circular shift of the three vectors (from the same space): ⟨a, b × c⟩ = ⟨a, Anti(b) c⟩ = − ⟨Anti(b) a, c⟩ = ⟨a × b, c⟩ , ∀ a, b, c ∈ R^3 . (3.20) Since ×_n : R^n × R^n → R^{n(n−1)}2 it does not make sense to think of an analogue of a scalar triple product with three vectors coming from the same vector space but rather instead: ⟨a, b ×_n c⟩ = ⟨ a, �b�_{×n} c ⟩ = ⟨ �b�^T_{×n} a, c ⟩ ∀ a ∈ R^{n(n−1)2} , b, c ∈ R^n , (3.21a)

so that with c = b we have: ⟨ �b�^T_{×n} a, b ⟩ = 0 ∀ a ∈ R^{n(n−1)2} , b ∈ R^n . (3.21b)

Note the slight difference from the case of the usual cross product. The latter can be represented by a left multiplication with a square skew-symmetric matrix, whereas for the generalized cross product by matrices of the form (3.15) which are neither square (except the case n = 3) nor skew-symmetric matrices. These matrices �.�_{×n} also appear in further identities involving the generalized cross product and are very important in the subsequent considerations.

3.6 Grassmann identity

In three dimensions, the usual vector triple product fulfills

a × (b × c) = Anti(a) (b × c) = Anti(a) Anti(b) c = −(b × c) × a = − Anti(b × c) a ∗= ⟨a, c⟩ · b − ⟨a, b⟩ · c ∀ a, b, c ∈ R^3 , (3.22) where the relation to scalar products, marked by ∗, is referred to as Grassmann identity.

However, in a generalization of a vector triple product we cannot expect the double appearance of the generalized cross product but focus on the matrices �.�_{×n} , as in the generalization of the scalar triple. Thus, as a generalization of Grassmann’s identity we obtain for a, b, c ∈ R^n �a�^T_{×n} (b ×_n c) = ⟨a, b⟩ · c − ⟨a, c⟩ · b = (⟨b, a⟩ · I_n − b ⊗ a) c (3.23) = (c ⊗ b − b ⊗ c) a^{(3.9)}= −A_n(b ×_n c) a ∈ R^n .

It remains to prove the first equality (3.23)_1. In the dimension n = 2 we have ( −α_2 α_1 ) (( β_1 β_2 ) ×_2 ( γ_1 γ_2 )) = ( −α_2 α_1 ) · (β_1 γ_2 − β_2 γ_1) = ( α_2 β_2 γ_1 − α_2 β_1 γ_2 α_1 β_1 γ_2 − α_1 β_2 γ_1 )

= ⟨( α_1 α_2 ) , ( β_1 β_2 )⟩ · ( γ_1 γ_2 ) − ⟨( α_1 α_2 ) , ( γ_1 γ_2 )⟩ · ( β_1 β_2 ) . (3.24)

Furthermore, with a = (a, α_n)^T , b = (b, β_n)^T , c = (c, γ_n)^T we obtain on the one hand

�a�^T_{×n} (b ×_n c) = a^T0−α_n · I_{n−1} �a�^T_{×n−1} ( b ×_{n−1} c γ_n · b − β_n · c )

= ( �a�^T_{×n−1} (b ×_{n−1} c) + α_n β_n · c − α_n γ_n · b γ_n ⟨ a, b ⟩ − β_n ⟨a, c⟩ ) (3.25) and on the other hand: ⟨a, b⟩ · c − ⟨a, c⟩ · b = ⟨( a α_n ) , ( b β_n )⟩ · ( c γ_n ) − ⟨( a α_n ) , ( c γ_n )⟩ · ( b β_n )

= (⟨ a, b ⟩ · c − ⟨a, c⟩ · b + α_n β_n · c − α_n γ_n · b ⟨ a, b ⟩ γ_n − ⟨a, c⟩ β_n ) (3.26)

so that (3.23)_1 follows by induction over n ∈ N , n ≥ 2.

3.7 Jacobi identity In three dimensions, the usual cross product satisfies the Jacobi identity: a × (b × c) + b × (c × a) + c × (a × b) = 0 ∀ a, b, c ∈ R^3 , (3.27) which follows directly from the usual Grassmann identity (3.22) for the usual vector triple product. Similarly, having established the generalization of Grassmann’s identity involving the generalized cross product ×_n in the previous section, we obtain the following generalization of Jacobi’s identity:

�a�^T_{×n} (b ×_n c) + �b�^T_{×n} (c ×_n a) + �c�^T_{×n} (a ×_n b)^{(3.23)1}= 0 ∀ a, b, c ∈ R^n (3.28a) or, equivalently:

A_n(b ×_n c) a + A_n(c ×_n a) b + A_n(a ×_n b) c^{(3.23)4}= 0. (3.28b) Surely, the relation (3.23) can also be used to obtain (3.12).

