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École doctorale n◦636 École doctorale de l’Institut Polytechnique de Paris (EDIPP)
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Professor, Université de Savoie Mont Blanc Rapporteur

Francesca Rapetti
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Abstract

Discrete Exterior Calculus (DEC) has emerged as a key tool for the structure-preserving discretiza-
tion of differential forms, proving vital in fields such as computational fluid dynamics, electromag-
netism, and geometry processing. By maintaining the underlying geometric and topological prop-
erties of physical systems, DEC ensures numerical and physical fidelity. However, traditional DEC
is restricted to scalar-valued forms. This limitation is significant, as many fundamental theories in
physics and geometry, including general relativity, non-linear elasticity, and Yang-Mills gauge theo-
ries, are naturally formulated using bundle-valued differential forms and their associated covariant
operators.

This thesis bridges that gap by extending the DEC framework to the bundle-valued setting. In
the first part, we investigate the special case of connections on simplicial 2-manifolds, addressing
the challenge of representing curvature and torsion consistently in a discrete environment. We
introduce a modified discrete Levi-Civita connection and a corresponding discrete representation
of the torsion 2-form, demonstrating their utility within a geometry processing pipeline.
In the second part, we develop a general framework for discrete bundle-valued exterior calculus.
A central contribution is the formalization of integration for bundle-valued forms by leveraging
the interplay between connections and retractions. This theoretical foundation enables a rigor-
ous discretization scheme that induces discrete bundle-valued forms directly from their smooth
counterparts. Building on this integration theory, we introduce a novel discrete exterior covariant
derivative. We demonstrate that this operator converges to its continuous counterpart under mesh
refinement, overcoming limitations in prior research. Furthermore, we show that the Bianchi
identities are satisfied in an exact combinatorial sense and hold true in the limit. In addition, we
establish that core properties of the continuous theory, such as naturality and Whitney interpo-
lation, are preserved within our framework. Finally, we demonstrate that the presented construc-
tions are not limited to simplicial complexes, but extend to a broader class of non-simplicial cells.
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Resumé

Le calcul extérieur discret (DEC) s’est imposé au cours des deux dernières décennies comme un
cadre fondamental pour la discrétisation structure-préservante des formes différentielles. En s’appuyant
sur une correspondance précise entre les structures combinatoires et les structures différentielles,
le DEC permet de préserver au niveau discret des identités topologiques essentielles – telles que
l’identité d2 = 0 et le théorème de Stokes –, garantissant ainsi la fidélité géométrique et physique.
Ces propriétés structurelles en font un outil central dans des domaines tels que la méchanique des
fluides numérique, l’électromagnétisme et la géométrie différentielle discrète. Cependant, le DEC
traditionnel est limité aux formes à valeurs scalaires. Cette restriction constitue une limitation ma-
jeure, car de nombreuses théories fondamentales en physique et en géométrie — notamment la rel-
ativité générale, l’élasticité non linéaire et les théories de jauge de Yang-Mills — sont naturellement
formulées à l’aide de formes différentielles à valeurs dans un fibré vectoriel, muni d’une connex-
ion et d’une dérivée extérieure covariante. L’absence d’un cadre discret cohérent pour ces objets
empêche une discrétisation géométriquement fidèle de ces théories.

Cette thèse comble cette lacune en étendant le DEC au cadre des fibrés vectoriels. Dans la pre-
mière partie, nous étudions le cas particulier des connexions sur les variétés simpliciales de dimen-
sion deux, en abordant le défi que constitue la représentation cohérente de la courbure et de la
torsion dans un cadre discret. Nous présentons une version discrète modifiée de la connexion
de Levi-Civita sur des maillages, qui constitue une meilleure approximation de la connexion de
Levi-Civita de la variété lisse sous raffinement du maillage. La torsion d’une connexion est une
2-forme à valeurs dans le fibré tangent. Pour traiter la torsion de manière discrète, nous exploitons
le fait que, sur les variétés de dimension deux, il existe des isomorphismes explicites entre les 2-
formes différentielles à valeurs dans le fibré tangent, les champs vectoriels et les 1-formes scalaires.
Nous utilisons ensuite un calcul extérieur discret scalaire appliqué aux 1-formes pour analyser et
contrôler la torsion et la courbure d’une connexion de manière systématique. Nous analysons le
comportement numérique de ces constructions, qui sont intégrées dans un pipeline de traitement
géométrique pour des applications telles que la conception de champs de directions, la génération
de motifs à rayures ainsi que des méthodes telles que la méthode de la chaleur vectorielle.

Dans la deuxième partie de cette thèse, nous développons un cadre général pour le calcul extérieur
discret à valeurs dans un fibré. Nous commençons par donner un aperçu de la théorie continue des
formes différentielles à valeurs dans un fibré vectoriel. Nous présentons ensuite un schéma combi-
natoire pour les formes différentielles discrètes à valeurs dans un fibré vectoriel. Nous mettons en-
suite cette description abstraite en relation avec les formes différentielles continues définies sur un
fibré vectoriel. L’étape décisive consiste à formaliser une notion d’intégration adaptée aux formes à
valeurs dans un fibré. Contrairement au cas scalaire, l’intégration de telles formes nécessite un mé-
canisme permettant de comparer différentes fibres. Nous montrons que cette comparaison peut
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être effectuée de manière naturelle en utilisant l’interaction entre les connexions et les rétractions.
Cette construction fournit un principe canonique qui permet de déduire des cochaînes discrètes
directement à partir de formes différentielles lisses à valeurs dans un fibré vectoriel. Sur cette base,
nous introduisons une nouvelle dérivée extérieure covariante discrète. Nous montrons que cet
opérateur converge vers son homologue continu sous raffinement du maillage, résolvant ainsi les
problèmes de cohérence observés dans les approches antérieures. Nous établissons également que
la courbure discrète obtenue à partir de cette dérivée est compatible, au sens de la convergence, avec
la courbure lisse associée à la connexion continue sous-jacente. Un résultat central de cette deux-
ième partie est la satisfaction exacte des identités de Bianchi au niveau combinatoire. Nous mon-
trons que ces identités, formulées dans le cadre discret, sont vérifiées exactement. De plus, nous
prouvons que l’identité algébrique de Bianchi reste valable à la limite lorsque l’on affine le mail-
lage. Par ailleurs, nous démontrons que les propriétés structurelles fondamentales de la théorie
continue – telles que la naturalité, la compatibilité avec les morphismes de fibrés et l’interpolation
de Whitney – sont préservées dans notre cadre discret.

Enfin, nous démontrons que nos constructions ne se limitent pas aux complexes simpliciaux,
mais s’étendent à une classe plus large de complexes cellulaires non simpliciaux, élargissant ainsi
le champ d’application du cadre proposé.

IV





Acknowledgements

A PhD takes a great deal of time and energy, but looking back, I see a journey I enjoyed so much.
The road was not always easy, yet it was one along which I grew as a person and had a lot of fun.
This deeply rewarding experience was made possible by a number of remarkable people. First
and foremost, I want to thank my supervisor, Mathieu, for his guidance and support throughout
these years. I enjoyed working with you enormously, and I am extremely grateful for everything
you taught me in computer science, graphics, mathematics and beyond. It has been a privilege to
learn from you, both as a scientist and as a person. I also want to thank Yiying for co-advising me.
The countless times we were completely stuck and you saw, within minutes, a creative and elegant
way out will never stop amazing me. A giant thank you goes to Mark as well. It was such a privilege
and so much fun to work with you and to learn from you. Thank you for your kindness and your
patience and for teaching me so many invaluable things: beautiful mathematics, how to write good
C++, how to make beautiful illustrations and presentations, and so much more. I want to thank
my jury members Anil Hirani, Jacques-Olivier Lachaud, David Coeurjolly, Francesca Rapetti,
and Jean-Marc Thiery. I want to thank François for working out bundle-valued DEC with us.
I want to thank Ulrich, Felix, and Oliver from TU Berlin for helping me build my foundations
as an undergraduate and for getting me interested in (discrete) differential geometry in the first
place. A great deal was also learned during an internship at Adobe. A big thanks to Jean-Marc for
mentoring me and showing me a new angle on graphics and numerics and to Jérémie for teaching
me to turn beautiful ideas into robust and efficient software. I want to thank Pooran for the many
rounds of TDs in geometric modelling. Those sessions taught also me a great deal in many ways.
Beyond that, thank you for your kindness and for believing in me. I want to thank the people from
the Geomerix and Vista labs who accompanied me along this way and made it so enjoyable. Thank
you Jiong, Nissim, Julie, Jingyi, Damien, Wei, Jiayi, Tara, Amandine, Rodrigo, Julia, Pierre, Lucas,
Xavier, Vicky, Ramana, Weizhou and Aude. Thank you for your empathy and for the wonderful
environment you created. Outside the plateau, I want to thank Kian, Soheil, Parimah, Fatemeh,
Mariya, Marjan, Philipp, Julia, Cynthia, Sri, Juan, Thais, Sanu, Nasim, Felix, Valon and Ferdinand
for all your support –whereever you are right now– and the good moments along the way. I want
to thank my family Christine, Martin, and Sophie for always being there for me, believing in me,
and supporting me throughout the PhD and in every other part of life. And I want to thank you,
Fatemeh. Thank you for being so curious to explore so many new things with me. Thank you for
all the incredible dishes you made for me along this path. Thank you for being there for me, and
for your love and support.

VI





List of Symbols

Smooth Manifolds

Symbol Description

M A smooth manifold.
Ωk(M) The space of smooth, scalar-valued differential k-forms onM.
d Exterior derivative for scalar-valued forms.
∧ Wedge product for scalar-valued forms.
σ k k-dimensional simplex.
s A region in the smooth manifoldM diffeomorphic to simplex σ .
ψ Diffeomorphism mapping reference simplex intoM.
cs, cm Center of mass of a simplex s or a facem.

Smooth Vector Bundles and Connections

Symbol Description

π : E→M Smooth vector bundle overM.
Ep Fiber at p ∈M.
Γ (E) The space of smooth global sections of the bundle E.
Ωk(M,E) The space of vector bundle-valued k-forms (taking values in E).
Ωk(M,End(E)) The space of endomorphism-valued k-forms (taking values in End(E)).
∇ Connection on the vector bundle E.
d∇ Smooth exterior covariant derivative induced by∇.
ω Smooth connection 1-form, representing∇ locally in a chosen frame.
Ω∇ Smooth curvature 2-form.
Pγ The continuous parallel transport operator along a curve γ .

VIII



List of Symbols

Discrete Bundle-Valued Calculus

Symbol Description

Rij Discrete parallel transport mapping Evj → Evi .
Rij Matrix representation of Rij .
ωij Discrete connection 1-form (Rij − Id).
Ω∇ Discrete curvature 2-form on σ at v0.
σ,v0 Reference simplex and its specified base vertex.
f ∇,v0 Parallel-Propagated Frame (PPF) at v0.
R∇,v0 Gauge transformation into the PPF at v0.
α∇,v0 Coordinate representation of α in the PPF at v0.
∇
ϕv

∫
Connection-dependent integral with a retraction onto v.

d∇ Sided discrete exterior covariant derivative.
Alt∇ Alternation operator for combinatorial averaging.
d∇ Alternated discrete exterior covariant derivative (Alt∇d∇).

IX





Table of Contents

List of Symbols VIII

1 Introduction 2

1.1 Differential Forms as Measurements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

1.2 Exterior Derivative and Stokes’ Theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

1.3 Discrete Exterior Calculus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

1.4 Bundle-Valued Differential Forms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

1.5 Smooth Theory of Connections . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

1.5.1 Preliminaries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

1.5.2 Operators and their properties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

2 Discrete Torsion Of Connections On Surfaces 18

2.1 Connections On Surfaces: A Two-Dimensional Specialization . . . . . . . . . 18

2.1.1 Vector Fields and Moving Frames . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

2.1.2 Connections and Parallel Transport on Surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

2.1.3 Connections on Discrete Surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

2.2 Torsion on Discrete Surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

2.2.1 Notation and Conventions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

2.2.2 A New Discrete Levi-Civita Connection . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

2.2.3 Discrete Torsion of a Connection . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26

2.2.4 Trivial Connections . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27

2.3 Evaluation and Results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

2.3.1 N−Vector Field Design . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

2.3.2 Connection Laplacians . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

2.3.3 Convergence . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

2.3.4 Sensitivity to Dual Mesh . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

XI



TABLE OF CONTENTS

3 Discrete Exterior Calculus of Bundle-Valued Forms 34

3.1 Discrete Connections and Bundle-valued Differential Forms . . . . . . . . . . 34

3.1.1 Discrete Vector Bundles, Frame Bundles, and Connections . . . . . . 35

3.1.2 Discrete Bundle-Valued Differential Forms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

3.1.3 Discrete Connection One-Form . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

3.1.4 Discrete Curvature Two-Form . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

3.2 Discrete Bundle-Valued Exterior Calculus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40

3.2.1 Integration of Bundle-valued forms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40

3.2.2 Revisiting the Discretization of Bundle-valued Forms . . . . . . . . . 46

3.2.3 Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for Bundle-valued Forms . . . . 48

3.2.4 Discrete Endomorphism-valued Exterior Covariant Derivative . . . . . 51

3.2.5 Revisiting Discrete Curvature . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53

3.3 Properties and Convergence of our Discrete Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57

3.3.1 Properties of the Discrete Exterior Derivative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57

3.3.2 Convergence analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60

3.3.3 Numerical Testing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71

4 Discrete Exterior Calculus of Bundle-Valued Forms on non-simplicial cells 82

4.1 Discrete Bundle-Valued Forms on non-simplicial cells . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82

4.2 Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative on non-simplicial meshes . . . . . . . . 82

4.2.1 Numerical Verification . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93

5 Conclusion 99

5.1 Summary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 99

5.2 Discussion of alternative discretization strategies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100

5.2.1 Direct Optimization of the Connection with the Parallel-Propagated Frame 100

5.2.2 Torsion of Connections on Surfaces Through a Linear System . . . . 102

5.3 Future Work . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105

5.3.1 Torsion Guided 3D Frame Generation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105

5.4 Discrete Ricci Tensor and Contracted Bianchi Identities . . . . . . . . . . . . 107

5.5 Discrete Elasticity with Bundle-Valued Forms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109

A Analytic Minimal-Torsion Trivial Connections 116

B Proof of Theorem. Definition 3.36 118

XII



TABLE OF CONTENTS

C Simplification of non-commmutative expressions. 120

D Direct Calculation for the Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative of Bundle-Valued
1−Forms 122

E Convergence Analysis for Endomorphism Valued Forms 126

XIII





1 | Introduction

Many problems in geometry processing, computational physics, and applied geometry require the
discretization of differential operators on curved domains. Typical examples include the computa-
tion of fluxes, circulations, and conservation laws on surfaces or volumetric meshes. In the smooth
setting, such quantities are naturally expressed in a coordinate-free way using differential forms
and their exterior derivative. Preserving their structure in a discretization is essential for numerical
robustness, stability, and physical fidelity [MR02].

Discrete exterior calculus (DEC) [Hir03, DKT08] has emerged as a principled framework for
achieving this goal. By representing differential forms through integrals over mesh elements and
defining discrete differentiation via incidence relations, DEC reproduces Stokes’ theorem and the
algebraic structure of the de Rham complex exactly at the discrete level [Bos98] This structure-
preserving property has led to a wide range of successful applications in geometry processing [?]
and computational physics, where discrete operators inherit conservation laws and topological
invariants from their smooth counterparts.

However, to date, far less attention has been dedicated to the discretization of differential
forms with values in a vector bundle — even if Cartan’s original work [Car23] made extensive use
of such bundle-valued forms. One obvious difficulty is that bundle-valued forms do not seamlessly
admit a simple discretization: indeed, the mere pointwise expression of a bundle-valued form re-
quires a pointwise fiber, making it difficult to properly define a discrete counterpart to the exterior
covariant derivative where the integration over a domain can only be achieved in a common fiber.
An exception is the case of discrete connections on two-dimensional surfaces, which has garnered
significant interest in vector field processing [CDS10, DGBD20] to define parallel transport and
connection curvature for instance; but this 2D case can be handled with connections that are seen
as angle-valued forms (since 2D rotations are commutative) once a section of the frame bundle has
been chosen, while the general case requires the use of discrete forms with values in the group of
rotation matrices, bringing significant difficulties due in part to their non-commutativity.

Yet, the use of connection curvature is key in fields such as Yang-Mills theory and relativity
[Ein16] in computational physics, since it provides an invariant, frame-independent measure. It
is therefore natural to hope that the development of structure-preserving discretizations of the
exterior calculus of bundle-valued forms can be beneficial for a wide range of numerical endeavors.
At present, there is no general formal, readily-computable, discrete analogue of this construction
that both preserves the underlying geometric structure and converges under mesh refinement.

The aim of this thesis is to address this gap. We develop a discrete exterior calculus for bundle-
valued differential forms that extends the structure-preserving philosophy of DEC beyond the
scalar valued setting. Our focus lies on simplicial meshes and operators that admit a clear geometric

2



Introduction

interpretation, integrate naturally into geometry processing pipelines, and provably converge to
their smooth counterparts.

In the first part of this thesis, we review the mathematical foundations of vector bundles,
smooth exterior calculus, and discrete exterior calculus. Building on this background, we then
investigate torsion and curvature for discrete connections on surfaces. This work was carried out
in collaboration with Mark Gillespie, Yiying Tong, and Mathieu Desbrun, and was published in
ACM Transactions on Graphics [BGTD25]. In the second part, we introduce a general frame-
work for discrete bundle-valued exterior calculus. This framework was developed in collabora-
tion with François Gay-Balmaz, Yiying Tong, and Mathieu Desbrun, and is publicly available on
arXiv [BTGBD25].

1.1 Differential Forms as Measurements

Work in a Force Field along a Path

Covector Field / Differential 1-Form

We begin by recalling the interpretation of differential forms as
measurements on oriented geometric objects, emphasizing the
perspective that underlies discrete exterior calculus. We refer
to [AMR88] as a reference for the following review of exterior cal-
culus.

Let us consider a classical problem from mechanics. Suppose
thatM is a smooth manifold and that we are given a vector field
V onM. Formally a vector field is a smooth section of the tan-
gent bundle TM =

⊔
p∈MTpM, the disjoint union of all tangent

planes at points in p ∈M, that is, an assignment p 7→ Vp ∈ TpM
varying smoothly with p. We write V ∈ Γ TM.

What is the work performed by V when moving an object
along a smooth curve γ : [0,1] → M? Assuming we are given
a metric ⟨·, ·⟩ on TM, the work can be expressed as

W (γ) =
∫
γ
⟨V (γ), γ̇⟩.

A closer inspection reveals that, at each point γ(t), the primary
object of interest is not V (γ(t)), but rather the action that this
vector has on the current tangent direction, i.e ⟨V (γ(t)), ·⟩. Mathematically, the (linear) action
of a vector on another vector is given by an element in the dual space.

Mathematically, the linear action of a vector on another vector is given by an element in the
dual space — for each pointp ∈M, the cotangent spaceT ∗pM is defined as the dual of the tangent
space TpM, that is, the space of linear maps TpM→ R. Collecting these spaces acrossM yields
the cotangent bundle T ∗M =

⊔
p∈M.

This observation reflects a general principle in physics: for vector fields such as velocity fields,
force fields, or electric fields, what matters is how the field acts on an object moving through the
space (or more generally spacetime), rather than the vector alone.

This perspective suggests a reformulation: Instead of assigning to each point p ∈ M a vec-

3



1.1 Differential Forms as Measurements

tor Vp ∈ TpM, we may equivalently consider the associated covector, this is what we refer to as a
differential 1-form.

Definition 1.1 (Differential 1-form and Musical Isomorphism). LetM be a smooth manifold.
We call a section α ∈ Γ T ∗M through the cotangent bundle a differential 1-form. We denote
the space of differential 1-forms onM with Ω1(M). In addition, if we are given a metric g , it
induces the canonical isomorphisms

♭ : TM→Ω1(M) : v 7→ g(v, ·), and ♯ : Ω1(M)→ TM : α = v♭ 7→ v,

which we refer to as the musical isomorphisms.

Any differential 1-form α ∈Ω1(M) introduces a measurement on curves. Given any (piece-
wise) smooth curve γ ∈ C1(M), we can define the action of the differential form on γ via

α : C1(M)→R : γ →
∫
γ
α =

∫
[0,1]

αγ(t)[γ̇(t)]dt.

We note that when we concatenate two curves, the action on the two curves is summed. Similarly,
when reversing the orientation of a curve, we simply flip the sign of the induced action.

Formally a differential form of degree k is defined as follows:

Definition 1.2 (Differential k-forms). Let k ≥ 0. The k-th exterior power ΛkV ∗ of a vector
space V is the space of alternating k-linear maps

ω : V × · · · ×V︸      ︷︷      ︸
k times

→R.

A differential k-form on a smooth manifoldM is a smooth section of the bundle ΛkT ∗M.
We denote the space of differential k-forms by Ωk(M). Given an evaluation point p ∈ M
and an ordered set of tangent vectors fields s = [v0, . . . , vk ∈ TpM], we denote by ωp[s] =
ωp[v0, . . . , vk] the evaluation ofω on the stencil s = [v0, . . . , vk].

The wedge product. The wedge product is a bilinear operation that combines differential
forms while enforcing antisymmetry. For 1-forms α,β ∈ Ω1(M), the wedge product α ∧ β ∈
Ω2(M) is defined pointwise by

(α ∧ β)(v1,v2) = α(v1)β(v2)−α(v2)β(v1),

for all tangent vectors v1,v2.

More generally, the wedge product of a k-form and an ℓ-form yields a (k+ℓ)-form that is mul-
tilinear and alternating: given α∈Ωk(M) and β ∈Ωℓ(M), the (k+ℓ)-form α ∧ β ∈Ωk+ℓ(M) is
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Introduction

the antisymmetrization of the tensor product of the two forms, i.e., for allX1, . . . ,Xk+ℓ ∈ Γ (TM),

α ∧ β(X1, . . . ,Xk+ℓ) =
1

(k + ℓ)!
Alt(α ⊗ β)(X1, . . . ,Xk+ℓ)

=
1

(k + ℓ)!

∑
σ∈Sk+ℓ

sgn(σ )α(Xσ (1), . . . ,Xσ (k))β(Xσ (k+1), . . . ,Xσ (k+ℓ+1)),

(1.1.1)

where Sk+ℓ denotes the permutation of (k+ℓ) indices.

Local representation. If φ = (x1, . . . ,xn) is a local coordinate chart onM, then the differen-
tials (dx1, . . . ,dxn) form a basis of the cotangent spaceT ∗pM at each pointp ∈M. Any differential
k-form α ∈Ωk(M) can therefore be written locally as

ω =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n
ωi1···ik dx

i1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxik .

Integration of differential k-forms We briefly recall the classical construction of integration
for scalar-valued differential forms on smooth manifolds, in order to fix notation and provide a
reference point for the bundle-valued generalization discussed later.

Definition 1.3. LetM be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and let α ∈Ωk(M). The sup-
port of α is defined as

supp(α) = {p ∈M | αp , 0}.

Throughout this section, we restrict attention to compactly-supported differential forms. This
is a mild assumption for our purposes, since most applications considered in this thesis involve dif-
ferential forms defined on compact manifolds.

Given a compactly-supported differential form and a local coordinate chart, we may define
the integral of the form locally as follows.

Definition and Theorem 1.4. LetM be an n-dimensional manifold and let α ∈Ωn(M) be
a compactly supported differential form. Let U ⊂ R

n and V ⊂ M be open sets such that there
exists a coordinate chartφ = (x1, . . . ,xn) : U → V . Denote by (∂x1, . . . ,∂xn) the induced local
frame of the tangent bundle.

The integral of α over V is defined by∫
V
α =

∫
U
αφ(p)

[
∂x1(p), . . . ,∂xn(p)

]
dµ

R
n(p).

This definition is independent of the chosen coordinate chart: if ψ = (y1, . . . , yn) : U → V is
another coordinate chart, then∫

U
αφ(p)

[
∂x1(p), . . . ,∂xn(p)

]
dµ

R
n(p) =

∫
U
αψ(p)

[
∂y1(p), . . . ,∂yn(p)

]
dµ

R
n(p). (1.1.2)
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1.1 Differential Forms as Measurements

Proof. See [AMR88, Proposition 7.5].

The above construction defines integration locally in a single chart. To extend this definition
to the entire manifold, we employ partitions of unity.

Definition 1.5. LetM be a smooth n-dimensional manifold. An atlas ofM is a collection of
chartsA = {φi : Ui → Vi} such that

M =
⋃
i

Vi .

Definition 1.6. A partition of unity on a smooth manifoldM consists of a family {(Vi , gi)}
such that:

1. {Vi} is a locally finite open covering ofM,

2. gi ∈ C∞(M), with gi ≥ 0 and supp(gi) ⊂ Vi ,

3. for all p ∈M, it holds that
∑
i gi(p) = 1.

IfA = {(Vj ,φj )} is an atlas ofM, a partition of unity {(V ′i , gi)} is said to be subordinate to
A if for eachV ′i there existsVj ∈ A such thatV ′i ⊂ Vj . A manifold is said to admit a partition
of unity if every atlas admits a subordinate partition of unity.

With these notions in place, the global integral of a compactly-supported differential form is
defined as follows.

Definition 1.7. LetM be a smooth n-dimensional manifold admitting a partition of unity
{(Vi , gi)}. Let α ∈Ωn(M) be a compactly supported differential form. The integral of α over
M is defined by ∫

M
α =

∑
i

∫
Vi

giα.

For a detailed proof that this definition is well defined and independent of the chosen partition
of unity, see [AMR88, Proposition 7.1.6].

Differential Forms as Measurements In the discussion above, we recalled that differential 1-
forms can be interpreted as linear functionals acting on tangent vectors and, upon integration, as
measurements of work performed along oriented curves. This interpretation naturally extends to
differential forms of higher degree.

For instance, in fluid mechanics one is often interested in the flux of a velocity field through
an oriented surface patch. Unlike the work done along a curve, such a quantity depends on two
independent tangent directions at each point and changes sign when the orientation of the sur-
face is reversed. Consequently, flux is naturally modeled by a differential 2-form, whose evalu-
ation encodes both magnitude and orientation. More generally, given an oriented, embedded
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Flux

=
Figure 1.1: Flux as Scalar Valued Differential Form. A vector field V induces a measurement
on oriented surface patches by evaluating the flux of V through the patch. This measurement is
naturally modeled by a differential 2-form, whose evaluation encodes both magnitude and orien-
tation.

k-dimensional manifold σ ⊂ M, a differential k-form ω ∈ Ωk(M) can be integrated over σ ,
yielding a scalar quantity that depends only on the oriented geometry of σ . From this perspective,
differential k-forms may be viewed as measurements of oriented k-dimensional content.