3.8 Cross product with a matrix Furthermore, the generalized cross product can be written as a ×_n b = −b ×_n a = �−b�_{×n} a = ( a^T �−b�^T_{×n} )_T . (3.29)

This allows us to define a generalized cross product of a vector b ∈ R^n and a matrix P ∈ R^{m×n} from the right and with a matrix B ∈ R^{n×m} from the left, where m ∈ N, via P ×_n b := P �−b�^T_{×n} ∈ R^{m× n(n−1)2} seen as row-wise cross product, (3.30a) and b ×_n B := �b�_{×n} B ∈ R^{n(n−1)2 ×m} seen as column-wise cross product, (3.30b) and they are connected via (b ×_n B)^T = B^T �b�^T_{×n} = −B^T ×_n b ∀ B ∈ R^{n×m} , b ∈ R^n . (3.30c) So, especially for the identity matrix P = I_n we obtain I_n ×_n b = �−b�^T_{×n} and b ×_n I_n = �b�_{×n} . (3.31) Moreover, for a ∈ R^m and b, c ∈ R^n it follows (a ⊗ b) ×_n c = a b^T �−c�^T_{×n} = a (�−c�_{×n} b)^T = a (−c ×_n b)^T = a ⊗ (b ×_n c), (3.32a) and especially for c = b:

(a ⊗ b) ×_n b = 0 for all a ∈ R^m and all b ∈ R^n . (3.32b) As a consequence we obtain

(b ⊗ a) ×_n b^{(3.32b)}= 2 · sym(a ⊗ b) ×_n b = −2 · skew(a ⊗ b) ×_n b

(3.32a)

= b ⊗ (a ×_n b)^{(3.9)}= 2 · b ⊗ a_n(skew(a ⊗ b)) for all a, b ∈ R^n . (3.32c)

3.9 Another vector triple Already in the scalar triple product we come across the expression �b�^T_{×n} a ∈ R^n . Hence, we may consider also the following vector triple product for a ∈ R^{n(n−1)}2 and b, c ∈ R^n : ( �b�^T_{×n} a ) ×_n c = � �b�^T_{×n} a � ×_n c = −c ×_n �b�^T_{×n} a = − �c�_{×n} �b�^T_{×n} a = ( �c�_{×n} ×_n b ) a ∈ R^{n(n−1)2} . (3.33)

Again, the corresponding relations to (3.23) and (3.33) for the usual cross product coincide, whereas the situation is different for the generalized cross product due to the non-symmetry of the matrices �.�_{×n} .

The inductive view (3.15)_1 on the appearing matrix in (3.33) shows for all a, b ∈ R^n :

�a�_{×n} ×_n b = �a�_{×n} �−b�^T_{×n} =

= � a �_{×n−1} ×_{n−1} b β_n · �a�_{×n−1} α_n · � b �_T ×_{n−1} −a ⊗ b − αn βn · In−1 ∈ R^{n(n−1)2 × n(n−1)2} , (3.34)

and especially for a = b:

�b�_{×n} ×_n b = − �b�_{×n} �b�^T_{×n} ∈ Sym ( n(n − 1) 2 ) . (3.35)

Moreover, we may also consider the following matrix multiplication:

P �b�_{×n} ∈ R^{m×n} for P ∈ R^{m× n(n−1)2} (3.36)

and, like in (3.30), related by transposition also �b�^T_{×n} (.) for an (_{n(n−1)} 2 × m ) -matrix.

3.10 Room identity Surely, the considerations in the previous subsections were inspired by the corresponding relations known for the usual cross product. So, from the usual Grassmann identity (3.22) one can deduce the usual Jacobi (3.27) and Lagrange (3.10) identities. Moreover, the usual Grassmann identity (3.22) for the vector triple in three dimensions allows also to conclude that

Anti(a) Anti(b) = Anti(a) × b = b ⊗ a − ⟨a, b⟩ · I_3 ∀ a, b ∈ R^3 . (3.37)

This algebraic relation is already contained in [22, p. 691 (ii)]. For this reason let us call it Room identity. The relation (3.37) turned out to be very important also from an application point of view, cf. [15, 16] and the references contained therein.

Returning to the n-dimensional case, we have for arbitrary a, b ∈ R^n :

�a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} x = �a�^T_{×n} (b ×_n x)^{(3.23)}= (⟨b, a⟩ · I_n − b ⊗ a) x ∀ x ∈ R^n , (3.38)

so that as an analogue to Room’s identity it follows �a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} = ⟨b, a⟩ · I_n − b ⊗ a ∈ R^{n×n} ∀ a, b ∈ R^n , (3.39) and especially for a = b:

�b�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} = ‖b‖^2 · I_n − b ⊗ b ∈ Sym(n) . (3.40)

Note that the minus sign is missing in the generalized Room identity (3.39) due to the lack of skewsymmetry of the matrix �a�^T_{×n} .

Interchanging the roles of a and b in (3.39) we further deduce that

�a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} − �b�^T_{×n} �a�_{×n} = a ⊗ b − b ⊗ a^{(3.9)}= A_n(a ×_n b). (3.41)

Since tr(a ⊗ b) = ⟨a, b⟩, the expression (3.39) shows that the entries of �a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} are linear combinations of the entries of the dyadic product a ⊗ b. Also the converse holds true: b ⊗ a = �a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} n − 1 · I_n − �a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} , (3.42)

where we leave it as a short exercise for the reader to verify (e.g., by induction) that

tr(�a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} ) = ⟨ �a�_{×n} , �b�_{×n} ⟩ = (n − 1) ⟨a, b⟩ . (3.43)

Recall that the associated matrix Anti(.) with the usual cross product × in R^3 is a (skew-symmetric) square matrix, while the associated matrix �.�_{×n} with the generalized cross product ×_n is an (^{n(n−1)}_2 × n)- matrix and therefore is a square matrix only in the case of n = 3. Hence, despite of the situation in Room’s identity (3.37) we may also interchange the matrices in its n-dimensional analogue (3.39), i.e. consider the expression in (3.34).