This viewpoint is particularly well suited for discretization: k-forms naturally pair with k-
dimensional geometric objects, such as edges, faces, and volumes, and their integrals represent
intrinsic quantities associated with these oriented elements. As such, differential forms provide a
natural language for describing measurements on both smooth and discrete domains.

1.2 Exterior Derivative and Stokes’ Theorem

Having interpreted differential forms as measurements on oriented domains, a natural question
arises: how do such measurements change? In physical terms, this corresponds to questions such
as: how does the circulation of a vector field vary across a surface, or how does the flux through
a surface change within a volume? In classical vector calculus, these questions are answered by
operators such as the gradient, curl, and divergence.

The exterior derivative provides a unified and coordinate-free generalization of these notions.
Rather than introducing separate differential operators for each type of quantity, the exterior
derivative acts uniformly on differential forms of arbitrary degree.

Definition 1.8 (Exterior derivative). LetM be a smooth manifold. The exterior derivative is
a linear operator

d : Ωk(M)→Ωk+1(M),

defined for all k ≥ 0, which satisfies the following properties:

1. For a smooth function f ∈Ω0(M), the exterior derivative df coincides with the differ-
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1.3 Discrete Exterior Calculus

ential of f .

2. d is graded linear and obeys the graded Leibniz rule

d(α ∧ β) = dα∧ β + (−1)kα ∧ dβ, α ∈Ωk(M).

3. d2 = 0.

The action of the exterior derivative can be interpreted as follows. If a differential k-form measures
oriented k-dimensional content, then its exterior derivative measures how this content accumu-
lates on the boundary of a (k + 1)-dimensional region. In this sense, the exterior derivative relates
measurements on a domain to measurements on its boundary.

Theorem 1.9 (Stokes’ theorem). Let M be an oriented smooth manifold and let Ω ⊂ M be
a compact, oriented (k + 1)-dimensional submanifold with boundary ∂Ω. For any differential
k-formω ∈Ωk(M), the following identity holds:∫

Ω

dω =
∫
∂Ω
ω.

Stokes’ theorem subsumes many classical integral theorems of vector calculus as special cases, in-
cluding the fundamental theorem of calculus, Green’s theorem, the classical Stokes theorem, and
the divergence theorem.

The exterior derivative organizes differential forms into a sequence of linear spaces connected
by structure-preserving operators. Together with the property d2 = 0, this yields the de Rham
complex

0 −→Ω0(M)
d−→Ω1(M)

d−→Ω2(M)
d−→ ·· · d−→Ωn(M) −→ 0, (1.2.1)

where n = dimM. The exactness properties of this complex encode fundamental topological
information about the manifold and underlie many conservation laws in physics. From the per-
spective adopted here, the de Rham complex expresses a compatibility between integration, dif-
ferentiation, and orientation that is entirely independent of coordinates.

1.3 Discrete Exterior Calculus

We now review the core ideas of discrete exte-
rior calculus, focusing on the aspects that will
later be extended to bundle-valued forms. A
key feature of differential forms is that they in-
duce an action on oriented domains through
integration. This observation suggests a nat-
ural discretization strategy: rather than dis-
cretizing pointwise values of fields, one may
discretize the integrals of differential forms
over a finite collection of domains. This approach is particularly well suited to triangulated mani-
folds, where the geometry is represented by a finite set of simplices of varying dimension.

8
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LetM be an oriented cellular complex. We denote by Ck(M) the vector space of formal linear
combinations of oriented k-cells, called k-chains. The boundary operator

∂ : Ck(M)→Ck−1(M)

maps each oriented k−cell to the alternating sum of its oriented boundary (k −1)-cells. A funda-
mental property of the boundary operator is that ∂2 = 0, reflecting the fact that the boundary of
a boundary vanishes.

Discrete differential forms arise naturally as linear functionals on chains.

Definition 1.10 (Discrete differential forms). A discrete k-form onM is a linear map

ω : Ck(M)→R.

The space of discrete k-forms is therefore the dual space

Ck(M) := Hom(Ck(M),R),

whose elements are referred to as k-cochains.

Equivalently, a discrete k-form assigns a single scalar value to each oriented k-simplex. This
value may be interpreted as the integral of an underlying smooth k-form over that simplex. Revers-
ing the orientation of the simplex changes the sign of the assigned value, mirroring the orientation
dependence of smooth differential forms.

The discrete analogue of the exterior derivative is defined by duality with the boundary oper-
ator.

Definition 1.11 (Coboundary operator). The coboundary operator

d: Ck(M)→Ck+1(M)

is defined by
⟨dω,c⟩ := ⟨ω,∂c⟩ for all c ∈ Ck+1(M),

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the natural pairing between chains and cochains.

Cancellation!

This definition immediately implies two fundamental prop-
erties. First, the coboundary operator satisfies

d2 = 0,

since ∂2 = 0. Thus, discrete differential forms assemble into the
discrete de Rham complex

0 −→ C0(M)
d−→ C1(M)

d−→ C2(M)
d−→ ·· · d−→ Cn(M) −→ 0.

(1.3.1)

Second, the defining relation of dh is precisely a discrete form
of Stokes’ theorem: the integral of a discrete (k + 1)-form over a
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1.4 Bundle-Valued Differential Forms

(k + 1)-simplex is equal to the sum of the integrals of the corre-
sponding k-form over its oriented boundary faces. In this sense,
the fundamental compatibility between differentiation and integration is preserved exactly at the
discrete level.

This summary of DEC is by far not complete. For a detailed discusson of discrete wedge prod-
ucts, Lie derivative or Hodge Star operators we refer to [Hir03, DHLM05].

1.4 Bundle-Valued Differential Forms

Up to this point, we have restricted our attention to differential forms that take values in the real
numbers. This scalar-valued setting already captures a wide range of geometric and physical quan-
tities, such as work along curves or flux through surfaces, and it is precisely the regime in which
discrete exterior calculus has proven most successful. However, many fundamental objects in ge-
ometry and physics are not scalar-valued. In Cartan’s original formulation of differential geometry,
differential forms are frequently bundle-valued, taking values in a vector bundle rather than in R.

A first example arises in continuum mechanics. In elasticity, the stress exerted by a deforming
body can be probed by considering an oriented surface element and asking for the force acting
across it. Reversing the orientation of the surface reverses the sign of the force, yet the quantity
being measured is a vector rather than a scalar. Such objects are naturally modeled as vector-valued

Deform

Stress as (Co)-Vector valued 2-Form

Figure 1.2: Stress as a Vector-Valued Differential Form. The stress generated by a deforming
body can be probed by selecting an oriented surface element and measuring the force transmitted
across it. This measurement is naturally modeled by a vector-valued differential 2-form, whose
evaluation on an oriented surface element encodes both the magnitude and the direction of the
transmitted force. In this example, the displacement field corresponds to the third nontrivial eigen-
mode of a linear elasticity energy defined on the body. For the test parallelogram shown in the top
right, no force is transmitted across the surface, and the stress form therefore evaluates to zero on
this stencil. In contrast, for the test parallelogram in the bottom right, a nonzero component of
force acts across the surface. We visualize the unit normal of the test surface in black and the value
of the stress 2-form in red.

differential 2-forms, a viewpoint that has been adopted in several geometric formulations of elas-
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ticity [KAT+07, WNC23, RBC+23]. This example already illustrates a fundamental departure
from the scalar setting: measurements now take values in a vector space that varies from point to
point.

An even more intrinsic example is provided by the solder form. On a smooth manifoldM , the
solder form is a canonical 1-form defined on the tangent bundle and taking values in the tangent
bundle itself. At each point, it acts by

θ(X) = X,

that is, it identifies a tangent vector with itself. While this definition appears tautological at first
glance, the importance of the solder form lies in its role within Cartan’s calculus, where it medi-
ates between abstract differential forms and geometric directions on the manifold. Unlike scalar-
valued forms, the solder form takes values in the tangent bundle, and any attempt to differentiate
it necessarily involves comparing vectors that live in different tangent spaces.

This observation marks a fundamental departure from the scalar setting. Whereas the exte-
rior derivative of a scalar-valued form is defined intrinsically, the differentiation of a bundle-valued
form requires additional geometric structure specifying how values in different fibers are related.
Only once such a rule is prescribed does differentiation become meaningful. In the smooth the-
ory, this leads to the exterior covariant derivative, and geometric quantities such as torsion arise
naturally from this construction.

These considerations highlight the limitations of scalar discrete exterior calculus and motivate
the development of a discrete theory for bundle-valued differential forms. Before addressing the
discrete setting, we first review the corresponding smooth geometric framework, emphasizing the
structures and identities that will later guide our discretization.

1.5 Smooth Theory of Connections

To prepare for a discrete extension, we next review the smooth theory of bundle-valued differential
forms and connections. We begin by first reviewing the geometric concepts that we will discretize,
highlighting the properties we wish to preserve in the discrete realm.

1.5.1 Preliminaries

In the study of an n-dimensional manifoldM, we often encounter a vector bundle π : E→M,
and a local trivialization φ : E|U → U ×Rr with U ⊂ M being an open subset. This provides
us with a local frame field {f1, ..., fr} on U associated with the canonical basis {e1, ..., er} of Rr
given by fa(x) = φ−1(x,ea) for each point x ∈ U . If we switch to another local trivialization
φ̃ : π−1(Ũ ) = E|Ũ → Ũ ×Rr (where Ũ is another open subset ofM), the resulting local frame
{f̃a} relates to the local frame {fa} via a matrix of change of basesA :U ∩ Ũ → GL(r). Using the
Einstein summation convention, we have

fa = f̃bA
b
a. (1.5.1)

For a section s ∈ Γ (E) of the vector bundle (i.e., an assignment for each point p ∈M of a vector
s(p) in the point’s fiberπ−1(p)), which we can express locally as s = fasa = f̃as̃a, the components
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1.5 Smooth Theory of Connections

sa and s̃a are, instead, related through

s̃a = Aabs
b.

Connection. Given a vector bundle π : E→M, a connection∇ is a bilinear map
∇ : Γ (TM)×Γ (E)→ Γ (E) such that for g ∈ C∞(M), s ∈ Γ (E), andX ∈ Γ (TM), we have

(i) ∇X(gs) = g∇X s+ dg(X) s (i.e., it satisfies Leibniz Rule)

(ii) ∇(gX) s = g∇X s. (i.e., it is tensorial inX)

In local frames, where s = fasa, we can write∇s = fa ⊗ (dsa +ωabs
b), i.e.,

∇Xs = fa(ds
a(X) +ωab(X)sb), (1.5.2)

for allX ∈ Γ (TM), whereω∈Ω1(U,gl(r)) is the local connection 1−form given by∇fa=fbωba .
Here gl denotes the Lie algebra of the Lie group GL(r). Using Equation (1.5.1) we can express
the change of the local connection 1−form ω̃ for another local trivialization through the gauge
transformation:

ω = A−1ω̃A+A−1dA ⇔ ω̃ = AωA−1 −dA A−1. (1.5.3)

This relationship between the local connection one-forms is central to the understanding of the
behavior of the connection under changes of local trivializations.

A connection∇ on the vector bundleπ : E→M naturally induces a connection∇End on the
endomorphism bundle End(E)→M, whose fiber at p is the space End(Ep) = Hom(Ep,Ep) of
endomorphisms of Ep. It is defined by enforcing the Leibniz rule on L(x),(

∇End
X L

)
(s) := ∇X(L(s))−L(∇Xs), (1.5.4)

for all L ∈ Γ (End(E)).

Pullback connection. Given a smooth mapΨ : M→N between two manifolds and a vector
bundle π : E → N overN , we can define the pullback bundle as π′ : Ψ ∗E →M, (Ψ ∗E)p :=
EΨ (p). Given a connection ∇ on E, we want to equip the pullback bundle with a pullback con-
nection Ψ ∗∇ such that, for any given section s ∈ ΓE, we have

(Ψ ∗∇)Ψ ∗s = Ψ ∗(∇s).

Such a connection exists and is called the pullback connection. We refer the reader to [MS74] for
the proof of its existence and uniqueness.

Parallel transport. Parallel transport is a fundamental concept in differential geometry and
plays a key role in understanding the geometry of manifolds. Given a curve γ : [0,1]→M and a
vector v0 ∈ Eγ(0) in the fiber at γ(0), parallel transport along γ is the process of transporting v0
to γ(t) while maintaining its direction in the vector bundle.

The resulting vector at γ(t) is denoted by v(t) and is a solution to the differential equation
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Dtv(t) = 0 and v(0) = v0, (1.5.5)

where Dtv is the covariant time derivative of
curves v(t) ∈ E associated to a connection ∇
on E, given locally by

Dtv = fa(∂tv
a +ωab(γ̇)vb). (1.5.6)

Here, va are the components of v in a local frame fa for the fiber, andωab are the connection
coefficients associated with∇ in fa.

The unique solution to the initial value problem Equation 1.5.5 alongγ yields a one-parameter
family of parallel transport maps

Rγ,t : Eγ(t)→ Eγ(0),

which is an intrinsic object. We will simply writeRt the parallel transport maps, when the choice
of the curve γ is obvious from the context. If we consider a local frame field fa(x) in a neigh-
borhood of the curve, the linear map can be represented by a matrix (Rt)

a
b, via Rtfa(γ(t)) =

fb(γ(0))(Rt)ba. Moreover, according to Equation 1.5.3, the matrix Rt is the solution to d
dtRt =

Rtωγ(t)(γ̇(t)).

The solution to this last equation can be written as the path-ordered matrix exponential

P

(
exp

∫ t

0
ωγ(τ)(γ̇(τ))dτ

)
.

As ω is applied to the right of R, we order the terms with larger τ to the right. For instance, the
second-order term in the power series of the matrix exponential is

P
1
2

(∫ t

0
ωγ(τ)(γ̇(τ)) dτ

)2

=
∫ t

τ2=0

∫ τ2

τ1=0
ωγ(τ1)(γ̇(τ1))ωγ(τ2)(γ̇(τ2)) dτ1dτ2.

By utilizing the parallel transport matrices associated with (fa) alongγ as a gauge field, we can
derive a new frame field

f̃a(γ(t)) = fb(γ(t))(R−1
t )ba.

Consequently, in this new frame, ω̃(γ̇) =
0 by construction, and a constant ṽ ∈ R

r

along the curve satisfies the initial value prob-
lem Equation (1.5.5), i.e., ṽ = Rtv(t) = v0. Al-
ternatively, in the original frame fa, the parallel
transport is given by v(t) = R−1

t v0.

If X = γ̇(0) ∈ Tγ(0)M and α ∈ Γ (E) is
a section of E, then the parallel transport map
Rt can be used to define the covariant deriva-
tive of α with respect toX at γ(0) as

(∇Xα)γ(0) = lim
t→0

Rtαγ(t) −αγ(0)

t
=
d
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
Rtαγ(t). (1.5.7)
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1.5 Smooth Theory of Connections

1.5.2 Operators and their properties

We end this section with a review of the basic operators (and their properties) for which we will
provide discrete equivalents in the remainder of this paper.

Wedge product. We defined the wedge product for scalar valued differential forms in Equa-
tion (1.1.1). This notion can be similarly extended to forms that take values in vector bundles: the
wedge product∧ between bundle-valued forms and scalar-valued forms can be defined as:

∧ : Ωk(M,E)×Ωℓ(M)→Ωk+ℓ(M,E) : (α,β) 7→ α ∧ β =
(k + ℓ)!
k!ℓ!

Alt(α ⊗ β),

where the tensor product applied to (k+ℓ) vectorsX1, . . . ,Xk+ℓ ∈Γ (TM) is

α ⊗ β(X1, . . . ,Xk+ℓ) = α(X1, . . . ,Xk)β(Xk+1, . . . ,Xk+ℓ).

Exterior covariant derivative. The exterior covariant derivative is a natural extension of the
standard exterior derivative of scalar-valued forms to forms that take values in a vector bundle. In
particular, given a connection∇onπ : E→M, the exterior covariant derivatived∇ : Ωk(M,E)→
Ωk+1(M,E) obeys

d∇(α ⊗ s) = dα ⊗ s+ (−1)kα ∧∇s, ∀α ∈Ωk(M),∀s ∈ Γ (E), (1.5.8)

where ⊗ denotes the tensor product of differential forms and sections of the bundle E. Here, we
view∇(·)s as an E−valued 1-form. In local coordinates, Equation (1.5.8) is expressed as

(d∇γ)a = dγa +ωab ∧γ
b, (1.5.9)

where γ = faγa ∈Ωk(U,E) in a given local frame field {fa} of E, while the associated local con-
nection 1−form for this frame field has componentsωab.

Note that given a smooth map Ψ : M → N between two manifolds, and a vector bundle
π : E → N with connection ∇, the exterior covariant derivative commutes with the pullback:
given a form α ∈Ωk(N ,E) one has

dΨ
∗∇(Ψ ∗α) = Ψ ∗(d∇α). (1.5.10)

Additionally, given a bundle-valued form α ∈Ωk(M,E) and a scalar-valued form λ ∈Ωℓ(M),
the Leibniz rule between the wedge product and the exterior covariant derivative holds, i.e.,

d∇(α ∧λ) = d∇α ∧λ+ (−1)kα ∧ dλ.

For a proof of these last two properties, see [Mar18] for instance.

Curvature two-form and Bianchi identities. Connections are geometric structures that cap-
ture the idea of parallel transport along curves, and are an essential tool in the study of fiber bun-
dles.

One important geometric invariant of connections is the curvature 2−formΩ∇∈Ω2(M,End(E)),
which measures the failure of a connection to be flat, i.e., the impossibility of endowing the base
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manifold with a Euclidean structure. This skew-symmetric tensor is useful in geometry and physics
in areas such as general relativity, gauge theory, and topological quantum field theory. It quanti-
fies the noncommutativity of parallel transport around closed loops and encodes the infinitesi-
mal holonomy of the connection, also known as Ambrose-Singer theorem [AS53]. The curvature
2−form is defined as

Ω∇(X,Y )s := d∇(d∇s)(X,Y ), s ∈ Γ (E), X,Y ∈ Γ (TM).

If we are given a local frame field, it can be shown that we have the local formula

Ωa
b = dωab +ωac ∧ωcb = (dω+ω∧ω)ab. (1.5.11)

This local formula is also sometimes written abusively asΩ∇=d∇ω, to be understood as applying
the exterior covariant derivative for vector-valued forms to the columns of the connection 1−form
ω in the local frame. One can then show that the following general equation holds:

d∇d∇α = Ω∇(·, ·)∧α, ∀α ∈Ωk(M,E), (1.5.12)

a property proving that unlike the exterior derivative d of scalar-valued differential forms, the op-
erator d∇ is not nilpotent in general. Note that this property is often referred to as the algebraic
Bianchi identity.

Another important property is what is often referred to as the differential Bianchi identity,
a consequence of the Leibniz rule and antisymmetry of the exterior covariant derivative: it states
that

d∇
End

Ω∇ = 0, (1.5.13)
where∇End is the induced connection on the endomorphism bundle End(E)→M. More gen-
erally it can be shown that for the induced connection on the endomorphism bundle, Eq. Equa-
tion (1.5.12) can be expressed as

d∇
End
d∇

End
β = [Ω∇ ∧ β], ∀β ∈Ωk(M,End(E)), (1.5.14)

where [· ∧ ·] is the commutator using the wedge product.

Another usual identity linking curvature tensor and covariant derivatives is that, given a con-
nection∇ on a vector bundle π : E→M and for any 0-form s∈Γ (E), one has:

Ω∇(X,Y )s = ∇X∇Y s −∇Y∇Xs −∇[X,Y ]s, ∀X,Y ∈ Γ (TM), (1.5.15)

where [X,Y ] = XY −YX denotes the Lie-bracket between vector fields.

The curvature 2−form and its two associated Bianchi identities are central geometric notions
in the study of connections as they are independent of the choice of local trivializations of the
associated vector bundle E. Consequently, we will ensure that our discretization respects these
important properties.

Remark 1.12. The curvature is gauge covariant. This means that given two local frame fields {fa}
and {f̃a}, related via a matrix of change of bases as fa = f̃bAba (see Equation (1.5.1)) with associated
local connection 1−formω and ω̃, then the components of the matrix-valued curvature in both
frame are related as

Ω̃∇ = dω̃+ ω̃∧ ω̃ = A(dω+ω∧ω)A−1 = AΩ∇A−1.

That is, a change of basis in the fiber only amounts to a change of basis for the representation
matrix of the curvature endomorphism, see [CCL99, Eq. (1.29), page 108].
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Riemannian connections. Given a smooth manifoldM, we callM a Riemannian manifold
if the tangent bundle possesses a Riemannian metric, i.e., a section g ∈ Γ (Sym2(TM)) such that
gx : TxM× TxM→ R is a scalar product for each fiber space. A connection ∇ on the tangent
bundle is said to be compatible with the metric if it preserves the metric structure, which is a
natural condition in Riemannian geometry. In other words,∇ is compatible with the metric if the
covariant derivative of the metric with respect to a vector fieldX can be expressed in terms of the
metric and∇ as

d
(
g(s1, s2)

)
(X) = g(∇Xs1, s2) + g(s1,∇Xs2) ∀s1, s2 ∈ Γ (TM),X ∈ Γ (TM). (1.5.16)

If the connection is compatible with the metric, for any two vectors v,w ∈ TxM, the inner
product g(Rtv,Rtw) is preserved along parallel transport, whereRt denotes the parallel transport
map associated with the connection ∇. In a local orthonormal frame, this implies that the local
expressions of Rt belong to the special orthogonal group SO(n). This compatibility of the con-
nection with the metric structure is a fundamental requirement in Riemannian geometry: it plays
a major role in the definition of the Levi-Civita connection, which is the unique connection that
is both compatible with the metric and torsion-free — see the next paragraph for a definition of
torsion.

Solder form and torsion. For the special case where E=TM, the tautological 1−form θ, or
solder form, is a bundle-valued 1−form defined as θ(X) =X for any vector field X onM. For a
connection∇, the torsion 2−form is derived from the solder form through

Θ∇ = d∇θ = dθ +ω∧θ ∈Ω2(M,TM), (1.5.17)

where the last equality holds only locally. While the curvature 2−formΩ∇measures the deviation
of the covariant derivative from the exterior derivative, the torsion 2−form Θ, on the other hand,
measures the deviation of the covariant derivative from the Lie derivative, meaning that it measures
the failure of the connection to preserve the Lie bracket of vector fields under parallel transport.
Specifically, given a connection∇, the torsion 2−form Θ is also expressed through

Θ∇(X,Y ) = d∇θ(X,Y ) = ∇XY −∇YX − [X,Y ]

for vector fieldsX and Y onM .

The algebraic Bianchi identity often refers to the differential identity from Equation (1.5.12)
specifically applied to the solder form; it relates the exterior derivative of the torsion 2−form to
the curvature 2−form and the solder form through

d∇Θ∇ = d∇d∇θ = Ω∇ ∧θ. (1.5.18)

Remark 1.13 (Bianchi Identities in (Pseudo) Riemannian Geometry). Suppose we consider the
special case of a Riemannian manifold and E = TM. Let ∇ be the Levi-Civita connection, i.e.,
the unique torsion free connection compatible with the metric. In this case we usually write
Ω∇(X,Y )Z = R(X,Y )Z , with R the Riemann curvature (1,3)-tensor, i.e., R∈TM∗⊗TM∗⊗
TM∗⊗TM. We have

d∇
End

Ω∇ = 0 ⇔ ∇XR(Y ,Z) +∇YR(Z,X) +∇ZR(X,Y ) = 0
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and
0 = d∇d∇θ = Ω∇ ∧θ ⇔ R(X,Y )Z +R(Y ,Z)X +R(Z,X)Y = 0,

which are the familiar Bianchi identities as formulated in (pseudo)-Riemannian geometry. A
common form found in literature uses tensor notation. Let (∂1, . . . ,∂n) be a local coordinate
frame of TM. Let (dx1, . . . ,dxn) the associated dual frame. Using the Einstein sum convention
the coordinates of the Riemannian curvature tensor can be expressed as the components of the
curvature 2−form as

[Ω∇]
µ
ν = R

µ
ν,α,βdx

α ∧ dxβ ,

where
R
µ
ν,α,β = dxµ

(
R(∂α ,∂β)∂ν

)
.

The algebraic Bianchi identity then reads

0 = R
µ
ναβ +R

µ
αβν +R

µ
βνα .

As for the endomorphism-valued case, the definition for the covariant derivative of a tensor field
this time becomes:

R
µ
ναβ;λ = ∂λR

µ
ναβ +Rκναβω

µ
λκ −R

µ
καβω

κ
λν −R

µ
νκβω

κ
λα −R

µ
νακω

κ
λβ .

Using this definition of covariant tensor derivative, the differential Bianchi identity for the Levi-
Civita connection reads

0 = R
µ
ναβ;λ +R

µ
νλα;β +R

µ
νβλ;α .

For a detailed derivation of these formulas from Equation (1.5.13) and Equation (1.5.18), see [Fra11]
p.298-301.

The preceding discussion highlights that extending discrete exterior calculus to bundle-valued
differential forms requires substantially more structure than in the scalar case. While the smooth
theory provides a clear conceptual framework through Cartan’s calculus, its discrete counterpart
must address how bundle-valued quantities are represented, transported, and differentiated on a
mesh, while preserving the underlying geometric identities.

Before developing a general discrete exterior calculus for bundle-valued forms, it is instructive
to study a concrete example. Connections on two-dimensional surfaces provide such a setting.
In particular, torsion arises naturally as a vector-valued 2-form, that cannot be straightforwardly
investigated with the standard tools from scalar-valued DEC, making it a suitable test case for
discretizing bundle-valued exterior calculus.
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2 | Discrete Torsion Of Connections
On Surfaces

In the previous chapter, we developed a general framework for differential forms with values in
a vector bundle, and discussed the geometric structures that must be preserved when discretizing
such objects. Before turning to the full generality of bundle-valued exterior calculus, we now focus
on a concrete and particularly instructive special case: connections on two-dimensional surfaces.

Many tasks in geometry processing involve comparing directions across a surface: transporting
vectors, designing smooth direction fields, or aligning patterns along a mesh. Such comparisons
require a rule for relating tangent directions at nearby points. In differential geometry, this role
is played by a connection. Accordingly, discrete connections have become a fundamental tool in
geometry processing, appearing in applications ranging from vector field and stripe pattern design
[CDS10, KCPS15, LTGD16], to vectorization of 2D sketches [GHB+23], and design tools for sev-
eral forms of fabrication [MMDH+23, MMWC23, MJBHC24]. In the smooth setting, connec-
tions on surfaces can be studied using Cartan’s method of moving frames, where they are charac-
terized by two quantities: their scalar-valued curvature, and their vector-valued torsion. However,
existing work on connections focuses almost exclusively on curvature, neglecting torsion entirely.