Returning to the usual Room identity we have

Anti(a) × b = L(a ⊗ b) and a ⊗ b = L(Anti(a) × b) ∀ a, b ∈ R^3 , (3.44a)

denoting by L(.) a corresponding linear operator with constant coefficients, not necessarily the same in any two places here and in the following.

On the one hand, we associate with the matrix Anti(.) a representation of the usual cross product. Room’s identity can be generalized to higher dimensions in three different ways. We have already seen in (3.39) and (3.42) an extension to:

�a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} = L(a ⊗ b) and a ⊗ b = L(�a�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} ) ∀ a, b ∈ R^n . (3.44b)

However, a similar result to (3.44a) also holds true for the generalized cross product of the matrix coming from the matrix representation of the generalized cross product with a vector, see [17]: �a�_{×n} ×_n b = L(a ⊗ b) ∀ a, b ∈ R^n , n ≥ 2 and a ⊗ b = L(�a�_{×n} ×_n b) ∀ a, b ∈ R^n , n ≥ 3. (3.44c)

These relations also apply to the case of a ×_n �b�^T_{×n} = �a�_{×n} �b�^T_{×n} = − �a�_{×n} ×_n b, which for n = 2 is only a scalar, so that the last relation in (3.44c) is only valid for n ≥ 3.

On the other hand, Room’s identity in three dimensions can also be seen as an expression for the cross product of a skew-symmetric matrix with a vector:

A × b = L(axl(A) ⊗ b) and axl(A) ⊗ b = L(A × b) ∀ A ∈ so(3) , b ∈ R^3 , (3.44a’)

where axl : so(3) → R^3 denotes the inverse of Anti(.). It is interesting that a similar result holds true for (n × n)-skew symmetric matrices in all dimensions n ≥ 2, see [17]:

A ×_n b = L(a_n(A) ⊗ b) and a_n(A) ⊗ b = L(A ×_n b) ∀ A ∈ so(n) , b ∈ R^n ,

(3.44d)

where (3.44c)_1 and (3.44d)_1 follow directly from the definition of the generalized cross product of a matrix and a vector but for (3.44c)_2 and (3.44d)_2 inductive proofs are needed, cf. [17].

Remark 3.4. We have seen that Room’s identity (3.37) admits three different generalizations to higher dimensions (3.44b), (3.44c), (3.44d) which coincide in three dimensions when considering the usual cross product and the associated matrix with it, since the latter is a skew-symmetric (square) matrix. Whereas, Grassmann’s and Jacobi’s identities generalize only in the ways presented in (3.23) and (3.28). Indeed, these relations are comparable to the situation in three dimensions when considering the usual triple vector product a × (b × c) = Anti(a) (b × c) since Anti(a)^T = − Anti(a).

3.11 Simultaneous cross product Of special interest is a simultaneous cross product of a square matrix P ∈ R^{n×n} and a vector b ∈ R^n from both sides:

b ×_n P ×_n b = �b�_{×n} P �−b�^T_{×n}^{(3.30c)}= − ( (P ×_n b)^T ×_n b )_T ∈ R^{n(n−1)2 × n(n−1)2} , (3.45)

where, due to the associativity of matrix multiplication, we can omit parenthesis. Since

(b ×_n P ×_n b)^{T (3.45)}= − �b�_{×n} P^T �−b�^T_{×n} = b ×_n P^T ×_n b (3.46a)

it follows for S ∈ Sym(n) and A ∈ so(n) immediately:

b ×_n S ×_n b ∈ Sym ( n(n − 1) 2 ) and b ×_n A ×_n b ∈ so ( n(n − 1) 2 ) (3.46b)

and for all P ∈ R^{n×n} :

b ×_n sym P ×_n b = sym(b ×_n P ×_n b), b ×_n skew P ×_n b = skew(b ×_n P ×_n b). (3.46c)

For P = I_n the identity matrix we obtain

b ×_n I_n ×_n b = �b�_{×n} �−b�^T_{×n}^{(3.35)}= �b�_{×n} ×_n b ∈ Sym ( n(n − 1) 2 ) . (3.47)

Moreover, for a, b, c ∈ R^n it follows that

b ×_n (a ⊗ c) ×_n b^{(3.32a)}= (b ×_n a) ⊗ (c ×_n b), (3.48a)

and especially for c = b that b ×_n (a ⊗ b) ×_n b = b ×_n (b ⊗ a) ×_n b = b ×_n sym(a ⊗ b) ×_n b = b ×_n skew(a ⊗ b) ×_n b = 0. (3.48b)

Furthermore, for a square matrix P ∈ R^{n(n−1)}2^{× n(n−1)}2 and a vector b ∈ R^n we obtain

�b�^T_{×n} P �b�_{×n} ∈ R^{n×n} , (3.49)

which has comparable properties to the simultaneous cross product above, for instance: ( �b�^T_{×n} P �b�_{×n} )_T = �b�^T_{×n} P^T �b�_{×n} (3.50a)

which gives: sym ( �b�^T_{×n} P �b�_{×n} ) = �b�^T_{×n} sym P �b�_{×n} , (3.50b) as well as skew ( �b�^T_{×n} P �b�_{×n} ) = �b�^T_{×n} skew P �b�_{×n} . (3.50c)

And for the identity matrix P = I n(n−1)_2 we obtain:

�b�^T_{×n} I n(n−1)_2 �b�_{×n} = �b�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n}^{(3.40)}= ‖b‖^2 · I_n − b ⊗ b. (3.51)

Again, the corresponding expressions to (3.45) and (3.49) coming from the usual cross product in three dimensions just coincide:

b × P × b = Anti(b) P Anti(b) ∈ R^{3×3} for b ∈ R^3 , P ∈ R^{3×3} . (3.52)

4 Differential operators

Let us now come back to the interplay between a linear homogeneous differential operator with constant coefficients and its symbol, thus, replacing b by the vector differential operator ∇ in the algebraic relation presented in the previous sections. For that purpose, let Ω ⊆ R^n be open, n ≥ 2 and n, m ∈ N. As usual, the derivative and the divergence of a vector field rely on the dyadic product and the scalar product, respectively:

D a := a ⊗ ∇ ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{m×n} ) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^m ), div a := ⟨a, ∇⟩ = a^T ∇ = tr(D a) ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ),

(4.1)

where the latter can be generalized to a matrix divergence in a row-wise way:

div P := P ∇ ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^m ) for P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{m×n} ). (4.2)

In three dimensions, the usual curl is seen as

curl a := a × (−∇) = ∇ × a = Anti(∇) a = 2 · axl(skew D a) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^3 ), n = 3. (4.3)

Similarly, in arbitrary dimension n ≥ 2 the generalized curl is related to the generalized cross product via

curl_n a := a ×_n (−∇) = ∇ ×_n a = �∇�_{×n} a

(3.9)

= 2 · a_n(skew D a) ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n(n−1)2} ) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ),

(4.4)

where the latter expression is usually considered in index-notation to introduce the generalized curl.

Furthermore, we consider the new differential operation

�∇�^T_{×n} a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n(n−1)2} ), (4.5)

which differs from the usual curl and from curl n(n−1)_2 a also in the three-dimensional case:

curl α_1 α_2 α_3 = ∂_2α_3 − ∂_3α_2 ∂_3α_1 − ∂_1α_3 ∂_1α_2 − ∂_2α_1

, curl_3 α_1 α_2 α_3 = ∂_1α_2 − ∂_2α_1 ∂_1α_3 − ∂_3α_1 ∂_2α_3 − ∂_3α_2 , �∇�^T_{×3} α_1 α_2 α_3 = −∂_2α_1 − ∂_3α_2 ∂_1α_1 − ∂_3α_3 ∂_1α_2 + ∂_2α_3 . (4.6) To the best of our knowledge, the operator �∇�^T_{×n} : C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n(n−1)}2 ) → C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ) has not received any attention in the literature so far, not even in index notation. However, this differential operator plays the counterpart in the integration by parts formula for the generalized curl_n, see (4.31a) below. This adjoint differential operator appears here because the matrix associated with the generalized cross product has no symmetry.

Furthermore, it is the matrix representations of the cross product which allows us to introduce also a row-wise generalized matrix curl operator:

curl_n P := P ×_n (−∇)^{(3.30a)}= P �∇�^T_{×n} for P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{m×n} ), (4.7)

which is connected to the the column-wise differential operation:

∇ ×_n B := �∇�_{×n} B^{(3.30c)}= [ curl_n B^T ]_T for B ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n×m} ), (4.8)

and like in the three dimensional setting can be referred to as curl^T_n .

Moreover, the matrix representation of the curl operation offers also a further differential operator (.) �∇�_{×n} for ( m ×^{n(n−1)}_2 ) -matrix fields:

P �∇�_{×n} ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{m×n} ) for P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{m× n(n−1)2} ), (4.9)

i.e. the row-wise differentiation from (4.5), and again related by transposition also �∇�^T_{×n} (.) for (_{n(n−1)} 2 × m ) - matrix fields.

Surely, it follows from (3.32b):

curl_n(∇α) ≡ 0 for α ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R), (4.10a)

or even

curl_n(D a) ≡ 0 for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^m ), (4.10b)

and from (3.32c):

curl_n(D a)^T = −2 · curl_n(sym D a) = 2 · curl_n(skew D a)

= [D curl_n a]^T = 2 · [D a_n(skew D a)]^T for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ). (4.11)

And, as analogue to the usual div ∘ curl ≡ 0, we have in n-dimensions:

div �∇�^T_{×n} a^{(3.21b)}≡ 0 for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n(n−1)2} ). (4.12)

We recall the following definition.

Definition 4.1. Let Ω ⊆ R^n be open. A linear homogeneous differential operator with constant coefficients A : C^∞_c (Ω, R^m ) → C^∞_c (Ω, R^N ) is said to be elliptic if its symbol A (b) ∈ Lin(R^m , R^N ) is injective for all b ∈ R^n \{0}.

It follows, from b × b = 0 for b ∈ R^3 that the usual curl operator is not elliptic. Similarly, also the generalized curl_n is not elliptic.

Since the kernel of ( −β_2 β_1 ) : R → R^2 consists only of 0 for all ( β_1 β_2 ) ∈ R^2 \{0}, the operator �∇�^T_{×2} is

elliptic.