2.1 Connections On Surfaces: A Two-Dimensional Specialization

We briefly recall the basic notions of moving frames, connections, curvature, and torsion in the
surface setting, reformulated in a concrete and geometric way that will guide our discrete construc-
tion.

2.1.1 Vector Fields and Moving Frames

basis
vectors

basis vector
fields

Vector field design is ubiquitous in geometry processing
[dGDT16, VCD+17]. The method of moving frames provides
a convenient way of calculating with vector fields on smooth
surfaces, and arises naturally in applications such as parame-
terization [CC23], shape deformation [Cor24], and hexahe-
dral meshing [CC19, FHTB23]. We have discussed in Sec-
tion 1.5.1 that given a local trivialization, we can express sec-
tions, in particular vector fields, through scalar-valued functions associated to this trivialization.
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Discrete Torsion Of Connections On Surfaces

In the two-dimensional case, just as one can express a vector v in the plane as a linear combina-
tion of basis vectors e1 and e2, one can express a vector field V (x) on a surface patch as a linear
combination of basis vector fields E1(x) and E2(x), i.e.

V (x) = c1(x)E1(x) + c2(x)E2(x), (2.1.1)

where c1(x) and c2(x) are scalar-valued coefficient functions. The basis fields E1 and E2 are of-
ten thought of as the columns of a single spatially-varying matrix E(x), referred to as a moving
frame. This is precisely a local trivialization of the tangent bundle TM, in the sense of the general
bundle-theoretic framework introduced earlier. For simplicity, we will always assume that E is an
orthonormal frame. Note that it may be impossible to find a globally-defined moving frame—or
even a single nonvanishing vector field (see the Poincaré–Hopf theorem). Hence, basis fields are
usually defined locally: one can perform any desired calculation using different basis fields on each
small patch, stitching the results together to obtain global results on the whole surface.

2.1.2 Connections and Parallel Transport on Surfaces

While the directional derivativeDXf of a scalar function f simply measures the rate of change of
f as one moves along a tangential directionX, directional derivatives of vector fields on surfaces are
more involved: vectors at different points on the surface belong to different tangent spaces, and a
priori cannot be compared directly. A connection is a choice of operator∇XV acting as a directional
derivative of a tangent vector field V in direction X; unlike the case of scalar functions, there are
infinitely many meaningful connections.

Connections in a moving frame If we pick a moving frame E(x) to express our vector field
V (x) using its coefficient functions c1(x) and c2(x), then any connection can be written in the
form

∇X
(
c1(x)
c2(x)

)
=

(
DXc

1(x)
DXc

2(x)

)
+
(
ω1

1(X) ω1
2(X)

ω2
1(X) ω2

2(X)

)(
c1(x)
c2(x)

)
, (2.1.2)

∇ = d +ω, (2.1.3)

where d is the componentwise exterior derivative, andω is understood as a matrix-valued 1-form,
known as the connection 1-form. In the language of Section 1.5, the matrix-valued 1-formω corre-
sponds to the local connection 1-formωab expressed in the moving frame E.

x

y

V

γ

A connection allows us to parallel transport vectors along curves: if we have a
vector V at point x, and a curve γ connecting x to another point y, we obtain a
transported vector at y by taking the unique extension ofV along γ whose direc-
tional derivative in the direction of γ stays identically zero.

The 1-formωwhich we use to write our connection depends crucially on the
choice of frame E: if we pick a new frame, we have to use a different connection
1-form to describe the exact same connection. Theseω values are only meaningful
locally, and do not fit together into a globally-defined matrix-valued 1-form on the whole surface.
However, the difference between two connections is always a globally-defined 1-form. Indeed, con-
nections form an affine space: starting from a connection∇, we can write any other connection as
the sum of∇ and a globally-defined 1-form.
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2.1 Connections On Surfaces: A Two-Dimensional Specialization

Metric-compatible connections We introduced prior in Equation 1.5.16 the notion of metric-
compatibility for connections on general Riemannian manifolds. In the special case of surfaces,
this condition has a particularly simple expression in terms of the connection 1-formω.

A connection∇ is metric compatible if parallel transport preserves the lengths of vectors. This
means the parallel transport map between any two tangent spaces is an isometry — an element of
the orthogonal group O(n) rather than the full general linear group GL(n). At the infinitesimal
level, this constraint has a direct algebraic interpretation. If we choose an orthonormal frameE(x)
with respect to the underlying Riemannian metric, the connection 1-form ω must take values
in the Lie algebra of the orthogonal group, so(n)— the space of skew-symmetric matrices. So
ω(X) is skew-symmetric for every tangent vector X, encoding the infinitesimal rotation that the
connection induces alongX. Therefore the connection 1-formω is of the form

ω(X) =
(

0 −α(X)
α(X) 0

)
, (2.1.4)

for some scalar-valued 1-form α. We restrict attention to metric connections, and often use the
identification between matrix-valued connection 1-forms ω and the equivalent scalar-valued 1-
forms α such that ω = Jα, where J denotes the matrix

(
0 −1
1 0

)
. This identification allows us

to represent metric connections using only a single scalar-valued 1-form α. This reduction to a
single scalar-valued 1-form α is a peculiarity of the two-dimensional setting, where the structure
group SO(2) of orthogonal transformations is abelian. In higher dimensions, connection 1-forms
of metric preserving connections necessarily take values in the Lie-algebra of orthogonal transfor-
mation, denoted as so(n), and such a simplification is no longer possible.

Curvature and torsion As observed by Cartan, one can picture parallel transport as a descrip-
tion of the motion of a surface as it locally rolls around on the tangent plane of some point [Car23,
Sha97]. Curvature and torsion capture two key features of this rolling behavior: curvature mea-
sures how much the surface rotates when rolled along an infinitesimal loop, while torsion mea-
sures how far it translates. Both curvature and torsion have simple expressions in the language of
differential forms. If our connection is encoded by a connection 1-form ω in moving frame E,
we have seen in Equation 1.5.11 that the curvature of our connection is the matrix-valued 2-form
Ω∇ = dω+ω∧ω. For metric connections on surfaces,ω∧ω = 0, so the curvature is just

Ω∇ = dω = Jdα. (2.1.5)

For any pair of tangent vectorsX,Y at some point p, the matrix Ω∇(X,Y ) describes the rotation
applied to the tangent plane at p when the surface is rolled along the infinitesimal parallelogram
spanned by X and Y . The component dα measures the rotation angle, and acts as a scalar mea-
surement of curvature, generalizing the Gaussian curvature of a surface to arbitrary metric con-
nections. We have seen previously seen in Equation 1.5.17 that the torsion of our connection is the
vector-valued 2-form Θ∇,with

Θ∇ = dθ +ω∧θ. (2.1.6)

Here θ is the dual frame associated to our moving frame E, which takes in a tangent vector and
returns the components of that tangent vector in the basisE. We denote its components byθ(x) =
(E1(x),E2(x)). Unlike the connection 1-form ω, which is only defined relative to a choice of
frame E(x) in a local neighborhood, the curvature and torsion yield well-defined global 2-forms,
meaningful in any coordinates on the surface.
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Figure 2.1: Metric-compatible connections. Even in R
2 equipped with the standard metric and

standard basis, parallel transport of vectors by a metric connection may look very different from a
simple translation. Here we consider four connection 1-formsα, and plot parallel vector fields for
each connection (top row), as well as the curvature (bottom row, scalar density) and torsion (bot-
tom row, vector field) of each connection. All four connections are compatible with the standard
metric—as their parallel fields are unit vector fields—but the rotations and singularities present in
their parallel-transported vector fields can become arbitrarily complicated.

Compatibility conditions between curvature and torsion Starting from a given connection
∇ and for any globally-defined 1-form α = α1E

1 + α2E
2, we can define a new connection as

∇̃=∇+ Jα. Note that

Jα ∧θ = α∧ J
(
E1

E2

)
= α ∧

(
−E2

E1

)
= −

(
α1
α2

)
E1 ∧E2. (2.1.7)

Thus, the changes in curvature and torsion between the new and the old connections are given by

Ω∇̃ −Ω∇ = Jdα, and Θ∇̃ −Θ∇ = −α♯ dA, (2.1.8)

which implies that these changes are linked: the change in exact part of the change in torsion.

The Levi-Civita connection For any metric on a manifold, there is a unique metric connec-
tion with zero torsion. This connection, called the Levi-Civita connection∇LC = d+JαLC encodes
the geometry of the surface in important ways: for instance, the curvature of the Levi-Civita con-
nection gives the surface’s Gaussian curvature κ = −dαLC. And once you know the Levi-Civita
connection, the calculation of curvature and torsion for all other connections also simplifies: 2.1.8
shows that the curvature tensor of a connection ∇̃ = ∇LC +Jα is J(dα − κdA), and the torsion
Θ∇̃ is

Θ∇̃ = −α♯ dA. (2.1.9)
This notion of torsion as a deviation from the Levi-Civita connection will be leveraged in this
chapter.

It is important to emphasize that the Levi-Civita connection is just one of many connections
compatible with a given surface metric. While a metric connection preserves the lengths of vec-
tors, it may not encode the surface geometry like the Levi-Civita connection does. For instance,
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2.1 Connections On Surfaces: A Two-Dimensional Specialization

the curvature of a metric connection may be completely different from the Gaussian curvature
defined by the metric (Figure 2.1). The only relationship between them is that on closed surfaces,
the connection curvature must obey the Gauss-Bonnet theorem: just like the ordinary Gaussian
curvature, it must sum to 2π times the surface’s Euler characteristic.

2.1.3 Connections on Discrete Surfaces

Most existing works using connections on triangle meshes follows the basic strategy of [CDS10]
(or its dual variant), where one picks an arbitrary basis to encode tangent vectors in each face and
then encodes the connection using an angle-valued dual 1-form giving the angle by which a vector
must be rotated when parallel transporting it from one face to an adjacent one. These tangent bases
on each face act as a globally-defined moving frame, allowing the connection to be represented as a
discrete globally-defined 1-form, without the need to use locally-defined frames on surface patches.
The curvature of a discrete connection at a primal mesh vertex is then obtained by summing up
the connection angles on the dual loop around that vertex. This curvature depends linearly on
the connection 1-form, so is easy to find connections with any desired set of curvatures—such as
trivial connections with only a few non-zero curvatures.

η

However, while this strategy suffices to discretize curvature, no discrete
notion of torsion was ever proposed. A canonical connection on triangle
meshes, that was leveraged by [CDS10] and which we will call the hinge con-
nection η, is found by unfolding the hinge between two faces and measuring
the angle ηij between the chosen frames on these two faces (see inset, where
the rotation angle ηij aligns frame Eijk with frame Eijl). Crane et al. refer
to this connection as “the discrete Levi-Civita connection”, since its parallel
transport is locally a translation in the isometric hinge map and its curvature
is the usual discrete Gaussian curvature. Indeed, the hinge connection is ex-
actly the Levi-Civita connection of the mesh, viewed as a polyhedral surface
with piecewise-flat metric. Our approach also singles out this hinge map as a convenient “refer-
ence” connection from which we can encode other connections through dual 1-forms, but we also
introduce a new discrete Levi-Civita connection which offers lower torsion (seen as the deviation
from the Levi-Civita connection of an underlying smooth surface) by spreading vertex curvatures
over dual faces. This spreading of curvature is reminiscent of the primal as-Levi-Civita-as-possible
connection of [LTGD16], which spreads curvature over primal faces, but Liu et al. use a more
complex parameterization of vector fields, considering tangent vectors which may lie on mesh ver-
tices, edges, or faces.

In the remainder of this chapter, we present a practical approach to torsion processing on sur-
face meshes. First, we introduce a new discrete Levi-Civita connection which views a mesh not
as a polyhedral surface with curvature concentrated at singularities, but as an approximation to a
smooth surface with locally-constant curvature. We then describe how the discrete notion of tor-
sion of a connection can be defined to mirror the continuous definition from Equation 2.1.9, i.e.,
we consider the discrete torsion of a connection as the discrete dual 1-form by which a connection
deviates from the discrete Levi-Civita connection. This choice makes little difference in the continu-
ous world, where the spaces of vector-valued 2-forms, vector fields, and 1-forms are all isomorphic.
However, in our discrete setting, this discretization offers a practical and robust computational
framework for torsion manipulation: we can trivially control the torsion of a connection while
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Discrete Torsion Of Connections On Surfaces

keeping its curvatures, and vice-versa as shown on several geometry processing applications in Sec-
tion 2.3.

2.2 Torsion on Discrete Surfaces

In this section, we first outline our notation in Section 2.2.1, and introduce a new discrete Levi-
Civita connection which distributes curvature smoothly over dual faces in Section 2.2.2. From
this low-torsion “reference” connection, we introduce a discrete notion of torsion modeled after
Equation 2.1.9, i.e., we define the torsion of a connection as the discrete dual 1-form by which it
deviates from the discrete Levi-Civita connection. In Section 2.2.3, we review the various ways to
prescribe torsion, with or without preserving curvatures.

2.2.1 Notation and Conventions

Surface mesh and quantities We work on a manifold triangle meshM = (V ,E ,F ) with ver-
tices i ∈ V , edges ij ∈ E , and faces ijk ∈ F . We use ⇀ij to denote an oriented halfedge from i to
j . A value ui denotes a quantity u at vertex i, and similarly for edges and faces (see
inset), while a value ujki denotes a quantity at the corner of face ijk incident on
vertex i, and a valueu⇀ij denotes a quantity at halfedge⇀ij . For instance, the position
of vertex i is pi ∈R3, the length of edge ij is ℓij ∈R, the area of face ijk isAijk ∈ R,
and the angle at corner i of face ijk isϕjki ∈ [0,π).

Frame fields. A discrete frame field consists of a choice of frame per face of our
mesh. These frames can be written explicitly as matrices Eijk ∈ R3×2 associated to each face ijk,
where the two columns of Eijk are orthonormal vectors in R

3 tangent to face ijk. One can also
store frames intrinsically as 2 × 2 matrices, interpreting the columns as tangent vectors in a fixed
basis on face ijk. As mentioned in Section 2.1.2, we use J to denote 90◦ rotation matrix

(
0 −1
1 0

)
.

We will also make use of local frame fields defined on the 1-rings of the mesh vertices. We will
denote the value of such a local field on face ijk asEjki to indicate that the frame is associated with
vertex i.

Dual mesh and orientations. We also consider the dual of M , which has
a face ∗i corresponding to each vertex of M , and edge ∗ij corresponding to
each edge ofM , and a vertex ∗ijk corresponding to each face ofM . Our algo-
rithm works with any choice of dual (e.g. circumcentric or barycentric), but
we find that circumcentric duals can perform poorly on low-quality meshes
(Section 2.3.4). As on the primal mesh, we denote value u on dual edge ∗ij as
u∗ij , etc. We also use ∗⇀ij to denote the oriented halfedge running along dual
edge ∗ij , picking the orientation that places ∗⇀ij counterclockwise of⇀ij .

Discrete connections A discrete metric connection provides a rotation angleα∗⇀ij on each halfedge
describing how the coordinates of a vector vilj written in the frame of the right-hand face should
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2.2 Torsion on Discrete Surfaces

be transformed to obtain a parallel-transported vectorvijk in the frame of the left-hand face (see in-
set).
As in the smooth setting, the angles α depend on the choice of frames, but
once we write any connectionα0 in these frames, every other connection can
be expressed as the sum ofα0 with a discrete dual 1-form. We follow [CDS10]
and write our connections as offsets from the hinge connection η, but one
could equally well pick any other connection to start from.

2.2.2 A New Discrete Levi-Civita Connection

As mentioned in Section 2.1.3, the hinge map is the exact Levi-Civita connection of a triangle mesh,
viewed as a polyhedral surface with curvature concentrated at its vertices (see inset).

constant
curvature

approximation

constant
curvature

approximation
smooth
surface
smooth
surface

conical
approximation

conical
approximation

However, this singular geometry differs in many ways from the
geometry of the smooth surface which the mesh is supposed to
approximate. We instead introduce a new connectionωLC =JαLC

derived by spreading the curvature to be constant on each 1-ring instead. We find that this constant-
curvature local approximation of the surface yields a connection with consistently lower error than
the hinge map compared to the continuous Levi-Civita connection (Figure 2.6) without much
added complexity.

To derive this formula we will in a first step calculate the Levi-Civita connection of a surface
with constant curvature.

Constant-Curvature Levi-Civita Connection. We begin by constructing a local frame field
by leveraging the geodesic polar map of the one-ring [WW94]. We define geodesic polar coordi-
nates in the neighborhood of each vertex i. That is, we pick some arbitrary reference edge ij to
act as the positive x-axis, and then define polar coordinates (r,ϕ), where the radius r measures the
distance to vertex i, and the normalized angle ϕ measures the angle along the surface to edge ij ,
normalized by a factor of 2π

Φi
so that the angles around i sum up to a full 2π (rather than summing

to the discrete tip angle sum Φi). At any point x in face ijk, x , pi , we define our frame by first
computing polar basis unit vectors er = (x − pi)/∥x − pi∥ ∈ R

3 and eϕ = Nijk × er , and then
expressing our frame as

Ex =
(
er eϕ

)( cosϕ sinϕ
−sinϕ cosϕ

)
. (2.2.1)

If we index the neighboring vertices as j0, . . . , jn, the geodesic polar coordinates can be evaluated
in closed form at the circumcenter of each neighboring face ijkjk+1 as

rijkjk+1
=

ℓjkjk+1

2sinϕjkjk+1
i

,

ϕijkjj+1
=

2π
Φi

π2 −ϕijkjk+1
+
k−1∑
s=0

ϕ
jsjs+1
i

 .
(2.2.2)

Piecewise-flat metric. The geodesic polar map is easy to visualize: imagine the one-ring made
of paper, and bend that into a cone with its discrete Gaussian curvature κi . Projecting the cone
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geodesic polar map

Figure 2.2: Local One-ring Frame. We construct for every one-ring neighborhood a geodesic
polar frame field which is constant per each face (left). This frame is constructed from a geodesic
polar map of the 1-ring, i.e., a planar parameterization where radial edge lengths are unchanged
and the tip angles around vertex i are scaled by a constant to sum to 2π (right).

along the direction of the axis of the cone, we have the geodesic polar map (r, ϕ̄) with the origin
at the center vertex. The solder form is precisely

θ =
(
du + sin ϕ̄ κi

2π rdϕ̄
dv − cos ϕ̄ κi

2π rdϕ̄

)
(2.2.3)

where (u,v)=r(cos ϕ̄,sin ϕ̄).One may verify that αLC =−κi/(2π)dϕ̄ precisely satisfies
dθ +αJ∧θ.

The discrete connection values are given as integrals along dual edges:∫
∗i
dθ =

∫
∂∗i

κi
2π

(v,−u)T dϕ̄,

which is the angle weighted average of the boundary coordinates rotated by 90◦, rescaled by κi
2π .

If calculated in the true geodesic polar frame, the hinge connection actually provides the cor-
rect integral of τ∗⇀ij =

∫
⇀
ij
αLC.One can see this by assuming the difference in the angles formed at

the vertex in the mesh ∆ϕ will be the rotation angle for parallel transport in the hinge map, the
corresponding rotation in the two frames of the geodesic polar frame would be∆ϕ̄, the difference
provides τ∗⇀ij = −κi/(2π)∆ϕ̄.

Constant-curvature metric. For a metric of constant Gaussian curvature K , the normalized
1-form in the dϕ̄ direction is:

eϕ̄ = r sin
(√
Kr

)
/
√
Kdϕ̄, (2.2.4)

which also works in the caseK < 0, since sin can be turned into sinh when applied to imaginary
numbers. To simplify the derivation, we still use the expansion sin(x) = x − x3/6.Then

dθ =
1
2
K

(
v
−u

)
du ∧ dv, (2.2.5)

i.e., the integral will be the barycenter coordinates rescaled by half of the pointwise Gaussian cur-
vature. The analytic expression of the Levi-Civita connection is thus αLC = −1

2Kr
2dϕ̄.

25



2.2 Torsion on Discrete Surfaces

Consider now the frames at two neighboring dual vertices ∗imj and ∗ijk. The hinge map
would unfold triangles imj and ijk in the plane, and simply translate the frame from ∗imj to ∗ijk.
Due to the angle scaling of the polar map, our geodesic polar frame introduces an extra rotation
of

(
2π
Φi
− 1

)
ϕ∗ij . Hence, in our frame field, the value of the hinge connection along ∗ij is precisely

(ifKi denotes the discrete (integrated) Gaussian curvature))

η∗ij =
(
1− 2π

Φi

)
ϕ∗ij = −Ki

Φi
ϕ∗ij . (2.2.6)

Since the geodesic polar map scales angles by 2π
Φi

, the 1-form dϕ is equal to Φi
2π times the or-

dinary angular 1-form dϕ in the plane. Moreover, the integral of 1
2r

2dϕ along a plane curve γ
is simply equal to the area of the region formed by connecting the endpoints of γ to the origin.
Therefore, the integral of the constant-curvature Levi-Civita connection along a dual edge ∗ij is
equal to κ Φi

2π times the area of the region in the geodesic polar plane formed by connecting the
endpoints of ∗ij to the origin. Since the polar map has constant Jacobian determinant 2π

Φi
, we can

compute this area as κ times the area formed on the original mesh by connecting the endpoint of
∗ij to vertex i. Thus, the integral of the constant-curvature Levi-Civita connection along a dual
edge ∗ij in our geodesic polar frame is simply −KiAiA∗ij , whereAi denotes the area of the dual cell
associated to vertex i. For a primal edge ij let ♦ij be its associated diamond area.

Unfortunately, these values do not define a valid connection on our
mesh, since they generally define incompatible rotations along the two
sides of dual edge ∗ij . Writing down the compatibility conditions ex-
plicitly may seem nontrivial, but they can easily be expressed by ob-
serving that because the set of valid connections is an affine space, every
connection can be written as the hinge map plus a discrete dual 1-form.
Explicitly, if α∗ij = η∗ij + α̊∗ij , then α∗ji must be equal to η∗ji − α̊∗ij .
A natural way of reconciling the desired Levi-Civita integrals along the
two sides of dual edge ∗ij is to minimize the area-weighted error

E(α̊) =
∑
ij

[
1
2A∗ij

(
η∗ij + α̊∗ij + Ki

Ai
A∗ij

)2
+ 1

2A∗ji
(
η∗ji − α̊∗ij +

Kj
Aj
A∗ji

)2
]
.

(2.2.7)
The energy is minimized by setting

α̊∗ij = 1
A∗ij+A∗ji

(
A∗ji

(
η∗ji+

Kj
Aj
A∗ji

)
−A∗ij

(
η∗ij+

Ki
Ai
A∗ij

))
. (2.2.8)

Substituting the values of η∗ij from Equation 2.2.6 yields for us the formula

αLC
ij =ηij + 1

♦ij

(
KiA∗ij

(
A∗ij
Ai
−
ϕ∗ij
Φi

)
−KjA∗ji

(
A∗ji
Aj
−
ϕ∗ji
Φj

))
, (2.2.9)

Note that in the case of a local region of the triangulation with only equilateral triangles, the
ratiosA∗ij /Ai andϕ∗ij /Φi are all precisely 1

6 , and this connection reduces back to the hinge map.
But in irregular regions, the two will generally differ.

2.2.3 Discrete Torsion of a Connection

Once we have a discrete Levi-Civita 1-formωLC = JαLC, we can understand torsion in the discrete
realm via Equation 2.1.9: in the continuous case, the torsion of a connection measures its deviation
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from the Levi-Civita connection. We thus define the discrete torsion of a discrete connection
ω = Jα as the dual 1-form

τ B α −αLC. (2.2.10)

This definition exactly parallels the continuous definition and provides a simple and straightfor-
ward way not only to define torsion, but also to enable torsion processing on connections through
Hodge decomposition [CdGDS13] of this dual 1-form by controlling its curl, divergence, and har-
monic components as we described next.

Curl-constrained assignment of torsion. Since the curl of any change of torsion corresponds
to a change in curvature (Equation 2.1.8), we can modify a connectionω = Jα while keeping its
curvature fixed by solving for a new connection whose torsion has the same curl. Explicitly, we
maintain the connection’s holonomy around collapsible dual cycles if and only if we add to α a
harmonic dual 1-form, a dual gradient field dT1 f (where f is a dual 0-form, i.e., a set of values on
the mesh faces) — or both. Note that adding a harmonic form will affect the holonomy of each
homology generator of the surface; so the higher the genus of a surface, the more ways the torsion
can be edited, which can potentially be useful in applications such as quadrangulation, e.g., with
holonomy of multiples of π/2.

Divergence-constrained assignment of torsion. Conversely, given a discrete connectionω=
Jα, one can preserve the divergence of its torsion by adding ⋆1d0p for a scalar potential p defined
on vertices. As the additional connection is the 90◦−rotated gradient of p, it is divergence-free,
and will not alter the above-mentioned gradient component of torsion dT1 f . In other words, such
a perturbation is the minimal change needed to modify the connection’s curvature.

We show examples of torsion editing in Section 2.3 to emphasize how torsion affects the notion
of parallel transport in various geometry processing applications.

2.2.4 Trivial Connections

[CDS10] proposed to design tangentn-vector fields over a given mesh by prescribing their singular-
ities and associated indices. They solve for a metric connection — dubbed a trivial connection —
with zero holonomy around all mesh vertices and around the generators if the genus is non-trivial,
except on each of the singularities where the holonomy is set based on the singularity index. These
constraints amount to a set of linear equations fixing the curvature around each vertex and the
holonomy about each homology generator. Since these linear constraints are less numerous than
the number of dual edges, the authors proposed taking the solution with the minimal L2 norm,
reasoning that this choice ensures that the connection is as close to the original hinge connection,
and thus perturbs the notion of parallel transport the least. The final vector field with prescribed
singularities is then constructed from an arbitrary unit vector on a face that is parallel-transported
throughout the mesh via this new connection. Since the connection is compatible with the metric,
this construction generates a unit vector field.

Our discrete theory of torsion introduces a new interpretation of this optimization problem:
the L2 norm that Crane et al. minimize is akin to our Equation 2.2.10, except that it measures the
distance to the hinge map rather than the distance to our new discrete Levi-Civita connection.
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Figure 2.3: Torsion-controlled trivial connections. Here we explore the impact of torsion on
vector field design: a parallel vector field for a minimal-torsion trivial connection with prescribed
singularities is shown on the left, while parallel fields for trivial connections with additional gradi-
ent components in their torsion are shown in the center, along with the prescribed scalar poten-
tials. A compact potential changes the field locally (center left), while a globally-supported poten-
tial causes larger-scale changes (center right). Torsion can also be incorporated into the design of
n-vector fields such as cross fields (right).