To see that �∇�^T_{×n} is not elliptic for all n ≥ 3 we consider � � β_1 β_2 β_3

� � T

×_3

β_3 −β_2 β_1 = −β_2 −β_3 0 β_1 0 −β_3 0 β_1 β_2 β_3 −β_2 β_1

= 0 (4.13)

which gives the non-ellipticity of �∇�^T_{×3} and the non-ellipticity in the higher dimensional cases follows from the inductive structure.

4.1 Nye formulas Denoting by curl the matrix curl operator related to the usual curl for vector fields in R^3 , Room’s identity (3.44a) becomes after interchanging b by ∇:

curl(Anti(a)) = L(D a) and D a = L(curl Anti(a)) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^3 ), (4.14a) where Ω(open) ⊆ R^3 for a moment. More precisely, they read curl(Anti(a)) = div a · I_3 − (D a)^T (4.14b) and D a = tr(curl Anti(a)) 2 · I_3 − (curl Anti(a))^T (4.14c) and are better known as Nye formulas [20, eq. (7)]. Surely, (4.14a)_1 is not surprising at all, but (4.14a)_2 implies that the entries of the derivative of a skew-symmetric matrix field are linear combinations of the entries of the matrix curl:

D A = L(curl A) for A ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, so(3)). (4.14d) Returning to the higher dimensional case we conclude, from (3.42) or (3.44b), that D a = L(�a�^T_{×n} �∇�_{×n} ) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ), (4.15) and from (3.44c) D a = L(curl_n �a�_{×n} ) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ), n ≥ 3. (4.16) Note, however, that the latter expression is (in general) not related to curl_n a. Finally, from (3.44d) we deduce that D a_n(A) = L(curl_n A) for A ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, so(n)). (4.17) which implies (4.14d) in all dimensions n ≥ 2:

D A = L(curl_n A) for A ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, so(n)), (4.18) a relation that is usually derived in index notations. 4.2 Incompatibility operator In three dimensions, the incompatibility inc is usually defined via inc P := curl[(curl P )^T ] = −∇ × P^T × ∇ for P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{3×3} ), n = 3. (4.19) In higher dimensions, for P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n×n} ) we consider the generalized incompatibility operator (where for simplicity we drop the transposition and the minus sign) given by: inc_n P := ∇ ×_n P ×_n ∇ = − �∇�_{×n} P �∇�^T_{×n} (4.20)

(3.45) = − [ curl_n ( (curl_n P )^T )]_T ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n(n−1)2 × n(n−1)2} ). (4.21) It possesses the properties known from the usual incompatibility operator in three dimensions, it follows namely from (3.46c) that sym inc_n P = inc_n sym P and skew inc_n P = inc_n skew P (4.22) and from (3.48) for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ):

inc_n D a = inc_n(D a)^T = inc_n(sym D a) = inc_n(skew D a) ≡ 0. (4.23) Furthermore, for matrix fields P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n(n−1)}2^{× n(n−1)}2 ) we consider the new differential operation �∇�^T_{×n} P �∇�_{×n} ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{n×n} ) (4.24) with similar properties to the generalized incompatibility operator, see section 3.11. Especially for ζ ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R) we obtain:

�∇�^T_{×n} ζ · I n(n−1)_2 �∇�_{×n}^{(3.51)}= Δζ · I_n − D ∇ζ, (4.25) where we have used that from an algebraic point of view the Laplacian Δ = ‖∇‖^2 behaves like a scalar and where D ∇ζ is the Hessian matrix of ζ. The latter expression reminds of the known identity in n = 3 dimensions for the usual incompatibility operator: inc(ζ · I_3) = Δζ · I_3 − D ∇ζ. (4.26) It is clear from the integration by parts formula for the generalized curl (4.31b), how the operator �∇�^T_{×n} (.) �∇�_{×n} plays the counterpart in the corresponding integration by parts formula for the generalized incompatibility operator. For the corresponding formula in the usual three dimensional case we refer to [1].

Remark 4.2. In three dimensions, the usual incompatibility operator inc occurs, e.g., in the modelling of dislocated crystals or in the modelling of elastic materials with dislocations, where the notion of incompatibility is at the basis of a new paradigm to describe the inelastic effects, see e.g. [12, 27, 28, 18, 1, 6]. The index-free view presented above should provide a better understanding of such phenomena also in higher dimensions. 4.3 Vector Laplacian Recalling (3.40) we have for all a, b ∈ R^n :

�b�^T_{×n} b ×_n a = �b�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} a^{(3.40)}= ‖b‖^2 · a − b · ⟨b, a⟩ . (4.27) Thus, interchanging b by ∇ we deduce Δa = ∇ div a + �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n a for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ), n ≥ 2, (4.28) which is the generalization of the known expression for the vector Laplacian in n = 3 dimensions: Δa = ∇ div a − curl curl a for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^3 ), (4.29) and the appearance of the minus sign comes from the fact that the matrix associated with the usual cross product is a skew-symmetric matrix.

Since the matrix divergence and matrix curl act row-wise, we obtain ΔP = D div P + (curl_n P ) �∇�_{×n} for P ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^{m×n} ), (4.30) for m, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, meaning that the entries of the Laplacian of a matrix field P are linear combinations of the entries of the derivative of the matrix curl and of the entries of the derivative of the matrix divergence.

4.4 Integration by parts

For the sake of completeness, we include the integration by parts formula for the generalized matrix curl: Let Ω ⊂ R^n be an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary ∂Ω and outward unit normal ν. For all a ∈ C^1(Ω, R^n ) and all a ∈ C^1(Ω, R^{n(n−1)}2 ) we have ∫ Ω ⟨curl_n a, a⟩ + ⟨ a, �∇�^T_{×n} a ⟩ dx = ∫ ∂Ω ⟨a ×_n (−ν), a⟩ dS, (4.31a) so that for matrix fields P ∈ C^1(Ω, R^{m×n} ) and P ∈ C^1(Ω, R^{m× n(n−1)}2 ) it follows ∫ Ω ⟨curl_n P, P⟩ + ⟨ P, P �∇�_{×n} ⟩ dx = ∫ ∂Ω ⟨P ×_n (−ν), P⟩ dS, (4.31b) and we refer to [17] for a coordinate-free proof for square matrix fields P .

4.5 Helmholtz decomposition

It is well known that any vector field a ∈ C^∞_c (R^n , R^n ) admits a decomposition into a divergence-free vector field and a gradient field, i.e. a curl_n-free part, see e.g. [7] and for a deviation from the Hodge decomposition see [11]. Let us denote the divergence-free part by a_{div} and the curl_n-free by a_{curln}, so having a = a_{div} + a_{curln}. At the end of our vector calculus, we give the explicit index-free expressions of these parts and provide the Helmholtz decomposition explicitly in all dimensions n ≥ 2. More precisely, we show that

a_{curln}(x) = ∇_x ∫ R^n G^{(n)}(x, y) · div a(y) dy (4.32a) = 1 nω_n ∫ R^n (x − y) · ( ‖x − y‖^{−n} div a(y) ) dy, (4.32b) and a_{div}(x) = �∇_x�^T_{×n} ∫ R^n G^{(n)}(x, y) · curl_n a(y) dy (4.32c) = 1 nω_n ∫ R^n �x − y�^T_{×n} ( ‖x − y‖^{−n} · curl_n a(y) ) dy, (4.32d)

where G^{(n)}(x, y) denotes the normalized fundamental Green function for the Laplacian for the entire space R^n and is given by

G^{(n)}(x, y) =

{_1 2π ln ‖x − y‖ , for n = 2, 1 n(2−n)ω_n ‖x − y‖ 2−n , for n ≥ 3, (4.33)

denoting by ω_n the volume of the unit ball in R^n , see [9, Section 2.4]. Indeed, the first expressions in (4.32) follow from the decomposition of the vector Laplacian in (4.28) since for a ∈ C^∞_c (R^n , R^n ) we have a(x) = ∫ R^n a(y) · Δ_xG^{(n)}(x, y) dy = Δ_x ∫ R^n a(y) · G^{(n)}(x, y) dy (4.28)

= ∇_x div_x ∫ R^n a(y) · G^{(n)}(x, y) dy + �∇_x�^T_{×n} curl_{n ,x} ∫ R^n a(y) · G^{(n)}(x, y) dy = ∇_x ∫ R^n ⟨ a(y), ∇_xG^{(n)}(x, y) ⟩ dy + �∇_x�^T_{×n} ∫ R^n ∇_xG^{(n)}(x, y) ×_n a(y) dy (∗) = ∇_x ∫ R^n ⟨ a(y), −∇_yG^{(n)}(x, y) ⟩ dy + �∇_x�^T_{×n} ∫ R^n a(y) ×_n ∇_yG^{(n)}(x, y) dy (∗∗) = ∇_x ∫ R^n G^{(n)}(x, y) · div a(y) dy + �∇_x�^T_{×n} ∫ R^n G^{(n)}(x, y) · curl_n a(y) dy , where in (∗) we used that ∇_xG^{(n)}(x, y) = −∇_yG^{(n)}(x, y) and in (∗∗) the relations div(α · a) = ⟨∇α, a⟩ + α div a and curl_n(α · a) = ∇α ×_n a + α · curl_n a, (4.34) for α ∈ C^∞_c (Ω) and a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ). Since we have ∇_xG^{(n)}(x, y) = 1 nω_n ‖x − y‖^{−n} · (x − y) for n ≥ 2, (4.35) we obtain a_{curln}(x) = 1 nω_n ∫ R^n (x − y) · ( ‖x − y‖^{−n} div a(y) ) dy, (4.36a)