Moreover, we obtain a new geometric interpretation of the space of trivial connections with pre-
scribed singularities—these are precisely the connections whose torsion 1-forms have a fixed curl.
Inside this space, we can move beyond the idea of minimizing torsion to explore the effects of pre-
scribing different torsions. As discussed in Section 2.2.3, we can easily ensure that our new torsion
obeys the curl constraints as long as we only modify it by adding the gradient of a scalar potential.
As Figure 2.3 demonstrates, this alteration of the trivial connection may have a substantial impact.

2.3 Evaluation and Results

Now we explore the effect of torsion prescription in scenarios liken-vector field design (Section 2.3.1),
connection Laplacians (Section 2.3.2), before moving on to discuss convergence to ground-truth
analytic connections in several scenarios (Section 2.3.3), and discussing the choice of dual mesh
(Section 2.3.4).

2.3.1 N−Vector Field Design

As observed by [CDS10], one can use a connection to design tangent vector fields on a surface: if
we have a connection, we can obtain a vector field by picking one vector at an arbitrary point, and
parallel transporting that vector to all other points of the surface. The resulting vector field will be
continuous if and only if the connection is trivial—meaning that its curvature at every vertex is a
multiple of 2π, as its holonomy around every loop.

As discussed in Section 2.2.4, imposing these curvature constraints fixes the curl and harmonic
components of the torsion, leaving exactly the torsion’s gradient component free to prescribe. In
Figure 2.3 we show several vector fields generated from different trivial connections all sharing the
same curvature constraints. In general, modifying the torsion by the differentialdT1 f of a potential
function f will introduce a twist into the parallel vector fields, with more twist in regions where
the magnitude of f is greater.

The case of n-vector field design is no different: setting singularities with indices being multi-
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optimized via Levi-Civita connection Laplacian

optimized via connection Laplacian with torsion

torsion
potential

Figure 2.4: Optimal vector fields for different connections. Just as the ordinary Lapla-
cian measures the smoothness of scalar functions, the connection Laplacian defines a notion of
smoothness for vector fields. Computing an optimal vector field in the sense of [KCPS13] using the
discrete Levi-Civita connection to build the connection Laplacian yields a field whose streamlines
are as straight as possible in 3D space (top), whereas using a connection with a nontrivial torsion
(here, the gradient of a potential) introduces twists into the streamlines (bottom).

ple of 2π/nwill generate tangent direction fields that are smooth up to local rotations by multiples
of 2π/n, such as cross fields for instance for n=4 (Figure 2.3, right).

2.3.2 Connection Laplacians

A connection on a surface can also be used to define a connection Laplacian, which measures the
smoothness of vector fields just as the ordinary Laplacian measures the smoothness of scalar func-
tions. This connection Laplacian thus plays an important role in algorithms throughout geome-
try processing [KCPS13, LTGD16, SSC19], and our connections can be directly used to construct
more general dual connection Laplacians for face-based vector fields. In the primal setting, it is also
easy to add a primal 1-form to any choice of connection to obtain a primal connection Laplacian
with torsion. Figure 2.5 illustrates the impact of torsion on the vector heat method of [SSC19],
where the (primal) connection Laplacian is used to solve a discrete vector diffusion problem, ap-
proximating parallel transport of vectors along shortest paths. As pointed out by [SSC19, §6.1.3]
using a connection Laplacian for a new connection then approximates parallel transport using
your new connection. Sharp et al. show that one can apply vector diffusion to a pair of vector fields
to compute a logarithmic map, approximating the distance and direction from a single source ver-
tex to all other vertices. By modifying one of the diffusion equations to use a connection with
torsion, we can effectively “twist” the polar parameterization.

As another example, [KCPS13] proposed an algorithm to compute smooth direction fields
as eigenfunctions of a connection Laplacian. Using a connection Laplacian with torsion encour-
ages a similar twisting behavior in direction fields, creating interesting branching patterns if the
direction fields are visualized using the stripe pattern algorithm of [KCPS15], see Figure 2.4.
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torsion-free connection Laplacian connection Laplacian with torsion

torsion
potential

Figure 2.5: Torsion-controlled vector heat method. The connection Laplacian used in the vec-
tor heat method of [SSC19] can be formed for any connection. In this example, we compute a
logarithmic map—a sort of global polar parameterization—using the connection Laplacian of an
ordinary torsion-free connection (left), and using a connection with prescribed non-zero torsion
equal to the gradient of a torsion potential (right), which introduces a distinct twist into the radial
lines of the parameterization.

Relation to the Affine Heat Method. As illustrated in Figure 2.5, the modification of the con-
nection laplacian with an additional torsion potential can introduce a twist in the arising UV map.
Recently, Soliman and Sharp [YS25] proposed a different technique —the affine heat method—
to improve the quality of UV maps arising from vector heat diffusion. The affine heat method
constructs UV maps via a different mechanism: it augments the bundle to TM⊕R and performs
diffusion with an affine (homogeneous) connection Laplacian whose sections carry both a tan-
gent component and a homogeneous coordinate. After dehomogenization, the recovered tangent-
plane quantities behave like displacements rather than unit directions, i.e., their magnitudes vary
and can encode translational information. This additional degree of freedom is precisely what
enables their method to produce low-distortion parameterizations in challenging settings. From
this perspective, while both approaches influence UV maps by altering the Laplacian used for heat
flow, they do so at different levels: we alter the connection on TM through a scalar torsion pertur-
bation, whereas the affine heat method changes the representation space itself to explicitly include
translations.

2.3.3 Convergence

In this section, we measure the convergence of our discrete connections to analytic solutions under
mesh refinement.

Convergence of our discrete Levi-Civita connection. In Figure 2.6, we plot the L2 errors of
the hinge map and our discrete Levi-Civita connection compared to the true Levi-Civita connec-
tion on smooth surfaces of the form z = λ1x

2 +λ2y
2. These examples are universal, in the sense

that locally, any smooth surface can be approximated up to second order by a quadratic surface
z = ax2 + bxy + cy2, and moreover any such quadratic form can be diagonalized by a simple
rotation of the xy-plane, reducing to the simple quadratic surfaces which we consider. We gen-
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Figure 2.6: Convergence test. Here we plot the L2 errors of the hinge map vs. our discrete Levi-
Civita connection compared to the smooth Levi-Civita connection on several hundred randomly
generated quadratic surfaces. The plotted lines show the average error across all experiments, while
shaded envelopes show the maximum and minimum errors. Both discrete connections converge
at the same linear rate, but our discrete Levi-Civita connection offers lower error in every case.
Two sample surfaces are shown on the right
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erated 500 random quadratic surfaces with values of λ1 and λ2 chosen uniformly at random in
the range of [−2.5,2.5]. As expected, both discrete connections converge linearly under refine-
ment, but our discrete Levi-Civita connection has consistently lower error than the hinge map —
around 30% lower in this particular example. To ensure that we compare the accuracy of the two
connections over the whole surface, rather than merely along dual edges, we measure the error in
each vertex one-ring by fitting a linear 1-form to the discrete connection values on the adjacent
dual edges, and compute the L2 distance to a 2nd-order-accurate approximation to the smooth
Levi-Civita connection within this region—we provide a derivation of the reference solution in
Section 2 of the supplemental material.

Convergence of trivial connections. Our identification of torsion with deviation from the
Levi-Civita connection allows us to derive closed form expressions for trivial connections with pre-
scribed singularities on smooth surfaces. In App. A we derive an analytic expression for minimal-
torsion trivial connections on the sphere, and in Figure 2.7, we plot the L∞ error of trivial con-
nections on the sphere computed starting from our discrete Levi-Civita connection, and from the
hinge map, compared to an analytic reference solution with minimal torsion and one with nonzero
prescribed torsion. Because the ground truth trivial connection blows up near the singularities, we
measure the error on a small surface patch away from the singularities. Note that the prescribed
torsion arising from the potential is captured almost perfectly by the discretization, so both trivial
connections have near-identical errors.
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Figure 2.7: Convergence to trivial connections. Here we plot the L∞ error of a discrete trivial
connections compared to an analytic reference solution with minimal torsion (left) and with pre-
scribed torsion (right). Since the solutions blow up around singularities, we measure the error on
a patch of the sphere away from the singularities.

2.3.4 Sensitivity to Dual Mesh

We finally point out that the choice of dual mesh can have an impact on the robustness of our
discrete Levi-Civita connection. The use of the circumcentric dual simplifies many expressions
(e.g., the half-diamond areas A∗ij and A∗ji in Equation 2.2.9 become equal, to each other on the
circumcentric dual, and the angleϕ∗ij subtended by a dual edge can be written explicitly in terms
of the corner angles opposite edge ij as π −ϕijk −ϕ

ji
m).
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However, using the circumcentric dual may lead to flipped dual edges (even
on otherwise high-quality meshes), which may lead to large numerical errors.
In practice, we find that implementing our method using the barycentric dual
mesh leads to significantly less sensitivity to triangle quality without requir-
ing a large increase in implementation complexity or degrading solution qual-
ity on well-conditioned meshes. Other choices, such as the hybrid approach
of [MDSB03], may be adopted instead.

Conclusion In this chapter we introduced a discrete notion of torsion for
connections on the tangent bundle of surfaces. This construction served as a
concrete and accessible instance of a bundle-valued differential form in a discrete
setting, and illustrated how parallel transport, covariant differentiation, and structure-preserving
identities can be realized on a mesh.

The surface case benefits from several dimension-specific simplifications. On a two-dimensional
manifold, vector-valued differential 2-forms are naturally isomorphic to vector fields, which in
turn can be identified with scalar-valued differential 1-forms through the surface metric. More-
over, metric-compatible connections on surfaces admit a scalar representation through a single
dual 1-form. These identifications significantly simplify both the representation and the discretiza-
tion of curvature and torsion.

Beyond surfaces, however, these simplifications no longer apply. For general vector bundles
or the tangent bundle of higher-dimensional manifolds, metric-compatible connections cannot be
encoded using scalar-valued forms alone. Curvature becomes a genuinely matrix-valued 2-form,
and torsion remains an intrinsically vector-valued 2-form.

This increased algebraic complexity already manifests itself in existing work on volumetric
meshes, where connections are represented by matrix-valued quantities and curvature control
leads to nonlinear formulations (e.g., [CC19]). These observations indicate that the two-dimensional
construction developed here cannot simply be extended by analogy. While parallel transport was
already present in the preceding setting, it effectively reduced to a scalar-valued framework with
trivial fiber interactions. For general vector bundles, however, transport becomes an essential and
nontrivial operation: it is required even to relate quantities in different fibers, and its path de-
pendence introduces fundamentally new structure. A systematic treatment therefore calls for a
reformulation of discrete exterior calculus itself.
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Valued Forms

Moving from scalar- to bundle-valued differential forms raises a number of foundational ques-
tions.

• How should discrete forms be represented when their values live in different fibers?

• How can discrete exterior differentiation be defined in a way that accounts for parallel trans-
port?

• Which algebraic identities of Cartan’s calculus—such as Leibniz rules, Bianchi identities,
or Stokes-type relations—should be preserved exactly, and which can only be expected to
hold under mesh refinement?

While recent combinatorial approaches [Sch18, BEHS21] have addressed aspects of these ques-
tions, these approaches did not analyze thoroughly the relation of discrete bundle-valued form-
sto continuous bundle-valued forms. Indeed, these approaches assumed that discrete forms were
given. One of the major contributions of our work is to propose a discretization scheme to obtain
such discrete forms from smooth ones

The purpose of this chapter is to provide such a systematic framework. Building on the
smooth theory developed earlier in chapter 1, we formulate a discrete exterior calculus for bundle-
valued differential forms on simplicial meshes. We define discrete forms, their covariant exterior
derivatives, and the associated curvature and torsion operators. Finally, we establish that the re-
sulting structure preserves the essential geometric identities of the smooth theory and converges
under mesh refinement.

3.1 Discrete Connections and Bundle-valued Differential Forms

We now discuss our discretization of bundle-valued forms and connections, for which related op-
erators will be derived in the next section. Throughout this section and for the remainder of this
paper, we consider an arbitrary discrete manifold M represented by a simplicial complex embed-
ded in R

n. In addition to the mesh notation introduced in Section 2.2.1, we denote the 3D cells
of the mesh by C3 = {cijkl}, etc. More generally, we will also refer to the set of all k−cells ofM as
Ck (or Ck(M)). In this chapter we will restrict our attention to the case that all cells are simplicial.
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In Chapter 4 we will discuss how we can extend the construction to a larger family of nonsim-
plicial cells. For simplicity of exposition, we will assume that the manifold is oriented, which is a
negligible constraint given the local nature of this theory.

3.1.1 Discrete Vector Bundles, Frame Bundles, and Connections

In our discrete setup, a number of discrete notions of continuous definitions are rather natural
to define as a collection of discrete objects on M , representing a discretization of their respective
continuous notions. While these definitions alone are not sufficient (in particular, no notion of
bundle topology will be defined yet), we will complete the discrete picture in the upcoming sec-
tions.

Definition 3.1 (Discrete Vector Bundle). A discrete vector bundle of rank r over a discrete
orientable manifoldM is simply defined as a collection of vector spaces {Evi }vi∈VBE(M) (i.e.,
one vector space per vertex), with dim(Evi )=r .

We can then equip each of these vertex-based vector spaces with a frame to form a discrete
analog of a local section of the frame bundle overM .

Definition 3.2 (Section of Discrete Frame Bundle). A section of the discrete frame bundle of
the rank-r vector bundle E(M) consists in a collection of frames {Fvi }vi∈VBF(M) defining an
arbitrary choice of frame for each vector space Evi .

We can now define a discrete connection ∇ as a collection of maps between the extremities of
each edge ofM .

Definition 3.3 (Discrete Connection). A discrete connection ∇ is defined as an assignment,
for each edge eij of the discrete orientable manifoldM , of an invertible linear mapRij : Evj →
Evi , withRij ◦Rji =Idvi representing the parallel transport induced by a continuous connec-
tion∇ along eij , see Figure 3.1.

These maps {Rij}eij∈E can be thought of as discrete parallel transport maps along edges, where
the continuous definition from Equation (3.2.1) is integrated along an edge to define a map be-
tween two adjacent vertices. In practice, one can express each linear map Rij of a connection
through a matrix Rij ∈GL(r), stored on vertex vi , using a discrete frame field F(M). Note that
a number of properties in the continuous case apply to these discrete equivalents. For instance,
if each of the fibers Evi possesses an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩Evi , we say that the discrete connection is
compatible with the metric if the mapsRij : (Evj ,⟨·, ·⟩vj )→ (Evi ,⟨·, ·⟩vi ) are orthonormal.

When each frame Fvi is orthonormal, this impliesRij ∈SO(r): a frame at a vertex is naturally
parallel-transported along an edge through a pure rotation.

Given two discrete manifolds M,N and a discrete vector bundle E over N , with a discrete
connection ∇, we can finally define the notion of discrete pullback bundle. An abstract simplicial
map f : M→ N is a map that maps any vertex v ∈ C0(M) to a vertex ṽ ∈ C0(N ) and satisfies in
addition for σ ∈ Ck(M) that there exists any k̃-simplex σ̃ in Ck̃(N ) such that f (σ ) = σ̃ . Given
an abstract simplicial map f : M → N , the pullback bundle f ∗E over M is naturally defined as
(f ∗E)vi =Ef (vi ), ∀vi ∈V .We then follow [BEHS21] for the definition of the pullback connection.
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Figure 3.1: Discrete Connections. A discrete vector bundleE assigns a vector space to each vertex
on a mesh. To compare quantities in different fibers, we need to encode how the individual fibers
are connected. A connection consists of a collection of linear maps between neighboring fibers. In
the figure, each box represents a frame for each fiber space over a vertex. The right part of the figure
visualizes the local action of two different discrete connections. Starting with an initial vector
v ∈ Ep0

(gray), we illustrate the different parallel transports induced by two different connections,
∇1 and∇2. Different connections on the same vector bundle result in distinct notions of parallel
transport and curvature.

Definition 3.4 (Pullback Connection [BEHS21]). Let f : M→N be a simplicial map and
E a discrete vector bundle over N with discrete connection ∇. A pullback connection f ∗∇ is
defined as a collection of linear maps {Rij : Ef (j)→ Ef (i)}eij∈E(M) with:

Rij :=

Rf (vi )f (vj ) if ef (vi ),f (vj ) ∈ E(N )

IdEf (vi )
= IdEf (vj )

otherwise, f (vi) = f (vj ).

3.1.2 Discrete Bundle-Valued Differential Forms

Given a discrete vector bundle E over a discrete manifoldM , we now define the notion of discrete
bundle-valued ℓ−form as, for now, a collection of abstract maps. How these maps relate to the
continuous case will be elucidated later (see Section 3.2) in order to guarantee proper convergence
to continuous forms for increasing mesh resolution.

Definition 3.5 (Discrete (1,0)-tensor-valued ℓ−form). A discrete vector-valued ℓ−form α on
M is a collection of maps which, for each ℓ−simplex σ and one of its vertices v, returns a vector
in Ev , i.e.,

α : σ ∈Mℓ,v ∈ σ ⊂ C0 7→ α(σ,v) ∈ Ev , (3.1.1)

such that if σ̄ is the simplex σ with reversed orientation, one has α(σ̄ ,v) = −α(σ,v) for all
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v∈σ .

Note that this definition means that in contrast to the discretization of scalar-valued forms
in FEEC or DEC, discrete bundle-valued differential forms are not to be understood as a linear
space of cochains, but rather as maps for simplex-vertex pairs: bundle-valued ℓ−forms should be
regarded as abstract “sided” maps (as they are attached to a particular vertex of the simplex) for
now. Moreover, we will assume for now that a discrete bundle-valued ℓ−form is defined through
its values on all simplex-vertex pairs (σ,v) for σ is an ℓ−simplex and v is one of its vertices: later
on (see Sec 3.2.2), once we precisely define how a discrete bundle-valued form is sampled from a
continuous form, we will restrict this definition to only one vector value per ℓ−simplex, like in
existing finite-dimensional (scalar-valued) exterior calculus frameworks.

We also define the notion of discrete (1,1)-tensor-valued ℓ−forms (or discrete homomorphism-
valued ℓ−forms). Given a vector bundle π : E→M with connection ∇, we consider the bundle
End(E)→M with induced connection∇End. One can equivalently describe it as the bundle of
(1,1)-tensors ofE. This latter description allows for a more flexible representation, preserving the
underlying structure of endomorphism forms by considering separate evaluation and input fibers
for each cell.

Definition 3.6 (Discrete (1,1)-tensor-valued ℓ−form). A discrete (1,1)-tensor-valued
ℓ−formβ onM is a collection of maps which, for each ℓ−simplexσ and two of its vertices (w, the
input [or ’cut’] fiber, and v, the output (or evaluation) fiber), returns a homomorphism between
Ew and Ev , i.e.,

β : σ ∈ Cℓ,v ∈ σ,w ∈ σ 7→ β(σ,v,w) ∈Hom(Ew,Ev), (3.1.2)

such that if σ̄ is the simplex σ with reversed orientation, one has β(σ̄ ,v,w) =−β(σ,v,w) for
all v,w∈σ .

Remark 3.7. The discrete curvatureΩ∇ defined in Definition 3.12 with evaluation and cut fibers
at two different vertices is an example of a discrete endomorphism-valued 2−form. Note that
we could trivially extend these previous definitions to (p,q)-tensor-valued discrete forms using p
input vertices and q output vertices; but we will not explore this extension in this work.

Following [BEHS21] we can finally define the notion of pullback of a discrete bundle-valued
form as follows:

Definition 3.8 (Pullback of a Discrete Vector-Valued Form [BEHS21]). Given a simplicial
map f : M→N and a discrete vector bundleE overN , letα be anE−valued discrete ℓ−form.
We define the f ∗E−valued pullback form f ∗α onM as

f ∗α(sB [v0, . . . , vℓ]︸          ︷︷          ︸
∈ Cℓ(M)

,v0) =

α([f (v0), . . . , f (vℓ)], f (v0)) if [f (v0), . . . , f (vℓ)] ∈ Cℓ(N ),

0 otherwise.

A similar definition for discrete endomorphism-/homomorphism-valued forms holds trivially.
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3.1.3 Discrete Connection One-Form

Recall that in the smooth theory, once we are given a trivialization of the smooth vector bundle
E→M, we can treat the fibers as vector spaces of rank r (say, copies of Rr ). The local connection
1−formω associated with a given connection∇ is then defined as∇sa=dsa+ωabs

b, whereωmea-
sures how much the connection deviates from the exterior derivative d (applied to coordinates);
so ifω=0, i.e.,∇=d in a given frame field, then the matrix representation of parallel transport in
this frame field satisfiesRij =Id

R
r .

We thus formulate the definition of a discrete connection 1−form as follows:

Definition 3.9. LetM be a discrete manifold with discrete vector bundle E(M) of rank r and
let F(M) be a section of the discrete frame bundle. For a given discrete connection∇ defined by
a set of edge matrices Rij when expressed in F, we define its associated discrete local connection
1−form ω as the collection of r×r matrices ωij (one per edge eij ∈M) with

ωij B Rij − Id
R
r×r ∈Rr×r . (3.1.3)

Note that a discrete local connection 1−form thus also measures how much the discrete connection-
induced parallel transport locally deviates from the identity, mimicking the continuous definition
∇sa=dsa+ωabs

b. And just like in the smooth case, the realizations of the per-coordinate exterior
derivative and the connection 1−form for a given connection change depending on the chosen
frame field F. We will, in fact, exploit this property in our work.

Remark 3.10. We can also regard Equation (3.1.3) as a linear approximation of the smooth case:
if each parallel-transport edge matrix Rij comes from the integration of a continuous 1−formω
over the edge eij , then it is given by Rij =P exp

(∫
eij
ω
)
. The first-order Taylor expansion of this

path-ordered matrix exponential is Idvi +
∫
eij
ω, ensuring consistency with the continuous case.

One could instead defineωij as the integrated value of the continuous connection 1−formω, and
then linearize the exponential map by settingRijB Idvi +ωij ; but given the central role of parallel
transport in our work, we find this second way to discretize connection and parallel transport less
appealing.

Remark 3.11. In the context of this discretization approach, we presume the continuity of the
underlying local frame field. However, this assumption encounters limitations due to the globally
assigned frame per vertex. Notably, the applicability of a continuous local frame encounters con-
straints, as illustrated by the hairy ball theorem, which prohibits the existence of a global frame
for the tangent bundle on a sphere. Extending this notion to bundles with potentially nontriv-
ial characteristic classes, even for a seemingly straightforward base manifold like a tetrahedron, it
may become infeasible to employ a single bundle chart to parametrize the bundle on the cell. Our
work specifically focuses on scenarios where a local setup suffices, and a single chart is adequate
to parametrize the bundle. In this case, we point out that the parametrization of the bundle is
independent of the chart. However, in cases involving multiple charts, a need arises for compati-
bility conditions between them to meet global topology constraints. Further exploration of these
conditions remains a direction for future research.
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3.1.4 Discrete Curvature Two-Form

Given a discrete connection ∇, we now design a notion of discrete connection curvature akin to
the continuous definition of Ω∇. Since the Ambrose-Singer theorem links the curvature of the
connection to the holonomy of an infinitesimal loop, it is tempting to define the discrete curvature
2−form Ω∇ on a triangle σ = [v0,v1,v2] on, say, fiber Ev0

through the difference between the
integrated connection 1−form over the triangle edges and the identity at the evaluation fiber via

Ω∇(σ,v0)BR01 · R12 · R20 − Id0 ∈ End(Ev0
). (3.1.4)

However, Equation (3.1.4) is not a constructive definition: one cannot meaningfully sum this
definition over two triangles, even if they share the same evaluation vertex vi . In other words, since
this curvature is associated with a loop instead of a simple chain, we cannot use the summability
of chains to induce a notion of curvature integral over a larger region. We need to leverage the
underlying algebraic structure of chains instead.

Inspired by synthetic geometry for infinitesimal cells [Koc97] and the definition proposed in
[Sch18, BEHS21], we propose not to use parallel transport along triangle boundary loops, but in-
stead, to compare parallel transport along two 1−chains whose difference forms a triangle boundary
loop. This change, which amounts to comparing the integration of the connection form over two
1−chains — and each time parallel-transporting the result back to fiber Ev0

— may seem tau-
tological, but it will allow us to define a notion of addition of the curvature 2−form over two
2−chains sharing a 1-chain. Note that it now casts the curvature two-form on M as a discrete
homomorphism-valued 2−form.

Definition 3.12. LetM be a discrete orientable manifold equipped with a discrete vector bun-
dle E(M) and connection∇= {Rij}eij∈E . Let σ = [v0,v1,v2] ∈ C2 be a triangle ofM . For the
evaluation fiber Ev0

at v0, the three expressions for the discrete curvature 2−form Ω∇ depend-
ing on whether we use v1, v2, or v0 as the cut vertex (comparing respectively parallel-transports
over the oriented 1−chains e01 vs. e02e21, e01e12 vs. e02, and e01e12e20 vs. ∅, see Figure 3.2)
are:

Ω∇(σ,v0,v1) =R01 −R02R21 ∈Hom(Ev1
,Ev0

), (3.1.5)

Ω∇(σ,v0,v2) =R01R12 −R02 ∈Hom(Ev2
,Ev0

), (3.1.6)

Ω∇(σ,v0,v0) =R01R12R20 − Id0 ∈Hom(Ev0
,Ev0

). (3.1.7)

Figure 3.2: Curvatures. Illustration of the discrete curvatures for different cut vertices.
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From this definition, the meaning of “evaluation fiber” and “cut fiber” should become clear:
instead of measuring the traditional holonomy of the loop starting at v0 through Ω∇(σ,v0), we
instead compare transport along two paths, both from the evaluation fiber to the cut fiber but on
opposite sides of the triangle, with the path difference being the original triangle boundary.

Remark 3.13. Given a non-simplicial 2-cell with a discrete vector bundle and connection, we can
easily extend the definition of the discrete curvature similarly through a difference of parallel trans-
ports along two paths following the boundary of the cell from the evaluation vertex to the cut
vertex.