a_{div}(x) = 1 nω_n ∫ R^n �x − y�^T_{×n} ( ‖x − y‖^{−n} · curl_n a(y) ) dy, (4.36b) and end up with Riesz potentials of order 1, see [23, Section V.1]. 4.6 Robbin’s proof of the div-curl lemma in higher dimensions In this last section, we show that the proof of the div-curl lemma presented in [21] in three dimensions can be directly adopted to all dimensions using the matrix representation of the generalized cross product presented above. More precisely, we show Lemma 4.3. Let n ≥ 2, Ω ⊆ R^n be open and the sequences of functions u^k, v^k : Ω → R^n satisfy u^k ⇀ u in L^2(Ω, R^n ) for k → ∞, (4.37a) v^k ⇀ v in L^2(Ω, R^n ) for k → ∞, (4.37b) and {div u^k}_{k∈N} compact set in H^{−1}_{loc} (Ω, R^n ), (4.38a) {curl_n v^k}_{k∈N} compact set in H^{−1}_{loc} (Ω, R^{n(n−1)2} ). (4.38b) Then in the sense of distributions we have ⟨u^k, v^k⟩ → ⟨u, v⟩ for k → ∞, (4.39) i.e. it holds for all φ ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R): ∫ Ω φ ⟨u^k, v^k⟩ dx → ∫ Ω φ ⟨u, v⟩ dx for k → ∞. It is not the most general formulation of the div-curl lemma, and we refer to [4, 24] and the references contained therein for both historical comments and generalizations. The main objective here is to demonstrate that the algebraic view advocated in the previous sections allows us to carry out the proof from [21] even in all dimensions without introducing the language of differential geometry. In three dimensions, Robbin’s proof is based on the decomposition of the vector Laplacian (4.29). In the previous section, we have obtained the desired decomposition in all dimensions, see (4.28).

Furthermore, multiplying (3.40) with �b�_{×n} from the left we deduce for all b ∈ R^n : �b�_{×n} �b�^T_{×n} �b�_{×n} = ‖b‖^2 · �b�_{×n} − (�b�_{×n} b) ⊗ b = ‖b‖^2 · �b�_{×n} − (b ×_n b =0 ) ⊗ b = ‖b‖^2 · �b�_{×n} (4.40)

so that in the language of vector calculus it becomes:

curl_n �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n a = Δ curl_n a for a ∈ C^∞_c (Ω, R^n ). (4.41) Now we have prepared all the relations between differential operators that we need to follow Robbin’s proof.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. It suffices to assume that the functions u^k and v^k have compact support, see [21] and the corresponding relations (4.34). Let us extend u^k by zero to the entire space R^n and denote by w^k the unique solution in L^2(Ω, R^n ) of Δw^k = u^k. (4.42) Thus, we write w^k = Δ^{−1}u^k (4.43) and set ψ^k = div w^k and g^k = curl_n w^k, (4.44) so that ∇ψ^k + �∇�^T_{×n} g^k = ∇ div w^k + �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n w^{k (4.28)}= Δw^{k (4.42)}= u^k. (4.45) Next, we show that Δ^{−1} commutes with the div and curl_n operators in all dimensions n ≥ 2:

Δ^{−1} div f = Δ^{−1} div ΔΔ^{−1}f^{(4.28)}= Δ^{−1} div(∇ div + �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n)Δ^{−1}f

(4.12)

= Δ^{−1} div ∇ div Δ^{−1}f = Δ^{−1}Δ div Δ^{−1}f = div Δ^{−1}f (4.46) as well as

Δ^{−1} curl_n f = Δ^{−1} curl_n ΔΔ^{−1}f^{(4.28)}= Δ^{−1} curl_n(∇ div + �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n)Δ^{−1}f

(4.10a)

= Δ^{−1} curl_n �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n Δ^{−1}f^{(4.41)}= Δ^{−1}Δ curl_n Δ^{−1}f = curl_n Δ^{−1}f. (4.47) And we can conclude as in [21]:

∇ψ^k = ∇ div w^k = ∇ div Δ^{−1}u^k = ∇Δ^{−1} div u^k → ∇ψ in L^2(Ω, R^n ) (4.48) at least for a subsequence by (4.38a). Moreover, �∇�^T_{×n} curl_n Δ^{−1}v^k

=:f^k

= �∇�^T_{×n} Δ^{−1} curl_n v^k → �∇�^T_{×n} f in L^2(Ω, R^n ) (4.49)

at least for a subsequence by (4.38b). Furthermore:

g^k → g in L^2(Ω, R^{n(n−1)2} ), �∇�^T_{×n} g^k ⇀ �∇�^T_{×n} g in L^2(Ω, R^n ) (4.50) and for ϕ^k := div Δ^{−1}v^k:

ϕ^k → ϕ in L^2(Ω, R), ∇ϕ^k ⇀ ∇ϕ in L^2(Ω, R^n ). (4.51) With the above results the proof completes as in [21].

5 Conclusion

In the present paper, we have studied the algebraic structures underlying the generalized cross product, by relating it to an adequate matrix multiplication. The situation differs from that of the usual cross product in three dimensions, where a matrix representation results in a skew-symmetric matrix. The lack of symmetry in the general case leads to the fact that the known algebraic identities have to be adapted in an appropriate way and that also other combinations must be included. In vector calculus, this led not only to the generalized curl_n, but also to a new operator �∇�^T_{×n} . The importance of the latter has been highlighted in the previous sections, in particular by the fact that the image of the �∇�^T_{×n} operator lies in the kernel of the divergence operator, see (4.12). Here we have thoroughly examined the matrix analysis behind such operations. Such a view has already proved very useful in extending Korn inequalities for incompatible tensor fields to higher dimensions, cf. [17], where first results in these matrix representations have been obtained. With the better understanding presented here, we are now in a position to further extend Korn-Maxwell-Sobolev type inequalities. This will be the subject of a forthcoming paper.

Acknowledgment

The author was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (Project-ID 415894848) and thanks the anonymous referees for their valuable comments and suggestions.

References

[1] S. Amstutz and N. Van Goethem. “Analysis of the incompatibility operator and application in intrinsic elasticity with dislocations”. In: SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis 48.1 (2016), pp. 320–348.