Equation (3.1.7) matches the discrete holonomy expression from Equation (3.1.4). In fact, all
three expressions listed in Def. 3.12 are trivial extensions of the definition in Equation (3.1.4): since
Rij ◦Rji =Idvi , they are all equivalent up to post-multiplication. Similarly, changing the evalua-
tion fiber to another vertex than v0 would simply require a pre-multiplication by the accumulated
parallel transport from v0 to the new evaluation fiber. Despite its apparent redundancy, the value
of this encoding is in its summability: the curvature 2−form for two adjacent simplices can be
summed if their evaluation and cut fibers are the same, resulting in an expression of the curvature
on the (now non-simplicial) union still representing the difference in integration of the connec-
tion form over two 1−chains evaluated at the evaluation fiber. Moreover, we will see in the next
section that the expressions we propose actually correspond to a particular choice of integration
of the curvature 2−form over 2−simplices using an ordering induced by a canonical retraction,
putting on a formal footing these seemingly arbitrary expressions.

3.2 Discrete Bundle-Valued Exterior Calculus

In the preceding chapters, we reviewed the theory and discretization of connections and intro-
duced a combinatorial description of discrete vector bundles and bundle-valued differential forms.
While this framework provides a natural discrete analog of the smooth theory, it remains unclear
how these discrete objects relate to their continuous counterparts in a manner suitable for analysis
and computation.

The first objective of this chapter is therefore to establish a notion of integration for bundle-
valued differential forms. Unlike the scalar-valued case, the definition of such integrals involves
both a choice of connection and a retraction that identifies nearby fibers. For numerical eval-
uation, these integrals must be expressed in a frame field. However, the resulting values depend
sensitively on this choice. A central contribution of this chapter is to show that, for a distinguished
class of frame fields, the bundle-valued integral admits a dual formulation that yields a canonical
guidance frame for discretization.

Along the way, we highlight several fundamental differences between the discrete calculus of
scalar-valued forms and its bundle-valued counterpart, stemming from the need to perform fiber-
dependent evaluations and parallel transport.

3.2.1 Integration of Bundle-valued forms

We reviewed in Equation 1.5.7 that given a connection∇ and a path γ , introduces a parallel trans-
port map along between the start and end fiber of the curve. Using these parallel transport maps,

40



Discrete Exterior Calculus of Bundle-Valued Forms

we can define a connection-dependent integration of a bundle-valued 1−form quite naturally.

Definition 3.14. Let π : E→M be a vector bundle over a smooth manifold with connection
∇ and letα ∈Ω1(M;E) be a bundle-valued 1−form. For a curveγ : [0,1]→M, we define:

∇
∫
γ

α = ∇
∫

[0,1]

γ∗α =
∫ 1

0
Rγ,tαγ(t) (γ̇(t))dt ∈ Eγ(0),

whereRγ,t : Eγ(t)→ Eγ(0) denotes the parallel transport along γ for a fixed t. We note that
the integral gives a vector in the fiber attached to the initial point of the curve γ .

We can further extend this notion of connection-dependent integral∇
∫

to an arbitrary k-form
over a retractable region S ⊂M: the existence of a connection allows us to define a proper inte-
gration through parallel transport to bring the final value to a same “evaluation” vector space, as
defined below.

Definition 3.15. Letπ : E→M be a vector bundle with connection∇ and let α∈Ωk(M;E)
be a bundle-valuedk-form. For a regionS⊂M,withS homeomorphic to a closedk-dimensional
ball, letϕ : S→Bk(0) ⊂R

k be a homeomorphism from S to the unit k-dimensional ball cen-
tered at 0. Furthermore, let γ̃ϕ(v),ϕ(p) : [0,1]→ ϕ(S) = Bk(0) be the straight joining path
fromϕ(p) to a chosen pointϕ(v) and let γv,p := ϕ−1(γ̃ϕ(v),ϕ(p)) : [0,1]→S be the induced
curve in S . For p∈S let

R∇,ϕvp ∈Hom(Ep,Ev) (3.2.1)

be the parallel transport along γv,p. We denote byRϕv the induced transport field, i.e., a func-
tion mapping a point p to a linear map between Ep and Ev . We define the parameterization-
induced connection-dependent integral as

∇
ϕv

∫
S

α =
∫
S
R∇,ϕvα ∈Ev .

If the choice of the parameterization is clear from context, we will suppress the parameterization
ϕ in the notation for the integral and denote the parallel-transport field asR∇,v .

The connection-dependent integral can more generally be defined through a smooth strong
deformation retractionϕv : [0,1]×S→ S onto v ∈S, with the path γ defined through γp(t)=
ϕv(1− t,p), sinceϕv satisfiesϕv(0,p) = p,ϕv(1,p)=v, andϕv(t,v)=v, see Figure 3.3.

While the above construction provides a well-defined notion of integration for bundle-valued
forms, it is à priori unclear how it relates to exterior covariant differentiation. The discrete exte-
rior derivative for scalar-valued forms finds a simple and exact discretization as the coboundary
operator in numerical versions of exterior calculus by leveraging Stokes’ theorem

∫
S
d· =

∫
∂S
·,

from which ensues a whole discrete de Rham complex [Bos98, DKT08, Arn18]. In our bundle-
valued case, finding a discrete version of the exterior covariant derivative d∇ is more difficult: for a
bundle-valued formα, one has to define the discrete equivalent of — and eventually, numerically
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Figure 3.3: Retraction. In this illustration, we consider a domain s and demonstrate the retraction
of s onto one of its boundary points v ∈ s. For any point p ∈ s, the aforementioned retraction
induces radial joining paths fromp tov, which can serve as paths for parallel transport from source
point p to v. This parallel transport, defined along these paths, can be used subsequently to define
the parallel-propagated frame based in v.

evaluate — integrals of the type:∫
S
d∇α =

∫
S
dα +

∫
S
ω∧α =

∫
∂S
α +

∫
S
ω∧α. (3.2.2)

Note that such integrals of bundle-valued forms necessitate a chosen frame field to be well de-
fined, in contrast to the scalar-valued scenario. Moreover, while Stokes’ theorem can be partially
leveraged as indicated in Equation (3.2.2), the last term of this equation is particularly difficult to
handle: it involves the integration of a wedge product which, even for scalar-based forms, endures
severe limitations in the discrete realm [Kot08]. In order to deal with these two issues, we define a
specific frame field that will enable a consistent framework for the discretization of bundle-valued
exterior calculus with convergence guarantees.

We now present a possibility to define integrate discrete bundle-valued forms, offering a tool
that allows us to turn smooth bundle-valued forms into discrete bundle-valued forms.

Designing gauge fields to simplify evaluations. Our approach relies on a simple, but key
property afforded by gauge transformations: there always exists a local frame field with respect to
which the connection 1−form is zero at some local point (see Figure 3.4). As described for instance
in [CCL99, Thm 2.1, page 107], given a local connection 1−form ω, one can always construct a
local frame field such that the connection 1−form ω̃ after gauge transformation (i.e., expressed
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in this new frame field) vanishes at a given point c ∈M. Therefore, an approach to discretizing
expressions such as Equation (3.2.2) — and thus inducing the notion of a discrete (integrated) ex-
terior covariant derivative — is to design an “as-parallel-as-possible” frame field which will render
the connection 1−form ω zero at a point in the simplex (we will use this point to be one of its
vertices, or sometimes, its center of mass): indeed, assuming the connection 1−form is Lipschitz
continuous, the use of such a frame field will bound the value of the last term of Equation (3.2.2) by
the diameter of the simplex — thus guaranteeing its convergence to zero in the limit of mesh refine-
ment. Consequently, the integral of the exterior covariant derivative of a bundle-valued form over
a simplex evaluated in a properly chosen frame field will be expressible, just like in the scalar-valued
case, as boundary integral values only. This approach, which recovers Stokes’ theorem for flat con-
nections, will be key to ensure correct numerical evaluation in the limit of mesh refinement as it
will allow us to recover actual continuous values of exterior covariant derivatives of bundle-valued
forms.

Figure 3.4: We investigate two distinct frame fields on the same vector bundle with an identical
connection (E,∇). The yellow vector is parallel transported by the same parallel transport rule
∇ along the curve. With a local frame construction facilitated by a rotation field R∇, we can al-
ter both the differential and the connection 1−form. By employing a parallel-propagated frame
field (right), we achieve ω∇ = 0 along the curve. To see that, note that the coordinates of the
parallel transported vector do not change along the curve. Therefore the matrix representation of
the parallel transport is the identity matrix. Hence its logarithm, the connection 1−form, is zero
along the curve. In contrast, when using a non-parallel-propagated frame (left), the connection
1−form does not vanish along the path. Intuitively, the parallel-propagated frame field on the
right “follows” the transport rule. Consequently, ω̃ vanishes along these radial lines. This behav-
ior highlights the distinctive properties of the two frame fields in terms of their interaction with
the bundle’s connection.

Parallel-propagating frame fields. To explain more concretely how one can design a frame
field that bounds the wedge-product term from Equation (3.2.2), let us go back temporarily to
the continuous case, where we can formally construct a notion of parallel-propagated frame field
and understand its impact on the evaluation of the integrated exterior covariant derivative. We
now formalize this idea by introducing a specific class of frame fields.
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Definition 3.16 (Continuous Parallel-Propagated Frame). Let π : E→M be a vector bun-
dle with connection∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ]⊂M be a region inM for which there exists a diffeo-
morphism to an ℓ−simplex σ = [w0, . . . ,wℓ] where each point vi are mapped to an associated
vertexwi ofσ . Let f be a local, arbitrary frame field ofE over this region s. For any given corner
v ∈ {v0, . . . , vℓ}, we also define a (strong deformation) retraction ϕv : [0,1] × s→ s derived
from a canonical retractionϕσw : [0,1]×σ → σ of the simplex σ through the aforementioned
diffeomorphism, whose retracting paths are radially joining the vertex w associated to point v
(see Figure 3.3 for an illustration in 2D); i.e.,

ϕσw : [0,1]× σ → σ

(t,p) 7→ tw+ (1− t)p.
(3.2.3)

Moreover, for any point p∈σ , we denote byR∇,v(p) : Ep→ Ev the∇−induced parallel trans-
port map from Ev to Ep along the path induced by the retraction ϕv and R∇,v : Rr →R

r the
matrix field representingR∇,v(.) in the coordinate frame f .

A frame field {f ∇,va } over region s is now called parallel-propagated frame field from
v∈M if

R∇,v(p)f ∇,va (p) = fa(v), for all p ∈ s, for all a = 1, . . . , r . (3.2.4)

i.e., if the frame fa(v) at v has been parallel-transported throughout s via the connection ∇.
Furthermore, we call R∇,v the gauge field of the parallel-propagated frame field from v ∈M,
see Figure 3.5

Figure 3.5: Parallel-propagated frame field. Given a simplex σ and a diffeomorphism ψ into
M, let s = ψ(σ ). Fix a frame of E at the base vertex v0 and extend it over s by parallel transport
with respect to the connection∇ along the retraction-induced paths. By construction, transport-
ing the frame at any point p ∈ s back to v0 recovers the original frame. The connection 1-form
represented in this frame vanishes at the source point v0.

With this notion of a parallel-propagated field (denoted PPF subsequently for short), we can
now define how a form is expressed in such a PPF field:
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Definition 3.17. Using the same setting as in Def. 3.16 we denote the representationα∇,v in the
PPF from v of an E-valued ℓ−form α∈Ωℓ(M;E) through:

f ∇,va (α∇,v)a = α = faα
a =

(
f ∇,vb (R∇,v)ba

)
αa,

where α denotes at the same time the ℓ−form and its local expression with respect to the local
frame f . We have

α∇,v = R∇,vα. (3.2.5)

Similarly, we denote the representation of the local connection 1−form ω (associated with the
connection∇) in the PPF from v undergoing the gauge transformation by

ω∇,v = R∇,v(ω − (R∇,v)−1dR∇,v)(R∇,v)−1,

see Equation (1.5.3).

Remark 3.18. Let us note that a connection-dependent integral can be written in terms of the
frames as

∇
ϕv

∫
s

α =
∫
s
R∇,vα =

∫
s
R∇,v(α∇,v)af ∇,va (p) =

∫
s
(α∇,v)afa(v) ∈ Ev ,

where we used Equation (3.2.4). Because of the last expression, in our development below, this
Ev−valued integral will be often identified with the Rr−valued integral of the local expression
α∇,v , namely, with ∫

s
α∇,v =

∫
s
R∇,vα,

see Equation (3.2.5). HereR∇,v the matrix ofR∇,v with respect to the frame {fa}. One passes from
one to the other representation by using the frame {fa} at the point v.

Note that with the change of frame field from {fa} to {f ∇,va }, forms are not the only entities
changing: the differential d also changes its coordinate-based expression in the PPF frame accord-
ingly.

It is now a trivial exercise to check thatω∇,v(v) = 0, i.e., ω∇,v vanishes at the point v, by con-
struction. Assuming that the curvature 2−form admits a Lipschitz bound, we can thus deduce
that ∥ω∇,v∥ = O(h) on s, where h is the diameter of the simplicial region s. If we now express the
exterior covariant derivative in this novel frame field {f ∇,va }, as explained in Section 1.5.2, Equa-
tion 1.5.9, we obtain with this choice of coordinates the following connection-dependent expres-
sion: (

d∇α
)∇,v

= dα∇,v +ω∇,v ∧α∇,v.

We now recall from Def. 3.15 that the connection dependent integral is given by

∇
ϕv

∫
s

d∇α :=
∫
s
R∇,vd∇α ∈ Ev .

As commented above, thisEv−valued integral can be identified with theRr−valued integral
∫
s
(d∇α)∇,v ,
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which yields ∫
s
(d∇α)∇,v =

∫
s
dα∇,v +ω∇,v ∧α∇,v =

∫
∂s
α∇,v +

∫
s
ω∇,v ∧α∇,v

=
∫
∂s
R∇,vα +

∫
s
ω∇,v ∧α∇,v. (3.2.6)

Given that the volume of s is of orderhℓ+1, the last term
∫
s
ω∇,v∧R∇,vα is of orderO(hℓ+2) due

to our choice of frame field — thus negligible when analyzing the convergence under refinement
of the integrated exterior covariant derivative of the bundle-valued form α. Only the boundary
integral term is of orderO(hℓ+1) and thus dominates under refinement. It holds∫

s
(d∇α)∇,v =

∫
∂s
α∇,v +O(hℓ+2). (3.2.7)

Remark 3.19. We introduced in Section 2.2.2 the notion of a geodesic polar map that we used
to construct a frame (e0, e1). This construction amounts exactly to a parallel-propagated frame
based at the vertex of the evaluation domain.

Consequences. From Equation (3.2.6), we notice that we can define a discrete bundle-valued
exterior calculus built out of discrete forms which are the integrals of their continuous counter-
parts evaluated using parallel-propagated frames: once the high-order wedge product term is ne-
glected, we get that the PPF-evaluated integral of the exterior covariant derivative of a formα over
a simplex s can be well approximated by PPF-evaluated integrals of the formα over the boundary
faces of s — a simple extension of the regular discrete exterior derivative for scalar-based forms
defined via Stokes’ theorem. The remainder of this paper describes this approach in detail; we will
even show that notions that we proposed previously, like the discrete curvature two-form for ex-
ample, can also be understood in light of this PPF-based calculus, providing a formal link between
discrete and continuous calculus.

3.2.2 Revisiting the Discretization of Bundle-valued Forms

While Def. 3.5 formalized a discrete bundle-valued differential form as a collection of abstract
maps, we can now express what these maps are in relation to the continuous case. Once this dis-
cretization (often referred to the de Rham map for scalar-based discrete exterior calculus [TKB99])
is defined, we can then define a notion of reconstruction which provides a differential form inter-
polating the discrete mesh values (referred to as the Whitney map in scalar-based discrete exterior
calculus [TKB99]).

De Rham map for bundle-valued forms. Based on the continuous retraction explained in Sec-
tion 3.2.1, the value of a discrete form evaluated on a simplex σ at a vertex v could be defined as
the PPF-induced integration of its continuous counterpart form, where a simplicial region s of a
continuous manifold is approximated as the simplex σ , i.e.,

α(σ,v)B
∫
s
R∇,vα ∈ Ev . (3.2.8)
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However, having to store values for each pair of simplex σ and corner vertex v grows rapidly with
the dimension of the simplex, and it does not match the number of degrees of freedom of the
scalar case of discrete or finite-element exterior calculus.

Instead, we propose to use a barycenter-based PPF per simplex, leading to a single value
per ℓ−simplex for an ℓ−form as conventional discretizations of exterior calculus of scalar-based
forms [Bos98, DKT08, Arn18]. Corner evaluations for this simplex can then be achieved through
parallel transportRv,cs from its barycenter cs to one of its cornersv— which is either evaluated us-
ing the continuous parallel transport or approximated using the discrete 1−connection (through
the integral of a least-squares estimate of a linearωwithin the simplex or the use of Whitney basis
1−forms); in this case, the discretization of a bundle-valued form evaluated on a simplex σ at a
vertex v becomes:

α(σ,v) =Rv,cs

∫
s
R∇,csα ∈ Ev . (3.2.9)

In practice, one could store directly the barycenter-based value, or just one of its derived corner
values per simplex σ as all other corner values can be recovered through parallel transport. While
these two definitions exactly match for 1−forms as parallel transport along edges is known (while
it has to be interpolated from edge values for higher-order simplices), they differ byO(hℓ+3) for a
general ℓ−dimensional simplicial region s. Note that both definitions are frame-dependent: they
rely on a canonical frame field, the PPF. This is a specificity of bundle-valued forms on non-flat
manifolds as it involves non-commutative compositions of parallel transport: discretization must
account for a particular choice of a local frame field to even make sense. Once these initial simplex
values are established via the resulting de Rham maps we just described, the actual continuous
manifold can be forgotten as all computations of our discrete calculus will solely use these values
of discrete forms.

Whitney map for bundle-valued forms. Given the definition of the de Rham map described
above, constructing a Whitney map (mapping all the barycenter-based values of all ℓ−simplices of
a discrete bundle-valued ℓ−form α to a differential bundle-valued form α̃) is rather simple.

In the scalar valued case, we recall that if we are given a simplex τ = [v0, . . . , vm] of dimension
m ≥ ℓ, we can for a vertex vi ∈ τ define barycentric coordinate functions φvi : τ → [0,1] (or
Whitney-0-forms) as the unique affine function that is 1 at the vertex vi and zero at any other
vertex. Following [Whi57], we can define the Whitney ℓ−form associated to the ℓ−simplex
σ = [w0, . . . ,wℓ] ⊂ τ as follows:

φσ = ℓ!
ℓ∑
i=0

(−1)iφwi dφv0
∧ . . .∧�dφvi ∧ . . .∧ dφvℓ .

For a simplex τ of dimension dim(τ) ≥ ℓ, let t be the simplicial region that is the image
of τ under a diffeomorphism following the conventions in Def. 3.16. Let σ ℓ(τ) be the set of all
simplices of dimension ℓ included in τ . The reconstruction of a differential ℓ−form α̃ expressed in
the barycenter-based PPF of τ can be achieved through the weighted sum of the discrete bundle-
valued forms for all ℓ−dimensional simplicesσ ∈σ ℓ(τ). The pointwise evaluation of α̃ for a given
point p then depends on the lowest-dimensional simplex τ that contains p: the evaluation of the
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bundle-valued ℓ−form α̃ on τ at point p∈τ given by

α̃|τ (p) =R∇,cτ (p)−1
∑

σ∈σ ℓ(τ)

Rcτ ,cσ φσ (p)α(σ,cσ ) ∈Ωℓ(τ,E), (3.2.10)

whereφσ is the Whitney ℓ−form associated withσ withinτ , andRcτ ,cσ is barycenter-to-barycenter
parallel transport constructed based on the discrete 1−form connection. One can check that the
de Rham map of a Whitney map of a discrete bundled-valued form is the identity, providing a
proper link between continuous and discrete bundle-valued forms: indeed, for a given ℓ−cell η,
the Whitney map for any point p inside η is given by

α̃p =R∇,cη (p)−1
∑

σ∈σ ℓ(η)

Rcη ,cσ φσ (p)α(σ,cσ )=R∇,cη (p)−1Rcη ,cη φη(p)α(η,cη),

since the set of all ℓ−simplices σ ℓ(η) is reduced to η for any p∈η. Therefore, the re-discretization
of the Whitney map through the integral in the parallel-propagated frame field yields back the
original discrete form.

Remark 3.20. Note that we provide, through Equation 3.2.10, a piecewise expression of the
Whitney map to convert the discrete values of ℓ−simplices into a differential form. This should
not be surprising as transitioning between simplices of different dimensions means that the local
frame field changes. Consequently, the coordinate representation of the form’s evaluation may
exhibit jumps across simplices. While readers may find this behavior perplexing, it mirrors the
jumping behavior already observed in scalar-valued Whitney forms when changing cells, as only
tangential continuity is enforced. Moreover, in our case, we must now also accommodate the
varying frame fields, leaving no choice but to use a piecewise definition.

Remark 3.21. It is possible to construct a PPF for any small neighborhood containing multi-
ple simplices with an arbitrary initial local frame field. Indeed, we may consider a geodesic graph
with edges connecting the barycenter of each simplex to the barycenter of each of its incident sim-
plices. Picking a seed center cσ0

, we can parallel transport its frame to all the barycenters in the
neighborhood through a minimum spanning tree. We then parallel-transport the frames at each
barycenter to all the points within the interior of its associated simplex. In this PPF covering the
neighborhood (we can make it smooth through convolution with a mollifier if the frame field
needs to be continuous), the integral of any ℓ−form can be assembled throughRcσ0 ,cσ

α(σ,cσ )

with an error ofO(hℓ+2) under the assumption of bounded curvature. This allows bundle-valued
ℓ−forms to be locally treated as a vector-valued ℓ−cochain through integration over an oriented lo-
cal ℓ−submanifold discretized as an ℓ−chain. However, one should note that it is path-dependent
on the choice of parallel transport (through a minimum spanning tree in our example), and will
not result in a discrete version of Stokes’ theorem, as expected from the continuous theory.

3.2.3 Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for Bundle-valued Forms

In this section, we formally define our discrete operator for the exterior covariant derivative, in
two steps to highlight the similarities and differences with previous work.
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Sided Exterior Covariant Derivative. Guided by Equation (3.2.6), Equation (3.2.7) and our
meaning of a discrete form from Equation (3.2.8), we first define a discrete operator d∇ which
approximates the exterior covariant derivative.

Definition 3.22 (PPF-induced Exterior Covariant Derivative). LetM be a discrete manifold
and E→M be a discrete vector bundle with connection ∇= {Rij}. Let σ = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1] be
an (ℓ + 1)-simplex and α a discrete E−valued ℓ−form. We define the sided discrete exterior
derivative of the form α as

d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0) =R0,1 α([v1, . . . , vℓ+1],v1)

+
ℓ+1∑
i=1

(−1)iα([v0, . . . , v̂i , . . . , vℓ+1],v0). (3.2.11)

Remark 3.23. The operator d∇ was already introduced in an equivalent form in [BEHS21] as the
exterior covariant derivative. One of our contributions is to show that if the discrete form α arises
through integration in a vertex-based PPF and the discrete connection∇ arises through integration
from a smooth connection ∇, then this operator approximates the integral in Equation (3.2.6)
with

d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0)=
∫
s
R∇,v0 d∇α+O(hℓ+2)

and, thus, converges under refinement. To see this, consider the case of a one-formα and a triangle
σ B [va,vb,vc] ⊂ M . From Equation (3.2.6), we know that the integral over σ of the exterior
covariant derivative in the PPF based at va turns into∫

σ
R∇,vad∇α =

∫
[va,vb]

R∇,vaα +
∫

[vb ,vc]
R∇,vaα +

∫
[vc ,va]

R∇,vaα +O(h3),

see Remark 3.18. Def. 3.22 tells us thatd∇α([va,vb,vc],va)BRvavbα([vb,vc],vb)−α([va,vc],va)+
α([va,vb],va). Since our values from the discrete form α were induced from a va−centered PPF,
we have ∫

[va,vb]
R∇,vaα = α([va,vb],va) and

∫
[vc ,va]

R∇,vaα = −α([va,vc],va),

hence the continuous and discrete definitions match if we can prove that:

Rva,vbα([vb,vc],vb)−
∫

[vb ,vc]
R∇,vaα = O(h3).

Indeed, one has:

Rva,vb

∫
[vb ,vc]

R∇,vbα −
∫

[vb ,vc]
R∇,vaα =

∫
[vb ,vc]

(
Rva,vbR

∇,vb −R∇,va
)
α, (3.2.12)

and since for any point p in σ we can build an auxiliary simplex [va,vb,p] such that Equa-
tion (3.2.12) turns into an integral of evaluations of discrete curvature expression in the sense of
Def. 3.12, we get (

Rva,vbR
∇,vb −R∇,va

)
(p) = Ω∇([va,vb,p],va,p) ∼ O(h2).
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3.2 Discrete Bundle-Valued Exterior Calculus

Below, we will delve into further detail regarding how the discrete curvature, defined as the dif-
ference of parallel transport, accurately approximates the sampled smooth curvature up to order
O(h3). This analysis will provide justification for the estimation Ω∇([va,vb,p],va,p) ∼ O(h2).

Hence, the discrete operator d∇ will converge in the limit to the correct pointwise value of
the exterior covariant derivative. Note that this argument holds for a form of arbitrary order ℓ:
each time, it is the opposite face to the evaluation vertex that needs to be examined to prove the
equivalence between discrete and continuous definitions up toO(hℓ+2).

Averaging Derivatives. While we proved the convergence of d∇ to its continuous equivalence,
one may note that the order of accuracy is not sufficient to ensure that two consecutive appli-
cations of this operator (d∇ ◦ d∇) will still converge, which is the real obstacle to establishing the
Bianchi identities ( Equation (1.5.12) and Equation (1.5.13)). We thus further alter our discrete exte-
rior covariant derivative operator to gain one additional order of accuracy through local averaging,
with an operator we denote as the alternation operator.

Definition 3.24 (Alternation Operator for Discrete Bundle-Valued Forms). Let E be a dis-
crete vector bundle with connection ∇ = {Rij}(ij)∈E over a discrete manifold M . Let σ =
[v0, . . . , vℓ] ∈M be an ℓ−simplex. For a discreteE valued ℓ−formα we define its “alternated”
form Alt∇(α) on σ evaluated at v0 via

Alt∇(α)([v0, . . . , vℓ],v0) =
1

(ℓ + 1)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+1

sgn(π)Rv0,vπ(0)
α([vπ(0), . . . , vπ(ℓ)],vπ(0)).

where Sℓ+1 is the set of all permutations π of the (ℓ + 1) vertices of σ .

Remark 3.25. Note that this operator allows us to transform d∇ so that the second vertex singled
out in Equation (3.2.11) of Def. 3.22 no longer plays a distinguished role: the alternation averages
all the analogous sided exterior covariant derivative estimates obtained from the remaining ver-
tices. It is worth emphasizing that the alternation operator is purely combinatorial and remains
well-defined as a map on abstract bundle-valued forms, requiring neither a metric nor a parallel-
propagated frame. When the discrete forms do arise through integration in an appropriate PPF,
it is precisely this reshuffling of the sided derivative that secures the improved convergence order
under refinement. Moreover, one readily checks that the connection 1-form is stable under this
alternation operator.