[2] P. D. Beites, A. P. Nicolás, and J. Vitória. “On skew-symmetric matrices related to the vector cross product in R^7 ”. In: Electronic Journal of Linear Algebra 32 (2017), pp. 138–150.

[3] P. D. Beites et al. “Vector cross product differential and difference equations in R^3 and in R^7 ”. In:

Electron. J. Linear Algebra 34 (2018), pp. 675–686.

[4] M. Briane, J. Casado-Díaz, and F. Murat. “The div-curl lemma “trente ans après”: an extension and an application to the G-convergence of unbounded monotone operators”. In: Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées. Neuvième Série 91.5 (2009), pp. 476–494. issn: 0021-7824.

[5] H.-D. Ebbinghaus et al. Numbers. Ed. by John H. Ewing. Trans. by H. L. S. Orde. With an intro.

by K. Lamotke. Vol. 123. Graduate Texts in Mathematics. New York etc.: Springer-Verlag, 1991. [6] F. Ebobisse and P. Neff. “A fourth order gauge-invariant gradient plasticity model for polycrystals based on Kröner’s incompatibility tensor”. In: Mathematics and Mechanics of Solids 25.2 (2020), pp. 129–159.

[7] D. Fujiwara and H. Morimoto. “An L_r-theorem of the Helmholtz decomposition of vector fields”.

In: Journal of the Faculty of Science. University of Tokyo. Section IA. Mathematics 24.3 (1977), pp. 685–700.

[8] J. W. Gibbs. Elements of vector analysis. New-Haven. Tuttle, Morehouse & Taylor, 1881. [9] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Classics in Mathematics. Reprint of the 1998 edition. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

[10] J. Gross, G. Trenkler, and S.-O. Troschke. “The vector cross product in C^3 ”. In: International Journal of Mathematical Education in Science and Technology 30.4 (1999), pp. 549–555.

[11] T. Iwaniec. “p-Harmonic Tensors and Quasiregular Mappings”. In: Annals of Mathematics 136.3 (1992), pp. 589–624.

[12] M. Lazar. “Dislocations in generalized continuum mechanics”. In: Mechanics of generalized continua.

One hundred years after the Cosserats. Papers based on the presentations at the EUROMECH colloquium 510, Paris, France, May 13–16, 2009. Ed. by Gérard A. Maugin and Andrei V. Metrikine. New York, NY: Springer, 2010, pp. 235–244.

[13] F. S. Leite. “The geometry of hypercomplex matrices”. In: Linear and Multilinear Algebra 34.2 (1993), pp. 123–132.

[14] F. S. Leite and P. Crouch. “The triple cross product in R^7 ”. In: Reports on Mathematical Physics 39.3 (1997), pp. 407–424.

[15] P. Lewintan, S. Müller, and P. Neff. “Korn inequalities for incompatible tensor fields in three space dimensions with conformally invariant dislocation energy”. In: Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 60 (2021), Paper No. 150, 46.

[16] P. Lewintan and P. Neff. “L^p-trace-free generalized Korn inequalities for incompatible tensor fields in three space dimensions”. In: submitted (2020). arXiv: 2004.05981 [math.AP].

[17] P. Lewintan and P. Neff. “L^p-trace-free version of the generalized Korn inequality for incompatible tensor fields in arbitrary dimensions”. In: Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 72.127 (2021). doi:

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00033-021-01550-6.

[18] G. B. Maggiani, R. Scala, and N. Van Goethem. “A compatible-incompatible decomposition of symmetric tensors in L^p with application to elasticity”. In: Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences 38.18 (2015), pp. 5217–5230.

[19] W. S. Massey. “Cross products of vectors in higher dimensional Euclidean spaces”. In: American Mathematical Monthly 90 (1983), pp. 697–701.

[20] J. F. Nye. “Some geometrical relations in dislocated crystals”. In: Acta Metallurgica 1 (1953), pp. 153–162.

[21] Joel W. Robbin, Robert C. Rogers, and Blake Temple. “On weak continuity and the hodge decomposition”. In: Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 303 (1987), pp. 609–618.

[22] T. G. Room. “The composition of rotations in Euclidean three-space”. In: American Mathematical Monthly 59 (1952), pp. 688–692.

[23] E. M. Stein. Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions. Princeton Mathematical Series, No. 30. Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., 1970.

[24] Luc Tartar. The general theory of homogenization. A personalized introduction. Vol. 7. Berlin:

Springer, 2009, pp. xvii + 470.

[25] G. Trenkler. “The vector cross product from an algebraic point of view”. In: Discussiones Mathematicae. General Algebra and Applications 21.1 (2001), pp. 67–82.

[26] G. Trenkler and D. Trenkler. “The vector cross product and 4 × 4 skew-symmetric matrices”. In:

Recent advances in linear models and related areas. Springer, Heidelberg, 2008, pp. 95–104. [27] N. Van Goethem. “Strain incompatibility in single crystals: Kröner’s formula revisited”. In: J.

Elasticity 103.1 (2011), pp. 95–111.

[28] N. Van Goethem and F. Dupret. “A distributional approach to the geometry of 2D dislocations at the continuum scale”. In: Ann. Univ. Ferrara Sez. VII Sci. Mat. 58.2 (2012), pp. 407–434.