Remark 3.26. Note that the alternation of a discrete bundle-valued form requires a connection
to allow for the averaging to be performed in a common fiber, in contrast to the direct sym-
metrization of the smooth case. It is thus easy to show that in general, Alt∇(Alt∇(α))(σ,v0) ,
Alt∇(α)(σ,v0), i.e., the alternation operator is not a projector. However, we preserve the fact
that the alternation operator commutes with the pullback of a simplicial map in the sense that
Altf

∗∇(f ∗α)(σ,v0)=Alt∇(α)(f (σ ), f (v0)).

Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative. We now propose to change the formula of the exte-
rior derivative as follows.
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Definition 3.27 (Discrete Bundle-valued Exterior Covariant Derivative). Let E be a discrete
vector bundle with connection∇ over a discrete manifoldM . Letσ ⊂M withσ =[v0, . . . ,vℓ+1]
be a (ℓ + 1)-simplex. For a discrete vector-valued differential ℓ−form α we define the discrete
exterior covariant derivative with the alternation from Def. 3.24 as

d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0) = Alt∇d∇(α)([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0).

Applying the alternation operator after d∇ removes the arbitrariness of picking the second
vertex in the simplexσ in Equation (3.2.11), thus in effect averaging various sided exterior covariant
derivative estimates of equal approximation orderO(hℓ+2). Through the averaging, the resulting
discrete exterior covariant derivative gains one order of accuracy, becoming accurate to O(hℓ+3).
This accuracy improvement is akin to the accuracy gain one obtains when using centered vs. sided
finite difference approximations of derivatives. More precisely, we will show in the convergence
proof in Theorem 3.43 that if α ∈ Ωℓ(M,E) and α is the associated discrete form as defined in
Equation (3.2.8), then the following holds

d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0)=Rv0,cs

∫
s
R∇,cs d∇α+O(hℓ+3),

where c denotes the barycenter of a region. The quantity on the left hand side is still a discrete
bundle valued form in the sense of Definition 3.5, however this result shows that if the discrete
form α is obtained through discretization in a PPF, the alternation of the sided covariant exte-
rior derivative approximates up to orderO(hℓ+3), the integral of the continuous covariant exterior
derivative in a barycenter-based PPF, transported back to v0.

3.2.4 Discrete Endomorphism-valued Exterior Covariant Derivative

After defining a discrete exterior covariant derivative applicable to bundle-valued forms in Sec-
tion 3.2.3, we need to extend this operator to discrete endomorphism-valued forms as well in order
to be able to apply it, for instance, to discrete curvatures.

Definition 3.28. (PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative for endomorphism-valued
forms) Let E be a discrete vector bundle over a discrete manifoldM with connection∇= {Rij}.
Let σ = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1] ⊂ M be a (ℓ + 1)-simplex and β be a discrete (1,1)-tensor valued
ℓ−form. Finally, for v ∈ σ , let σv = [v0, . . . , v̂, . . . , vℓ+1] be the simplicial face of σ opposite
to vertex v. We define the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative on simplex σ for
(1,1)-tensor valued forms given an evaluation fiber Ev0

and a cut fiber Evℓ+1
through:

d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1)=R01β(σv0
,v1,vℓ+1) +

ℓ∑
i=1

(−1)iβ(σvi ,v0,vℓ+1)

+ (−1)ℓ+1β(σvℓ+1
,v0,vℓ)Rℓ,ℓ+1.

This new definition is simply a variant of Def. 3.22 to account for the two-prong nature of discrete
endomorphism-valued forms. It was already proposed, as is, in [BEHS21]; but for the same conver-
gence issues discussed earlier, we must complement this sided definition with a post-alternation to
make it useful numerically, which also requires a new definition for the case of (1,1)-tensor-valued
forms, as given below.
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3.2 Discrete Bundle-Valued Exterior Calculus

Definition 3.29. (Alternation Operator for Discrete (1,1)-tensor-valued Forms) Let E be a
discrete vector bundle with connection ∇ = {Rij}(ij)∈E over a discrete manifold M . Let σ =
[v0, . . . , vℓ] ∈M be an ℓ−simplex. For a discrete (1,1)-tensor valued ℓ−form β we define its
“alternated” form Alt∇(β) for an ℓ−form β on the simplex σ evaluated in v0 with input in
vℓ through

Alt∇β([v0, . . . , vℓ],v0,vℓ)

=
1

(ℓ + 1)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+1

(
1 + sgn(π)

2
Rv0,vπ(0)

β([vπ(0), . . . , vπ(ℓ)],vπ(0),vπ(ℓ))Rvπ(ℓ),vℓ

+
sgn(π)− 1

2
Rv0,vπ(0)

β([vπ(0), . . . , vπ(ℓ)],vπ(0),vπ(ℓ))Rvπ(ℓ),vπ(ℓ−1)
Rvπ(ℓ−1),vℓ

)
.

Remark 3.30 (Invariance of the alternation for the curvature form). Note that the curvature form
is stable under this definition of the alternation of (1,1)-tensor valued forms: for a simplicial cell
σ = [abc], one can directly check that

Alt∇Ω∇([abc], a, c) =
1
6

(
Ω∇([abc], a, c)+RabΩ

∇([bca],b,a)Rac+RacΩ
∇([cab], c,b)Rbc

−Ω∇([acb],a,b)Rbc−RabΩ∇([bac],b,c)−RacΩ∇([cba],c,a)RabRbc
)

= Ω∇([abc], a, c).

This property would not have held if an average with pre- and post- composition along a joining
edge had been used.

From the two operators above, we can now define our discrete exterior covariant derivative for
endomorphism-valued forms.

Definition 3.31 (Discrete endomorphism-valued exterior covariant derivative). Let E be a
discrete vector bundle over a discrete manifoldM with connection∇= {Rij}.
Let σ = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1] ⊂ M be a (ℓ + 1)-simplex and β be a discrete (1,1)-tensor valued
ℓ−form. We define the discrete exterior covariant derivative on simplex σ for (1,1)-tensor val-
ued forms given an evaluation fiber Ev0

and a cut fiber Evℓ+1
through:

d∇β([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0,vℓ+1) = Alt∇d∇β([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0,vℓ+1).

As we will discuss at length in Section 3.3.2 when we provide numerical tests, our proposed
operator for endomorphism-valued forms satisfies our initial goals of proper accuracy order and
consistency with the vector-valued case (so that we obtain a discrete algebraic Bianchi identity).
However, it is not the only definition with these properties: while we average over all possible
permutations, one could pick only a subset of permutations (which, in practice, improves the
efficiency of the computations). In this case, not all combinatorial properties will be fulfilled.
However, the improved order of convergence in the limit can still be maintained.

Remark 3.32. In the smooth setting, d∇ for endomorphism valued forms is induced from d∇

for vector valued forms by enforcing the Leibniz rule. The discrete d∇ operator of [BEHS21] sat-
isfies this property. We do not explore this relationship further in this work and leave it for future
research.
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3.2.5 Revisiting Discrete Curvature

The earlier definition of the discrete curvature two-formΩ∇ in Section 3.1.4 was postulated directly
from a discrete connection ∇ (and its associated connection one-form ω, see Section 3.1.3) as
an early example of discrete (1,1)-tensor-valued form: it was obtained by extending the notion of
holonomy-based curvature by measuring the difference of parallel transport on two different paths
between a “cut” and an “evaluation” fiber. Now that the link between discrete bundle-valued
forms and continuous ones through PPF-dependent integration has been established, we revisit
this key notion to show that it mirrors the continuous definition of the curvature two-form after
a specific contraction-based integration.

Continuous case. We consider a contractible two-dimensional regionC (assumed, without loss
of generality, to be a disk of a smooth manifold M and a vector bundle π : E→M with con-
nection ∇. Given a local frame field F = {fa}, the connection can be expressed with the local
connection 1−form ω, and the curvature 2−form is locally given as Ω∇ = dω + ω ∧ ω, see
Equation (1.5.11). Let us select two points, v and w, on the boundary ∂C of C. The point v
corresponds to the evaluation vertex discussed above in the discrete case, whilew corresponds to
the cut vertex. We denote by γv,w⊂∂C the path joining v andw along the boundary of C with
positive orientation, and by γ ′v,w the corresponding boundary path with negative orientation,
such that γv,w − γ ′v,w = ∂C (see inset) We proceed by generating a
new frame field, denoted as {f̃a}, through parallel transport. The ini-
tial frame, fa(v), situated at vertex v, is transported along two distinct
paths: γv,w and γ ′v,w. The discrepancy between the frames, which re-
sults at vertexw after the parallel transports, is intricately linked to the
holonomy. Extending this frame construction to the interior of C in-
volves a retraction corresponding to a 2D polar (ρ,θ) parametrization of the interior of C: in
this parametrization, eρ aligns consistently with the retracted boundary, as depicted in Figure 3.6,
with vertex w fixed. From this parametrization, we can construct a new frame field by parallel
transporting the boundary frames along the ey direction towards the interior of C. This process
forms a new frame field, f̃bRba = fa, where R denotes the rotation field responsible for adapting
vector components from the local frame field {fa} into the new frame field F̃ = {f̃a}.

It now holds for the connection 1−form ω̃ in this new frame field that ω̃=RωR−1−(dR)R−1.
Consequently, for any point p∈C\w in the punctured region, one has ω̃p(eρ)=0.The curvature
form Ω̃∇ in the new frame field becomes Ω̃∇=RΩR−1 (see Section 1.5). With the components
expressed in F̃, one has

Ω̃∇ = dω̃+ ω̃∧ ω̃.

However in the punctured region C \ w, ω̃ ∧ ω̃ ≡ 0, since ω̃ ∧ ω̃(eρ, eθ) = ω̃(eρ)ω̃(eθ) −
ω̃(eθ)ω̃(eρ) = 0 except at the singularityw. Thus, the integral of the curvature becomes:∫

C
RΩ∇R−1 =

∫
C
Ω̃∇ =

∫
C
dω̃+ ω̃∧ ω̃ =

∫
∂C
ω̃. (3.2.13)

In other words, the fact that we parallel-propagated the frame fa(v) at v through retraction proves
that the mismatch atw when we parallel transport the frame along the two sides of the boundary
from v (which was, in essence, the meaning of our discrete curvature evaluation) is exactly equal
to this retraction-induced connection-dependent integral of the curvature 2−form.
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Figure 3.6: Retraction-based parameterization. (Left): a retraction of the disk defines a (ρ,θ)
parameterization of the (punctured) disk, where the ρ direction is along the retraction direction,
while the θ direction corresponds to a transversal direction. (Right): Starting from a parallel-
transported frame field Feval from veval along the boundary, we can parallel-propagate this bound-
ary frame field towards the interior of the punctured disk along the curves corresponding to the
y direction of this retraction-based parameterization. The curvature integral simplifies to the
discrepancy between frames at vcut, transported from veval via the retraction, and evaluated in
Hom(Evcut

,Eveval
).

Figure 3.7: Disk to Triangle. A parallel-propagated frame over a disc induces a parameterization
within the triangle once a homeomorphism to transform the disc into a triangle is defined. We
illustrate the resulting parallel-transport paths as images under the homeomorphism map. The
integrated curvature in this frame field precisely corresponds to the disparity in parallel transport
along the two distinct boundary paths connecting the cut and evaluation fibers.

Consequences for the discrete curvature two-form. The interpretation of the frame mis-
match described above brings a series of consequences. First and foremost, it puts our defini-
tion of the two-prong discrete curvature 2-form sketched in Section 3.1.4 on solid footing, as the
continuous argument above remains valid on a 2-simplex σ = [v,u,w]. Additionally, it justifies
the summability of this definition, in stark contrast to a holonomy-based notion of curvature:
if one considers a second simplex σ ′ = [w,z,v] sharing the edge {v,w}, then Ω∇(σ,v,w) and
Ω∇(σ ′ ,v,w) can be summed to yield the discrete non-simplicial curvature Ω∇(σ ∪σ ′ ,v,w): the
two canonical simplicial retractions combine into a retraction over their union, so the induced
parallel-propagated frame field on each simplex coincides with the one obtained by applying the
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construction directly to the union cell (see Figure 3.8). Consequently, the two-prong discrete cur-
vature extends without modification to non-simplicial contractible cells, and the sum of two cur-
vatures over a region delimited by a discrete edge path between evaluation and cut vertices arises
naturally, as the parallel transports along the shared edge cancel on both sides.

We now show that the two-prong discrete curvature agrees with the pointwise evaluation of
the smooth curvature 2-form to order O(h3). For a simplex σ = [veval,w,vcut], the curvature
integral in the parallel-propagated frame reduces to the frame mismatch at vcut:∫

σ
RΩ∇R−1 =

∫
∂σ
ω̃ = RvevalwRwvcut

−Rveval,vcut
.

We relate the left-hand side to
∫
σ
Ω∇ by splitting:∫

σ
RΩ∇R−1 =

∫
σ

(R− Id)Ω∇R−1 +
∫
σ
Ω∇(R−1 − Id) +

∫
σ
Ω∇.

By construction, R(veval) = Id, so R − Id vanishes at veval and satisfies R − Id = −ω̃ +O(h2)
via the first-order Taylor expansion ofR. Since ω̃ = O(h) throughout σ by the PPF construction,
and vol(σ ) = O(h2), a Lipschitz bound on Ω∇ andR gives:∫

σ
(R− Id)Ω∇R−1 ∈ O(h3).

For the second term, we use the fact that matrix inversion is smooth on GL(r), with differential

0 = d(R−1R) = d(R−1)R+R−1dR, i.e. d(R−1) = −R−1(dR)R−1.

Evaluating at the identity gives d(R−1)|R=Id · δR = −δR, so by Taylor expansion:

R−1 = Id− (R− Id) +O(∥R− Id∥2),

where the remainder is controlled uniformly for h small, since R remains in a compact neighbor-
hood of Id in GL(r). Therefore:

R−1 − Id = −(R− Id) +O(h2) = ω̃+O(h2),

and the same area-and-Lipschitz argument yields
∫
σ
Ω∇(R−1 − Id) ∈ O(h3). Hence:∫

σ
RΩ∇R−1 =

∫
σ
Ω∇ +O(h3).

Sampling the integrand at veval then gives∫
σ
Ω∇ = Ω∇veval

(vcut − veval, w − veval) +O(h3),

and combining:

Ω∇(σ,veval,vcut) = RvevalwRwvcut
−Rvevalvcut

= Ω∇veval
(vcut−veval, w−veval)+O(h3). (3.2.14)

The O(h3) accuracy is therefore a direct consequence of ω̃ = O(h) within the simplex. As
we show next, switching to a center-based parallel-propagated frame improves ω̃ toO(h2), which
propagates through the same argument to yieldO(h4) accuracy — consistent with the numerical
convergence rates observed in Section 3.3.3. For the convergence proofs that follow, however, the
key ingredient will be a pointwise bound on the curvature form compared to the parallel transport
discrepancy.
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Figure 3.8: Summing Curvatures. For two triangles using the same two prongs (vcut,veval), the
curvature evaluated over their union will be the sum of the curvatures with the same two prongs
because the parallel-propagated frames derived from these two prongs properly align.

PPF-induced Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for the Connection One Form. When
computing the discrete exterior covariant derivative of a vector-valued form, only an evaluation
fiber suffices for the definition of a parallel-propagated frame field. However, when dealing with
the exterior covariant derivative of the connection 1−form, it becomes necessary to specify both
a cut and evaluation fibers since the result is a curvature, i.e., a (1,1)-tensor in this particular case.
Upon specifying these parameters, we obtain an induced parallel-propagated frame field, as illus-
trated in Figure 3.6. This reduction leads to the boundary integral:∫

C
RΩ∇R−1 =

∫
C
Ω̃∇ =

∫
C
dω̃+ ω̃∧ ω̃ =

∫
∂C
ω̃.

To evaluate the Lie algebra integral, we can treat the columns of the connection 1−form as
three independent vector valued 1−forms. This motivates the definition of the PPF-induced ex-
terior covariant derivative, evaluated at veval and cut at vcut:

d∇ω([veval,w,vcut],veval,vcut) := ωveval,w +Rw,veval
ωw,vcut

−ωveval,vcut
,

for a given discrete connection∇with discrete connection form ω.

Note that this PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative shares a resemblance with
the vector-valued one, akin to the smooth case: by regarding the matrix of the discrete connection
1−form as a set of r vector-valued differential forms, the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant
derivative manifests as a vector-valued discrete exterior covariant derivative on these vector com-
ponents. The case of the connection 1−form is, however, special: the exterior covariant derivative
of the connection 1−form is not a Lie-algebra valued quantity anymore, but a (1,1)-tensor valued
2−form instead, necessitating in the discrete case the addition of a choice of “cut fiber”. Using the
definition of the discrete connection 1−form, see Equation (3.1.3), we obtain that indeed:

d∇ω([veval,w,vcut],veval,vcut) (3.2.15)
= (Rveval,w − Id) +Rveval,w(Rw,vcut

− Id)− (Rveval,vcut
− Id)

=Rveval,wRw,cut −Rveval,vcut
= Ω∇([veval,w,vcut],veval,vcut), (3.2.16)

justifying, a posteriori, our definition of discrete curvature.
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3.3 Properties and Convergence of our Discrete Operators

In the previous sections, we introduced a discrete calculus for discrete bundle-valued forms in
a principled manner, based on parallel-propagated frames. We now shift our focus towards dis-
cussing the resulting properties of our discrete operators, before analyzing their convergence un-
der refinement. We will then provide quantitative evidence through numerical tests to verify our
claims, both in terms of properties and of convergence order.

3.3.1 Properties of the Discrete Exterior Derivative

The discrete exterior covariant derivative d∇ introduced in Def. 3.27 has several intrinsic proper-
ties, and as it differs from the operator introduced by [BEHS21] mostly through a post alternation,
it also inherits combinatorial properties proven in [BEHS21]. We review them next.

Naturality of d∇. As mentioned in Equation (1.5.10), it is an important result in the theory of
smooth exterior calculus that the pullback commutes with the exterior derivative. For the discrete
operator d∇, a similar result holds true due to a lemma proven in [BEHS21].

Lemma 3.33 (Pullback commutes with d∇, from [BEHS21]). Given a simplicial map f : M→
N between two discrete manifoldsM andN , and a discrete vector bundle with connection (E,∇)
over N , let α be an E−valued discrete ℓ−form. For a (ℓ+1)-simplex σ = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1] of M ,
one has:

f ∗(d∇α)(σ,v0) = df
∗∇f ∗α(f (σ ), f (v0))

Corollary 3.34 (Naturality of d∇). Given a simplicial map f : M→N between two discrete
manifolds M and N , and a discrete vector bundle with connection (E,∇) over N , let α be an
E−valued discrete ℓ−form. For a (ℓ+1)-simplex σ = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1] ofM , one has:

f ∗(d∇α)(σ,v0) = df
∗∇f ∗α(f (σ ), f (v0))

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the previous lemma and the fact that the pullback commutes
with the alternation operator as mentioned in Rem. 3.26.

Antisymmetry of d∇. In the scalar-valued case, discrete differential forms are skew-symmetric
maps, in the sense that permuting the vertices of an evaluation simplex leads to multiplication with
the sign of the permutation. In the bundle-valued case, discrete differential forms are defined as
abstract maps mapping into a vertex fiber of a given cell. Therefore, our operator is antisymmetric
as long as we keep the evaluation fiber fixed, since any switch of two vertices will result in a sign flip
in the evaluation of d∇ due to the alternation within its definition.

Differential Bianchi identity. The celebrated second Bianchi identity reviewed in Equation (1.5.13)
holds exactly in the discrete setting.
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Proposition 3.35 (Differential Bianchi identity). Let E be a discrete vector bundle with connec-
tion∇ over a discrete manifoldM . For any 3−simplex σ = [v0,v1,v2,v3] ⊂M . One has:

d∇Ω∇(σ,v0,v3) = 0 (3.3.1)

Proof. As proven in [BEHS21], we know that d∇Ω∇(σ,v0,v3) = 0. Therefore,

d∇Ω∇(σ,v0,v3) = Alt∇d∇Ω∇(σ,v0,v3) = 0.

Algebraic Bianchi identity. The algebraic Bianchi identity, reviewed in Equation (1.5.18), also
holds in our discrete calculus. While [BEHS21] showed that their exterior covariant derivative
satisfies

d∇d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+2],v0)=Ω∇([v0,v1,v2],v0,v2) α([v2, . . . , vℓ+2],v2)

for any vector-valued formα, our discrete exterior covariant derivative satisfies the algebraic Bianchi
identity for an implicitly-defined combinatorial wedge product.

Definition and Theorem 3.36 (Algebraic Bianchi Identity). Let M be a discrete manifold
with a discrete bundle E and connection ∇. Further let α be a discrete E−valued ℓ−form and
σ = [v0, . . . , vℓ+2] a (ℓ+2)-simplex. In this case there exists a setK ⊆ C2(σ )×Cℓ(σ ) consisting
of 2− and ℓ−subcells of σ such that for all (m,κ) ∈ K with a shared vertexwm,κ we have

d∇d∇α(σ,v0) =
1

(ℓ + 3)! (ℓ + 2)!

∑
(m,κ)∈K

Ω∇(f ,v0,wm,κ) α(κ,wm,κ)

=: Ω∇∧α(s,v0),

where the sum defines implicitly a wedge product between the curvature 2−form and α,
reminiscent of scalar-based wedge products defined through cup products [Hir03]. Similarly, for
any (1,1)-tensor-valued ℓ−form β, two consecutive applications of our discrete exterior covariant
derivative d∇ yield implicitly a discrete commutator:

d∇d∇β = [Ω∇∧β].

Proof. For discrete (1,0)-tensor valued forms, see App. B. The case of discrete (1,1)-tensor valued
forms is similar — but for an evaluation fiber Ev0

and a cut fiber Evℓ+2
one has:

d∇d∇β([v0, . . . , vℓ+2],v0,vℓ+2)

= Ω∇([v0,v1,v2],v0,v2)β([v2, . . . , vℓ+2],v2,vℓ+2)

−β([v0, . . . , vℓ],v0,vℓ)Ω
∇([vℓ,vℓ+1,vℓ+2],vℓ,vℓ+2),

hence the resulting commutator.
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Remark 3.37. In the realm of scalar-valued DEC, Kotiuga [Kot08] established theoretical limi-
tations regarding the definition of a discrete scalar-valued wedge product. However, associativity
of the wedge product is not an issue in our context, as there is no inherent product structure on
the bundle; and graded anti-commutativity is irrelevant given the non-commutative nature of the
underlying product for (1,1)-tensors, and vectors.

Since the operator d∇ is a well defined map between the set of bundle valued differential ℓ-
forms and (ℓ + 1)-forms, its composition is associative, thus it holds

d∇ ◦ (d∇ ◦d∇) = (d∇ ◦d∇) ◦d∇.

By the implicit definition of the wedge product, this yields for any general discrete bundle valued
form α

d∇(Ω∇∧α) = Ω∇∧d∇α. (3.3.2)

We emphasize that the wedge product defined above is only defined for the curvature 2−form and
a vector valued ℓ−form. It is not a general discrete wedge product, since it is defined implicitly by
applying d∇ twice to a vector bundle valued ℓ-form. There are physical theories where a more gen-
eral product is required. However the observation in Equation (3.3.2) shows us that the operator
is structure preserving in the sense that it satisfies the Leibniz rule

d∇(Ω∇∧α) = d∇Ω∇︸︷︷︸
=0

differential Bianchi identity

∧α+ (−1)2Ω∇∧d∇α = Ω∇∧d∇α.

However we will demonstrate, in Section 3.3.3 that our discrete wedge product converges un-
der refinement toward the smooth wedge product when applied to the proper discretization of a
smooth form — unlike the definition given in [BEHS21] as they did not properly relate discrete
and continuous bundle-valued forms, see Figure 3.12.

Remark 3.38. Given a connection ∇ = {Rab}eab∈E and an arbitrary choice of frame field, the
discrete connection 1−form for the edge between vertices a and b is given by ωab = Rab − Id.
Furthermore, we saw in Equation (3.2.16) that

d∇ω([abc], a, c) = Ω∇([abc], a, c).

Hence, with our alternation operator for (1,1)-tensor based forms and the stability of Ω∇ under
the Alt operator (see Rem. 3.30), it holds that

d∇ω([abc], a, c) = Ω∇([abc], a, c), (3.3.3)

in an exact sense. However it should be noted that the use of d∇ above is slightly abusive: it is
neither the discrete exterior covariant derivative of a (1,0)-tensor valued form, nor of a (1,1)-
tensor valued form. Instead, it is made out of the composition of a PPF-induced exterior covariant
derivative for (1,0)-tensor valued form applied toω, composed with the alternation operator for
(1,1)-tensor valued forms. This hybrid operator is specific to the connection 1−form and reflects
the special and local nature of the curvature form in the continuous case.

We should also mention here that our linearized version of the matrix logarithm used in the
definition of the discrete connection 1−form is crucial to ensure that this property holds (see
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Rem. 3.10). Finally, we proved that d∇d∇ = Ω∇∧ for any vector-valued form, and one can check
that indeed, for a discrete vector-valued 0−form z, we have:

d∇d∇z([abc], a)

=
1
6

(
(RabRbc −Rac)zc +Rab(RbcRca −Rba)za +Rac(RcaRab −Rcb)zb

− (RacRcb −Rab)zb −Rab(RbaRac −Rbc)zc −Rac(RcbRba −Rca)za
)
.

Note that this wedge product between the curvature 2− form and a vector-valued 0−form does
not correspond to a simple pointwise product as in the continuous case: this property will only be
valid in the limit of mesh refinement.

3.3.2 Convergence analysis

In Section 3.2.1, we introduced the use of parallel-propagated frame fields to simplify the high-
order terms of the integral of the discrete exterior covariant derivative. In this section, we discuss
how the order of approximation is affected by the location of the origin of the PPF being used:
indeed, if we integrate the exterior derivative in a center-based parallel-propagated frame field, we
achieve an even higher accuracy order than using a corner-based PPF.

Figure 3.9: Parallel-propagated frames. Given a connection, we can use the parallel-propagated
frame on TM (bottom) for integration; integration in some non-parallel-propagated/non-
geometric frame (like the one on top) does not lead to convergence.

Theorem 3.39 (Improved accuracy with center-based PPF). Let π : E→M be a vector bun-
dle with connection ∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1] ⊂M be a region inM for which there exists a
diffeomorphism to a (ℓ+ 1)−simplex σ where each point vi is mapped to an associated vertexwi
of σ , and let us call the “center” cs ∈ s the point of s being mapped to the barycenter of σ . For
α ∈Ωℓ(M,E) it holds that ∫

s
(d∇α)

∇,cs =
∫
∂s
α∇,cs +O(hℓ+3)

(compare with Equation (3.2.7)).
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Proof. It holds in the center-based PPF that∫
s
(d∇α)∇,cs =

∫
∂s
α∇,cs +

∫
s
ω∇,cs ∧α∇,cs .

Additionally, one has ∫
s
ω∇,cs ∧α∇,cs = O(hℓ+3)

since the integral of the linear part cancels out when the center verifiesω∇,cs(cs) = 0. To see this,
we consider a Taylor expansion ofω∇,cs and α. It holds for p ∈ s(

ω∇,cs
)
p

=
(
ω∇,cs

)
cs︸   ︷︷   ︸

=0

+
(
ω∇,cs

)′
cs

(p − cs) +O(h2),

where of (ω∇,cs )′ is to be understood as a derivative applied to the components ofω∇,cs . Assuming
sufficient smoothness, we get that (ω∇,cs )′ is still a smooth 1−form. Similarly, we obtain

α∇,csp = α∇,cscs + (α∇,cs )′cs(p − cs) +O(h2).

Hence ∥∥∥∥∥∫
s
ω∇,cs ∧α∇,cs

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫
p∈s

((ω∇,cs )′cs ∧α
∇,cs
cs )(cs − p)dp

∥∥∥∥∥∥
+
∥∥∥∥∥∫

s
((ω∇,cs )′cs ∧ (α∇,cs )′cs )

∥∥∥∥∥︸                         ︷︷                         ︸
=O(hℓ+1)

·O(h2) +O(hℓ+3).

Since (ω∇,cs )′cs ∧α
∇,cs
cs is constant over s, we get that∫

p∈s
((ω∇,cs )′cs ∧ (α∇,cs )cs )(cs − p)dp = 0, (3.3.4)

leaving us with
∥∥∥∫
s
ω∇,cs ∧α∇,cs

∥∥∥ = O(hℓ+3).

Remark 3.40. The argumentation shows that the key property of the barycenter based PPF is
the cancellation of the linear term in Equation (3.3.4). Later in this work in Chapter 4 when we
will extend the discrete exterior covariant derivative to non-simplicial cells, we cannot pick the cen-
troid of the cell anymore to ensure the required cancellation. To ensure the cancellation in Equa-
tion (3.3.4), we will require a center-of-mass-based PPF. Generally the center of mass of a region s
is defined as

cs =
1

vol(s)

∫
p∈s
pdp.

Thus a center based PPF in the following is to be understood as a center of mass based PPF. For
a simplicial cell the center of mass and the centroid are identical, but for general cells that is no
longer true.
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Theorem 3.41. Let π : E→M be a vector bundle with connection ∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1]⊂
M be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphismψ to a (ℓ+ 1)-simplex σ where each
point vi are mapped to an associated vertex wi of σ . Further let α ∈ Ωℓ(M,E) and α be its
discretization defined in Equation (3.2.8). In this case we have

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇α)∇,cs = d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+2), (3.3.5)

or expressed intrinsically,

Rv0,cs
∇
ϕcs

∫
s

d∇α = d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+2). (3.3.6)

Proof. We use the identifications stated in Remark 3.18. It holds in the center-based parallel-propagated
frame that

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇α)∇,cs = Rv0,cs

∫
∂s
Rcsα +Rv0,cs

∫
s
ω∇,cs ∧Rcsα. (3.3.7)

As discussed above, we know ∫
s
ω∇,cs ∧α∇,cs = O(hℓ+3).

In the following we denote si = [v0, . . . , v̂i , . . . , vℓ+1] the ℓ−subsimplex of s without vi . By mi
we will denote the ℓ−simplex opposite to vi with positive orientation relative to that of s, i.e.,
mi = (−1)isi . Extending the discrete α tomi by α(mi ,v0) = (−1)i α(si ,v0),we have

d∇α(s,v0) = Rv0,v1
α(s0,v1) +

ℓ+1∑
i=1

(−1)i α(si ,v0) = Rv0,v1
α(m0,v1) +

ℓ+1∑
i=1

α(mi ,v0).

For all faces containing v0, we have by definition

α(mi ,v0) =
∫
mi

R∇,v0α.

If we compare the contribution of the PPF-derivative to the contribution from the boundary
integral in Equation (3.3.7) coming fromm0, we obtain

Rv0,cs

∫
m0

R∇,csα −Rv0,v1

∫
m0

R∇,v1α =
∫
m0

(Rv0,csR
∇,cs −Rv0,v1

R∇,v1)α. (3.3.8)

If we consider the expression

Rv0,csRcs ,p −Rv0,v1
Rv1,p = (Rv0,csRcs ,p −Rv0,p)− (Rv0,v1

Rv1,p −Rv0,p),

we can express this, following Equation 3.2.14, as

(Rv0,csRcs ,p−Rv0,p)−(Rv0,v1
Rv1,p−Rv0,p) = Ω∇v0

(v0−p,v0−cs)−Ω∇v0
(v0−p,v0−v1)+O(h3),
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where h is the triangle diameter.

We define the auxiliary function

g : ψ(m0)→R
r×r : p 7→Ω∇v0

(v0 − p,v0 − cs)−Ω∇v0
(v0 − p,v0 − v1)

Note that g is affine linear in p, thus the second order derivatives vanish. If we do a Taylor expan-
sion of g at cm0

, note that cs − v0 and cm0
− v0 are collinar. Hence,

Ω∇v0
(v0 − cm,v0 − cs) = 0.

Further note that we have for the gradient

Dgcm = Ω∇(v0 − v1, ·)−Ω∇(v0 − cs, ·) = Ω∇(cs − v1, ·).

Since we always implicitly assume that the curvature is sufficiently regular and (vs − v1) ∈ O(h),
it follows thatDg ∈ O(h).As in the proof of Definition 3.39 we can expand the differential form
α as

αp = αcm + (α)′cm(p − cm0
) +O(h2).

Therefore we have∫
m0

(Rv0,csR
∇,cs −Rv0,v1

R∇,v1)α =
∫
m0

gα +O(hℓ+3)

=
∫
m0

(
gcm0

+ (gcm0
)′(p − cm)

)
+
(
αcm0

+ (αcm0
)′(p − cm0

)+
)

+O(hℓ+3)

Let αcm0
[m0] be the evaluation of α at cm0

on the stencil spanning the tangent space of m0

in the sense of Definition 1.2. Since (αcm0
)′ and (gcm0

) are constant, we can rewrite the integral as∫
m0

(Rv0,csR
∇,cs −Rv0,v1

R∇,v1)α =
∫
m0

gα +O(hℓ+3)

=
∫
m0

(
gcm0

+ (gcm0
)′(p − cm)

)
+
(
αcm0

+ (αcm0
)′(p − cm0

)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

= gcm0
αcm0

[m0] + gcm0
(αcm0

)′
∫
m0

(p − cm0
)︸         ︷︷         ︸

=0

+(gcm0
)′(αcm0

)
∫
m0

(p − cm0
)︸         ︷︷         ︸

=0

+ (gcm0
)′︸︷︷︸

∈O(h)

∫
m0

(αcm0
)′(p − cm0

)(p − cm0
)︸                             ︷︷                             ︸

∈O(hℓ+2)

+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇v0
(v0 − cm0

,v0 − v1)αcm0
[m0] +O(hℓ+3)

For a positively oriented facem ∈ ∂s that contains v0, we obtain∫
m

(
Rv0,csR

∇,cs −Rv0,cmR
∇,cm

)
α =

∫
m

((
Rv0,csR

∇,cs −R∇,v0
)
−
(
Rv0,cmR

∇,cm −R∇,v0
))
α.
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Using Equation 3.2.14, we obtain((
Rv0,csR

∇,cs −R∇,v0
)
−
(
Rv0,cmR

∇,cm −R∇,v0
))

= Ω∇v0
(v0−p,v0−cs)−Ω∇v0

(v0−p,v0−cm)+O(hℓ+3)

Using the auxiliary function

g̃ : m→R
r×r : p 7→Ω∇v0

(v0 − p,v0 − cs)−Ω∇v0
(v0 − p,v0 − cm),

we can argue parallely to the case ofm0 that∫
m

(
Rv0,csR

∇,cs −Rv0,cmR
∇,cm

)
α = Ω∇v0

(v0 − cm,v0 − cs)αcm[m] +O(hℓ+3). (3.3.9)

Since Ω∇v0
is evaluated on a stencil of orderO(h2), this yields with Equation (3.3.7) and Equa-

tion (3.3.8),

d∇α(s,v0) = Rv0,v1
α(m0,v1) +

ℓ+1∑
i=1

α(mi ,v0) = Rv0,cs

∫
s
R∇,csd∇α +O(hℓ+2).

Remark 3.42 (Differences as tangent vectors). Throughout this proof, and in the analogous
proofs that follow, expressions such as v0 − vi require clarification: their literal interpretation as
differences of points onM is not well-defined. What we mean is the following. Fixing the base
point v0 and assumingM is sufficiently regular so that all relevant vertices lie in a normal neigh-
bourhood of v0, the inverse exponential map logv0

:= exp−1
v0

provides a diffeomorphism between
this neighbourhood and a star-shaped open subset of Tv0

M. Writing

ξp := logv0
(p) ∈ Tv0

M,

we interpret all affine operations between points—differences, sums, barycentres, integrals—as
operations between their tangent-space representatives:

p − q := ξp − ξq, ξv0
= 0, v0 − p = −ξp.

With this convention, all such expressions are carried out in the vector space Tv0
M, where they

are well-defined, and Ω∇v0
is evaluated on the resulting tangent vectors.

In particular, we take each centroid to be the arithmetic mean of its vertex representatives in
Tv0
M:

ξcs =
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
i=0

ξvi , ξcm =
1
|m|

∑
vi∈m

ξvi , cs := expv0
(ξcs ).

Two consequences are worth noting. First, the median identity ξcs = ℓ+1
ℓ+2 ξcm0

holds exactly, so
v0, cm0

, cs are collinear in Tv0
M, and Ω∇v0

(v0 − cm0
, v0 − cs) = 0 by antisymmetry. Second, the

first-moment identities
∫
m

(p − cm) = 0 and the affineness of the auxiliary maps g, g̃ used below
all hold exactly, being statements about affine functions on a vector space.

This is an abuse of notation: writing v0 − vi for tangent-space differences read through the
inverse exponential map streamlines the exposition considerably, at the cost of conflating points
onM with their representatives in Tv0

M. With this convention in mind, the formulas below
should be read accordingly.
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Since the volume of the simplicial cell is of order O(hℓ+1), this shows that the operator d∇
converges under refinement if the input is obtained through integration in an appropriate PPF.
However, to ensure convergence of a second application ofd∇, this is not sufficient since the error
after division with the volume of a (ℓ + 1)-simple can remain arbitrarily large. This is where the
alternation can improve the accuracy order.

Theorem 3.43 (Alternation increases accuracy). Let π : E →M be a vector bundle with con-
nection ∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1]⊂M be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphism
to a (ℓ + 1)-simplex σ where each point vi is mapped to an associated vertexwi of σ . Further let
α ∈Ωℓ(M,E) and α be its discretization defined in Equation (3.2.8). In this case, we have

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇α)(∇,cs) = Alt∇d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+3) = d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+3), (3.3.10)

or expressed intrinsically,

Rv0,cs
∇
ϕcs

∫
s

d∇α = Alt∇d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+3) = d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+3). (3.3.11)

Proof. It holds by Theorem 3.39∫
s
Rv0,cs(d

∇α)∇,cs = Rv0,cs

∫
∂s
α∇,cs +O(hℓ+3). (3.3.12)

Let {mi} ⊂ ∂s be the set of ℓ−cells with positive orientation forming the boundary of s where
vi < mi . In the following, we will show that the contributions for every ℓ−face coming from
Equation (3.3.12) and those of d∇(s,v0) differ by a term of orderO(hℓ+3). To see this, we rewrite
the exterior covariant derivative as

d∇α(s,v0) = Alt∇d∇α(s,v0)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

Rv0,vj

( 1
(ℓ + 1)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2
π(0)=j

sgn(π)d∇α(π(s),vj )
)
. (3.3.13)

Let
Alt∇j d

∇α(s,vj )B
1

(ℓ + 1)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2,π(0)=j

sgn(π)d∇α(π(s),vj )

be the operator that uses an alternation on the face opposite to vj only. For the boundary cellmi
we consider the contributions coming from Alt∇j d

∇α to Equation (3.3.13) for i , j first. In this
case the facemi is not opposite to vj . Hence, its contributions turn into

Rv0,vjα(mi ,vj ) = Rv0,vj

∫
mi

R∇,vjα.
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For the case j = i,mi is the face opposite to the evaluation vertex of Alt∇j d
∇α(s,vj ). In this case,

we can rewrite

Alt∇i d
∇α(s,vi) =

1
ℓ + 1

∑
vk∈mi

1
ℓ!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2
π(0)=j
π(1)=k

sgn(π)d∇α(π(s),vj ).

This yields that the contributions coming frommi are of the form

Rv0,vi

1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

Rvi ,vk

∫
mi

R∇,vkα. (3.3.14)

If we analyze the difference of this expression to the integral ofα in thevi−based parallel-propagated
frame, we obtain

1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

Rvi ,vk

∫
mi

R∇,vkα −
∫
mi

R∇,viα =
1

ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

∫
mi

(Rvi ,vkR
∇,vk −R∇,vi )α. (3.3.15)

Similar to the discussion in Theorem 3.39, we can argue that the integral of the center-based Taylor
expansion yields

1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

∫
mi

(Rvi ,vkR
∇,vk −R∇,vi )α

=
1

ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

(Rvi ,vkRvk ,cmi −Rvi ,cmi )αcmi [mi] +O(hℓ+3)

As explained in Section 3.2.5 , it holds

(Rvi ,vkRvk ,cmi −Rvi ,cmi )

= Ω∇([vi ,vk , cmi
],vi , cmi

) = Ω∇vi [vk − vi , cmi
− vi] +O(h3). (3.3.16)

Therefore,

1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

(Rvi ,vkRvk ,cmi −Rvi ,cmi )αcmi [mi]

=
1

ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

Ω∇vi [vk − vi , cmi
− vi]αcmi [mi] +O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇vi

[ 1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

vk − vi , cmi
− vi︸                              ︷︷                              ︸

=0

]
αcmi [mi] +O(hℓ+3).

Since 1
ℓ+1

∑
k,i vk = cmi

,we obtain

1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,i

Rvi ,vk

∫
mi

R∇,vkα −
∫
mi

R∇,viα ∈ O(hℓ+3).
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Therefore, we can deduce that the contribution of the face mi for the difference d∇α(s,v0) −
Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇α)∇,cs is, up to orderO(hℓ+3), of the form

1
ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

Rv0,vj

∫
mi

R∇,vjα −Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csα

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∫
mi

(
Rv0,vjR

∇,vj −Rv0,csR
∇,cs

)
α.

Integration of the Taylor expansion at cmi
yields

1
ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

Rv0,vj

∫
mi

R∇,vjα −Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csα

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi −Rv0,csRcs ,cmi )αcmi [mi] +O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(
Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi −Rv0,cmi

− (Rv0,csRcs ,cmi −Rv0,cmi
)
)
αcmi [mi] +O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(
Ω∇v0

[vj − v0, cmi
− v0]αcmi [mi]

−Ω∇v0
[cs − v0, cmi

− v0] αcmi [mi]
)

+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇v0

[
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

vj

︸       ︷︷       ︸
=cs

−v0, cmi
− v0

]
αcmi [mi]

−Ω∇v0
[cs − v0, cmi

− v0] αcmi [mi] +O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+3).

Since vi was chosen arbitrarily, this result yields the claim.

To conclude the convergence of d∇d∇ under refinement, we need another lemma.
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Figure 3.10: Visualization of the two parallel-propagated frame fields used in Lemma 3.44. It is
noteworthy that the integral computed on the right-hand side involves a PPF whose source is not
contained within the integration domainm.

Lemma 3.44. Letπ : E→M be a vector bundle with connection∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1]⊂M
be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphism to a (ℓ+ 1)-simplex σ where each point
vi are mapped to an associated vertex wi of σ . Let m⊂ s be the image under ψ of a ℓ−subcell
containing v0. In this case, it holds that

Rv0,cm

∫
m
α∇,cm = Rv0,cs

∫
m
α∇,cs +O(hℓ+2), (3.3.17)

which can be expressed intrinsically as

Rv0,cm
∇
ϕcm

∫
m

α =Rv0,cs
∇
ϕcs

∫
m

α +O(hℓ+2) (3.3.18)

where two PPFs (one from the center cm ofm, one from the center cs of s) are used, see Figure 3.10.

Proof. It holds

Rv0,cs

∫
m
α∇,cs −Rv0,cm

∫
m
α∇,cm =

∫
m

(Rv0,csR
∇,cs −Rv0,cmR

∇,cm)α

= (Rv0,csRcs ,cm −Rv0,cm)αcm[m] +O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇([v0, cs, cm],v0, cm)︸                     ︷︷                     ︸
=O(h2)

αcm[m]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=O(hℓ)

= O(hℓ+2).

This allows us to conclude the convergence of d∇d∇ under refinement, as explained next.
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Corollary 3.45 (Convergence of d∇d∇). Let π : E →M be a vector bundle with connection
∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+2] ⊂M be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphism to a
(ℓ + 2)-simplex σ where each point vi are mapped to an associated vertex wi of σ . Further, let
α ∈Ωℓ(M,E) and α be its discretization defined in Equation (3.2.8). We have

d∇d∇α(σ,v0) = Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs +O(hℓ+3). (3.3.19)

or equivalently,

d∇d∇α(σ,v0) =Rv0,cs
∇
ϕcs

∫
s

(d∇d∇α) +O(hℓ+3). (3.3.20)

Proof. It holds

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs = Rv0,cs

∫
∂s

(d∇α)∇,cs +O(hℓ+4),

by Theorem 3.39. Hence, by the previous lemma and since d∇α ∈Ωℓ+1(M;E), we obtain,

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs =

∑
m∈∂s

Rv0,cs

∫
m

(d∇α)∇,cm +O(hℓ+3).

As in the previous proof, letmi be the (ℓ+1)-subcell in∂s opposite tovi with positive orientation.
Thus by Theorem 3.43 we obtain

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs = Rv0,cm0

∫
m0

(d∇α)∇,cm0 +
ℓ+2∑
i=1

d∇α(mi ,v0) +O(hℓ+3).

For the first term, note that

Rv0,cm0

∫
m0

(d∇α)∇,cm0 = Rv0,v1
Rv1,cm0

∫
m0

(d∇α)∇,cm0−Ω∇([v0,v1, cm0
],v0, cm0

)
∫
m0

(d∇α)∇,cm0 .

Since
Ω∇([v0,v1, cm0

],v0, cm0
)︸                        ︷︷                        ︸

=O(h2)

∫
m0

(d∇α)∇,cm0︸           ︷︷           ︸
=O(hℓ+1)

= O(hℓ+3)

and
Rv0,v1

Rv1,cm0

∫
m0

(d∇α)∇,cm0 = Rv0,v1
d∇α(m0,v1),

we obtain

R0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs = Rv0,v1

d∇α(m0,v1) +
ℓ+2∑
j=1

d∇α(mj ,v0) +O(hℓ+3)

= d∇d∇α(s,v0) +O(hℓ+3).
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Furthermore,

Alt∇
(
d∇d∇α(s,v0)

)
−Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs

= Alt∇
(
Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs

)
−Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs +O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 3

ℓ+2∑
j=0

(
Rv0,vjRvj ,cs −Rv0,cs

)(∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs

)
+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇
(
v0 − cs,

1
ℓ + 3

ℓ+2∑
j=0

vj − cs

︸            ︷︷            ︸
=0

)∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs +O(hℓ+3) ∈ O(hℓ+3).

Hence d∇d∇α(s,v0)−Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇α)∇,cs ∈ O(hℓ+3), which yields the claim.

In the proof, we only show that the operators d∇d∇ and d∇d∇ are of the same convergence or-
der, although one might expect that a novel alternation could augment the accuracy of the PPF-
derivative. However, for a second application, the alternation cannot compensate for the lack of
accuracy from the original input. Numerical tests will confirm that a novel application of the
alternation operator to d∇d∇ cannot augment the accuracy further, indicating that a numerical
realization of a third application of the exterior covariant derivative will be, in this setup, impossi-
ble to achieve accurately.

Remark 3.46. This corollary confirms the convergence, under mesh refinement, of the implicitly
defined wedge product between the curvature 2−form and a vector-valued form, as introduced in
Theorem 3.36. It converges towards the smooth curvature wedge product in Equation (1.5.12).
Thus, the discrete algebraic Bianchi Identity holds both conceptually and numerically in the limit
under mesh refinement.

Remark 3.47. As discussed in the analysis preceding Def. 3.29, a noteworthy reduction in the
number of terms for the alternation can be used and will still ensure enhanced convergence of
the sided discrete exterior covariant derivative. Equation (3.3.14) shows that we can reduce the
number of permutations from the full alternation group down to only (ℓ + 1)-terms, resulting
in a substantial decrease in the computational cost of the alternation. However in this case the
combinatorial properties of the discrete exterior covariant derivative are no longer satisfied.

Remark 3.48 (Convergence analysis for general endomorphism-valued forms). In the vector-
valued case, we have successfully established that the discrete exterior derivative converges under
refinement and satisfies the Bianchi identities. These results hold great significance within the
context of our study. We showed that the differential Bianchi Identity holds in an exact sense.
In the definition of the exterior covariant derivative for (1,1)-tensor valued forms, we used an al-
ternation of the PPF-derivative, although the differential Bianchi Identity is already enforced for
the PPF-derivative exactly. However, for the analysis of convergence under refinement of gen-
eral endomorphism-valued forms, it is necessary to use an alternation of the PPF-derivative as in
the vector-valued case. It turns out that the convergence analysis for arbitrary endomorphism-
valued forms can be carried out similarly to the vector-valued case. We saw that the alternated
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PPF-derivative realizes a discrete notion of the identity

d∇
End
d∇

End
β = [Ω∇ ∧ β],

for β ∈Ωℓ(M,End(E)). For the discretization of a general endomorphism-valued form through
integration, we can, in contrast to the curvature form, not expect in general that the integration
can be carried out as a boundary integral exactly. As in the case for vector-valued case, one can
therefore use a discretization in a parallel-propagated frame for

d∇
End
β = dβ +ω∧ β + (−1)deg(β)β ∧ω.

However, in contrast to the vector-valued case it is necessary to use a PPF-for the integration for the
output and input fiber. If we define the discretization through integration for an endomorphism-
valued form through

β(s,v,w) =
∫
s
R∇,vβ(R∇,w)−1, (3.3.21)

it is possible to show that for β ∈Ωℓ(M,End(E)) it holds

d∇β(s,v,w) =
∫
s
Rv,cs(d

∇End
β)∇, cs ,csRcs ,w +O(hℓ+2)

and
d∇β(s,v,w) =

∫
s
Rv,cs(d

∇End
β)∇, cs ,csRcs ,w +O(hℓ+3),

where (d∇
End
β)∇, cs ,cs = R∇, cs d∇

End
β (R∇, cs )−1 is the representation of the form d∇

End
β in the

frame that uses a center based PPF for the input and the output of the form. This allows to con-
clude that for a simplicial (ℓ + 2)-cell s′ it holds

d∇d∇β(s′ ,v,w) =
∫
s′
Rv,cs′ (d

∇End
d∇

End
β)∇ cs ,csRcs′ ,w +O(hℓ+3),

ensuring convergence under refinement.

3.3.3 Numerical Testing

We now report on our tests of the numerical validity of the formulas we propose in this paper. For
all examples, we start from a connection 1−form ω and a differential form, both given in closed
form, which we discretize on a sample mesh element. We then compare the smooth (closed-form)
exterior derivative and curvature to the results obtained by our discrete operators when applied to
the discrete 1-connection and the discrete form using increasingly fine meshes, in order to observe
the convergence rates of our operators. Note that our Python code for all these tests is available at
https://gitlab.inria.fr/geomerix/public/fulldec.

Setup

Computing discrete connection. For a given analytical connection 1−form ω in the stan-
dard frame of R3 and an edge [a,b] (where a,b ∈ R3) defined as the straight path γab : [0,1]→
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R
3 : t 7→ (1− t) · a+ t · b, the discrete parallel transportRab induced by the connection is

Rab = P exp
(∫

γ
ω

)
.

We approximate this discrete path ordering by splitting the interval [a,b] intoN sub-intervals. If
we define the ith path segment via γi : [i/N , (i + 1)/N ]→R

3 : t 7→ (1− t) · a+ t · b, a discrete
parallel transport is computed as

Rab ≈
N−1∏
i=0

exp
(∫

γi

ω

)
, (3.3.22)

where the matrix exponential on the right is evaluated without path ordering.

Discretization of vector-valued forms. As described in Section 3.2.1, we enforce that the dis-
cretization of the forms is carried out in a parallel-propagated frame field. That is, given a smooth
TR3−valued k−formα, a simplex σ ⊂R

3 with a vertex v ∈ σ and a smooth connection 1−form
ω, the discretization described in Equation (3.2.8) is

α(σ,v)B
∫
s
R∇,vα.

Here, we assume that the underlying chosen local frame field is the standard frame of TR3, and
R∇,v : σ → SO(3) is the gauge field turning this standard frame into the PPF centered at v. In
our numerical tests, we apply quadrature rules to approximate this integral. For instance, for the
case of a one-form represented in the standard frame of TR3 via

α =


α1
α2
α3

 ∈Ω1(R3,TR3),

whereα1,α2,α3 ∈Ω1(R3) are standard scalar-valued differential forms. For an edgeγ : [0,1]→
R

3, where γ(0) = a and γ(1) = b, we denote the evaluation of the smooth differential form
α ∈ Ω1(M,R3) at a point p ∈ e = γ([0,1]) for the vector b − a ∈ TpR3 through αp(b − a),
where we use the canonical identification induced by the standard frame of R3 of TaR3 with
TpR

3. Writing the gauge fieldR∇,a as

R∇,a =


− Ra1

−
− Ra2

−
− Ra3

−

 = (Rai )j ∈ SO(3) for (i, j) ∈ {1,2,3},

it holds by definition that

α([a,b], a) =
∫
γ
R∇,aα =

∫
[0,1]

γ∗(R∇,a) γ∗α =
∫

[0,1]


Ra1

(γ(t)) ·αγ(t)(b − a)
Ra2

(γ(t)) ·αγ(t)(b − a)
Ra3

(γ(t)) ·αγ(t)(b − a)

 dt, (3.3.23)

where we use the standard matrix product for the multiplication of a row with a column vector.
In this case, we get the integral of the first component, for instance:∫

γ
Ra11

α1 +Ra12
α2 +Ra13

α3

=
∫ 1

0
Ra11

(γ(t)) α1γ(t)
(γ̇(t)) +Ra12

(γ(t)) α2γ(t)
( ˙γ(t)) +Ra13

(γ(t)) α3γ(t)
(γ̇(t)) dt,
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and we use a 5th−order Gauss-Legendre quadrature to evaluate this 1D integral numerically. The
final expression of the discretization of α thus reads:

α(e,a) ≈
4∑
i=0

wi Ra,γ(ti ) αγ(ti )(b − a),

wherewi are the usual Gauss-Legendre quadrature weights.

Similarly, if we want to discretize a smooth (1,1)-tensor valued 1−form β over e = [a,b] with
evaluation at a and cut at b, we discretize the integral

β([a,b], a,b) =
∫
e
R∇,a β (R∇,b)−1.

In this case, we approximate the integral through

β(e,a,b) ≈
4∑
i=0

wi Ra,γ(xi ) βγ(xi )(b − a)Rγ(xi ),b.

Now, if we are given a vector-valued 2−formα and we want to calculate its discretization over
a triangle σ = [a,b,c] evaluated at a, we discretize the 2D integral

α(σ,a) =
∫
σ
R∇,aα.

We thus use 2D quadrature rules (provided, for instance, in [Bur10]) to approximate this integral.
Similarly, we use for (1,1)-tensor valued forms the integral

β(σ,a,b) =
∫
σ
R∇,aβ(R∇,b)−1

and apply 2D quadrature to obtain the discretization of the form over the triangle.

Convergence under element refinement. For each example, we evaluate the discrete operator
on a given mesh element, then scale the element down while keeping the evaluation vertex fixed.
At each scale we report the relative error, i.e. the norm of the difference between the discrete op-
erator applied to the discretized form and the integral of the smooth ground-truth result, divided
by the norm of that ground-truth integral. This yields a plot of the rate at which our discrete
approximants converge to their continuous counterparts. Quantifying the error of a discrete dif-
ferential operator generally requires a norm adapted to the function space in which the discrete
object is expected to live, and the appropriate choice is far from obvious: the angle-defect defini-
tion of Gaussian curvature, for instance, fails to converge in the L2 andH−1 norms yet converges
in H−2 [Gaw20]. We therefore restrict ourselves to the pointwise relative error described above,
which isolates the consistency of the operator at a fixed point; the function-space considerations
become essential once the operators are used to solve a PDE.
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Various numerical tests

For the connection 1−formω given as

ω =


0 0 1
0 0 0
−1 0 0

 x dz+


0 1 0
−1 0 0
0 0 0

 (y dx+ dz), (3.3.24)

one can derive its torsion as

Θ∇ = d∇θ =


y dx∧ dy − dy ∧ dz

dx∧ dz
x dx∧ dz

 ,
where θ = (dx,dy,dz)T . Further, the exterior derivative of the torsion yields

d∇Θ∇ = dΘ∇ +ω∧Θ∇ = Ω∇ ∧


dx
dy
dz

 =


0
0
−xy

 dx∧ dy ∧ dz,
where

Ω∇ =


0 −dx∧ dy dx∧ dz

dx∧ dy 0 −xy dx∧ dz
−dx∧ dz xy dx∧ dz 0

 .
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Figure 3.11: Convergence of discrete curvature. The discrete curvature converges to the in-
tegrated (continuous) curvature over a center-based parallel-propagated frame field; insufficient
sampling for the integration of the smooth connection ( Equation (3.3.22)) affects the convergence
rate.
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Figure 3.12: Convergence of discrete torsion. This graph illustrates that employing a non-
parallel-propagated frame field for discretizing the solder form fails to yield convergence of the
PPF-induced exterior covariant derivative. Utilizing a PPF for the discretization of a form and a
subsequent use of the PPF derivative results in a linear decay of errors. Notably, the alternation
process further enhances accuracy, leading to a quadratic decay in errors for our full discrete exte-
rior covariant derivative.

Convergence of the Discrete Curvature. To verify the convergence of our discrete curvature,
we construct a triangle from the three following points: v0 =

(
0,0,0

)
T , v1 =

(
1,0,0

)
T , v2 =(

0.4,0.3,0
)
T ,which we subsequently shift by the vector v=

(
2.4,−1.3,2.9

)
T and rotate using

Euler angles (30◦,45◦,27◦) around theX−,Y−,Z−axes to ensure arbitrariness. We calculate the
relative error of the discrete curvature compared to the integral of the smooth curvature form in a
center-based PPF with pre- and post-composition to the corresponding evaluation and cut fiber.
The resulting convergence plot is in Figure 3.11.

We note in passing here that the correct evaluation of the path ordering of the matrix exponential
is essential to find the correct convergence order (O(h2)) for the discrete curvature compared to
the integral of the smooth curvature in a center-based PPF.

Convergence of the Discrete Covariant Derivative of Bundle-valued 1−Forms. To nu-
merically test the validity of Theorem 3.43, we consider the triangle [v0,v1,v2] that we used above.
We shift the triangle by a vector v = (3.0,4.1,−2.0)T and use Euler angles (10◦,15◦,5◦) around
the X−,Y−,Z−axes to ensure arbitrariness. We calculate the integral of the smooth torsion in a
barycenter based PPF, transported to v0. Subsequently we compute the sided PPF-induced dis-
crete exterior covariant derivative d∇θ and compute the relative error to the smooth ground truth
(blue). Further, we calculate the discrete exterior covariant derivative and calculate the relative
error with the smooth ground-truth integral (green). In addition, we illustrate that the discrete
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exterior covariant derivative operator presented in [BEHS21] does not converge under refinement
if the input is obtained through discretization without the usage of a PPF (orange). In Figure 3.12,
the size of the triangle is halved in each refinement step. As our theorems stated, we observe that
the decay of the relative error for the PPF-derivative is indeed linear, with a quadratic convergence
order when alternation is used, as can be seen in the different slopes in the logarithmic scale of the
error plots. Additionally, the tests show that it is essential to use a parallel-propagated frame for
the discretization of the differential forms, otherwise convergence cannot be achieved.

Since the case of the solder form is special, we also illustrate the convergence behavior proven in
Theorems 3.41 and 3.43 for a more general differential form, which we pick to be:

α =


2x dy
x dx

dz − z dy

 , (3.3.25)

with the connection introduced in Equation (3.3.24). In this test, the same test triangle is shifted by
a vectorv = (2.4,−1.3,2.9) and is rotated using Euler angles (30◦,45◦,27◦) forX−,Y−,Z−axes.
The triangle size is each time reduced by a factor two, leading to the convergence plot in Figure 3.13:
the alternation operator indeed improves the convergence order of the PPF-derivative.

R
ela

tiv
e p

oi
nt

w
ise

 er
ro

r

Figure 3.13: Discrete exterior covariant derivative for vector-valued 1−forms. Comparison
of the decay of the relative error for the PPF-derivative and the exterior covariant derivative for the
1−formα given in Equation (3.3.25). A different slope in the logarithmic plot indicates a different
convergence order (here, linear in blue vs. quadratic in orange).

Convergence of Discrete Covariant Derivative of Bundle-valued 2−Forms. In order to
check Theorems 3.41-3.43 for vector-valued 2−forms as well, we construct a tetrahedron with
pointsp0 =

(
0,0,0

)
T ,p1 =

(
sin(5π

3 ),cos(5π
3 ),1

)
T ,p2 =

(
sin(π3 ),cos(π3 ),1

)
T ,p3 =

(
sin(π),cos(π),1

)
T .

We use Euler angles (50◦,15◦,70◦) to rotate the tetrahedron, and shift the tetrahedron by v =
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(3.4,−1.8,3.9) for arbitrariness. For the vector-valued differential 2−form

α =


3y dy ∧ dz+ x2dz∧ dx

(xyz+ 1) dx∧ dy
xy dy ∧ dz

 (3.3.26)

and the connection introduced in Equation (3.3.24), we illustrate convergence under mesh re-
finements for the discrete PPF-induced derivative and the discrete exterior covariant derivative in
Figure 3.14.
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Figure 3.14: Discrete exterior covariant derivative for vector-valued 2−forms. The alterna-
tion operator for discrete vector valued 2−forms yields, as in the case for 1−forms, an improved
accuracy under refinement compared to the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative (or-
ange vs. blue curve).

Algebraic Bianchi for Vector-valued Forms To check the convergence of the discrete alge-
braic Bianchi identity to its continuous counterpart, we consider the connection introduced in
Equation (3.3.24). We compare the primal discrete exterior derivative d∇d∇ for the solder form
(orange) against the discrete exterior covariant derivative d∇d∇ (blue). We use the tetrahedron
introduced above shifted by a vector v = (3.4,−1.8,3.9)T and subsequently rotated by three ma-
trices through the Euler angles (50◦,15◦,70◦). We observe in Figure 3.15 that the convergence
is of the same order. Further, we illustrate that two consecutive applications of the operator d∇
do not converge under refinement, even if the input form is obtained through discretization in
a PPF. However note that the operator would have converged under refinement if it would have
been applied to a discrete section.

Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for (1,1)-Tensor-valued One-Forms We also illus-
trate the numerical behavior of the discrete exterior covariant derivative for (1,1)-tensor valued
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Figure 3.15: Algebraic Bianchi identity under refinement for vector-valued 1−forms Using
the PPF-Derivative of the alternated torsion or the discrete exterior covariant derivative of the al-
ternated discrete torsion both lead under refinement to the same convergence order. However,
two consecutive applications of the operator d∇ without alternation in between to improve ac-
curacy do not lead to convergence under refinement, even if the original form is discretized in a
parallel-propagated frame field (green curve).

forms. Given a (1,1)-tensor-valued 1−form

β =


0 −xdy 0
xdy 0 dz

0 −dz 0

 ∈Ω1(R3,End(TR3)) (3.3.27)

and the connection 1−form introduced in Equation (3.3.24), one can calculate that

d∇
End
β =


0 − dx∧ dy y dx∧ dz

dx∧ dy 0 x2dy ∧ dz
−y dx∧ dz −x2 dy ∧ dz 0

 .
We translate the usual triangle we used previously with a vectorv=(3.5,1.1,−1.2)T and use Euler
angles (30◦,45◦,27◦) to rotate the evaluation domain. We then calculate the discrete endomorphism-
valued derivative and calculate the relative error against the smooth ground-truth value, resulting
in Figure 3.16.

Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for (1,1)-Tensor-valued Two-Forms. For the endomorphism-
valued 2−form

β =


0 x2 dy ∧ dz 2z dx∧ dy

−x2 dy ∧ dz 0 0
−2z dx∧ dy 0 0

 ,
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Figure 3.16: Discrete exterior covariant derivative for (1,1)-tensor-valued forms As in the
(1,0)-tensor-valued case, we observe that the decay of the relative error for the PPF-derivative for
(1,1)-tensor-valued forms is linear, and the endomorphism-valued alternation improves the accu-
racy of the PPF-derivative for a faster decay of the error.

the exterior covariant derivative can be calculated for the connection introduced in Equation (3.3.24)
as

d∇
End
β =


0 2x 2
−2x 0 −2z
−2 2z 0

 dx∧ dy ∧ dz.
Translating the tetrahedron introduced earlier withv =

(
3,3,2

)
T and using Euler angles (30◦,10◦,190◦)

to rotate the tetrahedron, we can numerically verify in Figure 3.17 the convergence behavior ex-
plained in Remark 3.48.

Algebraic Bianchi for (1,1)-Tensor-valued One-Forms Using the aforementioned tetrahe-
dron rotated with Euler angles (60◦,50◦,120◦) and shifted by a vector v = (6.4,−3.8,1.9), we
obtain for the (1,1)-tensor valued form introduced in Equation (3.3.27) convergence of the alge-
braic Bianchi identity to its continuous counterpart under refinement as seen in Figure 3.18.

Conclusion. The numerical experiments confirm that our discrete exterior covariant derivative
satisfies the properties established in this chapter, and that the convergence orders predicted by
our analysis are sharp. These tests measure pointwise consistency. On each element we compare
the discrete operator against the smooth ground truth at a fixed evaluation vertex under refine-
ment. A natural and more demanding next step is a convergence analysis in the L2 sense, where
the discrete operator is assessed globally against a suitable Sobolev norm rather than at a single
point. As the angle-defect example of [Gaw20] illustrates, identifying the norm in which a given
discrete operator converges — and at what rate — is itself nontrivial, and it is exactly this question
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Figure 3.17: Discrete exterior covariant derivative for (1,1)-tensor-valued 2−forms. As in
the (1,0)- tensor-valued case, we observe that the exterior covariant derivative for (1,1)-tensor-
valued 2−forms converges faster under refinement compared to the PPF-induced discrete exterior
covariant derivative.

that governs the operator’s behaviour when used to discretize and solve PDEs.
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Figure 3.18: Algebraic Bianchi identity for (1,1)-tensor-valued 1−forms. Calculating d∇d∇
andd∇d∇ under refinement yields a linear decay under mesh refinement of the relative error com-
pared to the integral of the smooth groundtruth. As in the (1,0)-tensor-valued case, another al-
ternation cannot compensate for the lack of accuracy coming from the initial input.
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4 | Discrete Exterior Calculus of Bundle-
Valued Forms on non-simplicial cells

Until this point, we showed that we can define a discrete exterior derivative for bundle-valued
differential forms that satisfies the algebraic and the differential Bianchi identities. However, we
limited our explanations to the case of simplicial cells. However, we show now that many of the
presented concepts can be seamlessly carried over to the non-simplicial case.

4.1 Discrete Bundle-Valued Forms on non-simplicial cells

We have reviewed the definition of discrete bundle-valued forms in Definition 3.5 and Defini-
tion 3.6. It is important to note that these forms can similarly be defined for polytopal cells as a
collection of maps. Additionally, the discretization scheme employing a parallel-propagated frame
field to transform smooth bundle-valued forms into discrete bundle-valued forms can be adapted
for retractable non-convex cells.

For retractable cells, we have introduced in Definition 3.16 the concept of a parallel-propagated
frame field. This allows us to establish a retraction-dependent discretization scheme. When we
restrict our focus to convex cells, we benefit from a canonical retraction map. Consequently, we
also obtain a canonical parallel-propagated frame field, which can be utilized for the discretization
of smooth bundle-valued forms.

4.2 Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative on non-simplicial meshes

LetM be a smooth manifold and E(M) be a smooth vector bundle with connection ∇. Further
letM be a discrete manifold and T ⊂M a domain for which there exists a diffeomorphismϕ and
a polytopal (ℓ + 1)-dimensional cell T such that ϕ(T ) = T . Furthermore we assume that there
exist pairwise disjoint polytopal (ℓ)-cells {σi}i=1,...,N with T = ∪iσi . We denote by si ⊂ T the
image of σi underϕ. We denote by cT the center of mass of T and cT = ϕ(cT ) the image under
ϕ.

We will in the following add the center of mass as an imaginary new vertex to the cell T to
have a canonical evaluation fiber. The point cT subdivides the cell into cones, consisting of the
ℓ−dimensional polytopal boundary faces and the center of mass. We denote by T̃ be the union of
these cones.
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Let∇int be a discrete connection on T̃ such that

∇int |T= ∇,

which additionally contains parallel transport matrices between the primal vertices and the barycen-
ter. We discuss the case that the transport matrices are given by an oracle first. This could be the
case if∇ arises through integration from a known smooth connection∇ and can therefore be in-
tegrated between arbitrary points. Afterwards we explain how one can derive estimations for the
parallel transport maps from the primal vertices to the barycenter solely from the data available on
primal edges. The advantage of the introduced simplicialization is that all conical (ℓ+1)-cells that
form T̃ share a common evaluation fiber; the center of mass.

We have reviewed that the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative can be inter-
preted as a high order approximation of the discretization of the smooth exterior covariant deriva-
tive in a parallel-propagated frame field for bundle-valued ℓ−forms. This motivates the following
definition in the non-simplicial case:

Definition 4.1 (PPF-Induced exterior covariant derivative on non-simplicial cells). Let M
be a discrete orientable manifold with a discrete vector bundle E with discrete connection ∇ =
{Rij}eij∈E over it. Let T be an (ℓ + 1)-dimensional convex polytopal region with ∂T =

⋃
j sj ,

where sj ∈ Mℓ are polytopal ℓ−cells forming the boundary of T and vj ∈ sj one arbitrary
vertex in sj . Further let α be a discrete vector valued ℓ−form and cT be the center of mass of T .
We denote

∇int := ∇∪ {Ri,cT ,RcT ,i : i ∈ V}

the discrete connection that contains in addition the parallel transport maps from the primal
vertices to the barycenter of the cell. The PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative is
then given by

d∇
int
α(T ,cT ) =

∑
sj∈T

RcT ,vjα(sj ,vj ).

For a primal vertex v ∈ T we define the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative
through

d∇
int
α(T ,v) = Rv,cT d

∇int
α(T ,cT ).

It should be noted that the operator depends on the particular choice of intermediate evaluation
fiber vj .

In the study of the simplicial case, we demonstrated the importance of averaging the output of
the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative proposed by [BEHS21]. This averaging con-
verts corner-based approximations of the integral of the smooth exterior covariant derivative into
center-based integrals. This approach allowed us to show that the proposed averaged d∇ satisfies
the algebraic Bianchi identity numerically under mesh refinement.

In this chapter, we introduce an extended notion of the bundle-valued exterior derivative
applicable to arbitrary convex cells and special star-shaped cells. The presented operator, d∇int ,
shares similarities with the side-based PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative proposed
in Chapter 3. Specifically, it approximates the integral in the corner-based PPF of the discrete ex-
terior covariant derivative.
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4.2 Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative on non-simplicial meshes

In the simplicial case, we employed the alternation operator to mitigate bias and enhance the
accuracy of the discrete exterior covariant derivative. For the non-simplicial case, we will apply
a similar strategy. However, unlike many of the previously mentioned concepts, the alternation
does not seamlessly transfer to the polytopal case. Consequently, we need to adapt the definition
of the discrete exterior covariant derivative for non-simplicial cells.

Generalized Barycentric Coordinates. Given a convex simplicial ℓ−cell, we can define Whit-
ney basis functions, i.e zero forms as the barycentric coordinate functions of the primal vertices. In
the simplicial case the barycentric coordinate functions can be simply computed through a volume
ratio. In the non-simplicial case, this is not possible anymore.

Given a convex ℓ−cell s with vertices v0. . . . , vn, we call a set of functions φi : s → [0,1], i =
0, . . . ,n generalized barycentric coordinates if for all x ∈ s

1.
∑n
i=0φi ≡ 1

2. x =
∑n
i=0φi(x) · vi

In [WSHD07], they propose a way to define such a set of generalize barycentric coordinates for
convex cells.

Definition 4.2 (Weight function of a simple vertex, [WSHD07]). Given a convex cell C of
dimensionn, whose faces are pairwise not colinear, we call a vertex v ∈ C simple, if its valence is
n. For a simple vertex let {nind(v)}be the set of normals of the faces that containv. Forx ∈ C\∂C
the weight function of dimension n for vertex v is given by

wvn(x) =

∣∣∣det(nind(v))
∣∣∣

Πj∈ind(v)nj · (v − x)
.

For x ∈ ∂C we define
wvn(x) = wvn−1(x).

For a vertex v whose valence is k , n,we follow the idea of [WSHD07] to infinitesimally per-
turb the vertex, to create new artificial vertices in the mesh, that are each simple, for which we can
use the above definition, see Figure 4.1. The weight for v is subsequently calculated as the sum of
the weights of each of the artificial new vertices.

We calculate the normal via the shoelace formula presented in [DGBD20]. This allows to
attribute a normal also to faces that are not necessarily planar anymore.

Definition 4.3 (Generalized Barycentric Coordinates.[WSHD07]). Given a convex n-cellC,
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Irregular Simplex Perturbation into simple Vertices

Figure 4.1: Perturbation into simple vertices: Any non simple vertex can be perturbed into an
infinitesimal k− gon whose vertices are all simple

the generalized n−dimensional barycentric coordinate function of vertex v ∈ C is defined as

φv(x) =
wvn(x)∑

vi∈Cw
vi
n (x)

In their Appendix B, [WSHD07] prove that the coordinates functionsφv are linear accurate and
that they form a partition of unity.

Remark 4.4. In contrast to the simplicial case the aforementioned generalized barycentric coor-
dinates are in general not linear functions along a straight path, but rational polynomials.

With this at our disposal we can define the discrete exterior covariant derivative on non sim-
plicial cells.

Definition 4.5 (Discrete exterior derivative for convex non-simplicial cells). LetM be a dis-
crete orientable manifold with a discrete vector bundleEwith discrete connection∇ = {Rij}eij∈E
on it. Let T be an (ℓ + 1)-dimensional convex polytopal region with ∂T =

⋃
j sj , where sj ∈

Cℓ(T ) are convex polytopal ℓ−cells forming the boundary ofT . Further letα be a discrete vector
valued ℓ−form and cT be the center of mass of T . We denote

∇int := ∇∪ {Ri,cT ,RcT ,i : i ∈ V}

the discrete connection that contains in addition parallel transport maps from the primal vertices

to the barycenter of the cell. In addition, let
{
φ
sj
i

∣∣∣∣∣i ∈ T}
be a set of generalized barycentric

coordinate functions for every ℓ−cell sj ∈ ∂T .

We define the discrete exterior covariant derivative in this case as

d∇
int
α(T ,cT ) =

∑
sj∈∂T

∑
w∈sj

φ
sj
w(csj )RcT ,wα(sj ,w)

 ,
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where csj is the center of mass of sj . For a primal vertex v ∈ T we define the PPF-induced
discrete exterior covariant derivative as

d∇
int
α(T ,v) = Rv,cT d

∇int
α(T ,cT ).

Remark 4.6. It is noteworthy that unlike in the simplicial case, we cannot generally define the
discrete exterior covariant derivative solely in terms of the PPF-induced derivative. In the simpli-
cial scenario, to exploit the sidedness of the PPF-Derivative, we could uniformly apply weights
to convert integrals in vertex-based PPF into integrals in center-based PPF. However, in the non-
simplicial case, this approach is generally no longer feasible. Nonetheless, under the additional
assumption that the (ℓ + 1)-cell solely consists of ℓ−simplices, we demonstrate below a correla-
tion between the operators d∇ and d∇.

Figure 4.2: The choice of the center of mass as evaluation vertex implicitly subdivides the cell into
cones.

We can now prove that the discrete exterior covariant derivative evaluated on the barycenter
converges under refinement.
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Theorem 4.7. LetM be a smooth manifold and E(M) a smooth vector bundle with connection
∇. Further let T ⊂M be domain for which there exists a diffeomorphismϕ and a polytopal con-
vex (ℓ+1)-dimensional cellT such thatϕ(T ) = T . Furthermore we assume that there exist convex
polytopal (ℓ)-cells {σi}i=1,...,N with ∂T =

⋃
i σi . We denote by si ⊂ T the image of σi underϕ.

Let α be an E−valued ℓ−form arising through integration from a smooth form α ∈Ωℓ(M,E).
Let ∇int be the discrete connection containing the parallel transport maps along the primal edges
of T and the joining paths from the primal vertices to cT , obtained through integration of∇.
In this case, it holds ∫

T
R∇,cT d∇α = d∇

int
α(T ,cT ) +O(hℓ+2) (4.2.1)∫

T
R∇,cT d∇α = d∇

int
α(T ,cT ) +O(hℓ+3) (4.2.2)

or equivalently intrinsically

∇
ϕcT

∫
T

d∇α = d∇
int
α(T ,cT ) +O(hℓ+2) (4.2.3)

∇
ϕcT

∫
T

d∇α = d∇
int
α(T ,cT ) +O(hℓ+3). (4.2.4)

Proof. It holds for the integral in a center of mass based parallel-propagated frame

∫
T
R∇,cT d∇α =

∫
∂T
R∇,cT α +O(hℓ+3).

This result was shown in Definition 3.43 for the simplicial case. However, the same argumentation
can be used to show this statement also for the case of more general convex polytopal cells as long
as we base the PPF in the center of mass, see Remark 3.40.

Therefore ∫
T
R∇,cT d∇α =

∑
si∈∂T

∫
si

R∇,cT α +O(hℓ+3).

By definition, the contributions for d∇
int
α(T ,cT ) coming from si can be expressed as

∑
v∈si

RcT ,vφv(csi )α(si ,v).

Thus, this means that the contributions for the error of Equation (4.2.2) coming from si are of
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the form

∑
v∈si

RcT ,vφv(csi )α(si ,v)−
∫
si

R∇,cT α− =
∑
v∈si

φv(csi )
(
RcT ,v

∫
si

R∇,vα −
∫
si

R∇,cT α

)
=

∑
v∈si

φv(csi )
∫
si

(
RcT ,vR

∇,v −R∇,cT
)
α

=
∑
v∈si

φv(csi )
∫
si

Ω∇cT (v − cT , csi − cT )α︸                         ︷︷                         ︸
∗

+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇cT

∑
v∈si

φv(csi )(v − cT )

︸                ︷︷                ︸
=csi−cT

, csi − cT

∫
si

α +O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+3)

The contribution in ∗ is of orderO(hℓ+2) and is the contribution to the error for face si in Equa-
tion Equation (4.2.1) and does not cancel for the operator d∇

int
, which yields the claim.

The key insight of the alternation operator in the simplicial case is its ability to convert corner-
based integrals into center-of-mass-based integrals. In the simplicial case, considering the centroid
or the center of mass is equivalent, allowing the use of uniform weights. However, in the non-
simplicial case, this equivalence does not hold, as the center of mass and the centroid are not iden-
tical. Consequently, non-uniform weights must be applied.

We provide in Section 4.2.1 a numerical verification of the theorems presented in this chapter.

Using the properties of the simplicial exterior derivative, we get the following result for the
operator acting on non-simplicial cells whose boundary consists of simplicial cells.

Theorem 4.8 (Relationship between the simplicial and non-simplicial discrete exterior covari-
ant derivative). LetM be a discrete manifold andE a discrete vector bundle overM with connec-
tion∇. Let α be an E−valued ℓ−form. Further let T =

⋃
i si be an (ℓ + 1)-cell whose boundary

consists of simplicial ℓ−cells. Let cT ∈ Rn be the center of mass of T and ∇int the connection ex-
tending∇ to the joining paths from the primal vertices to cT .We denote by [cT , si] the simplicial
ℓ + 1−cell formed by the center of mass and the ℓ−cell si . In this case we have

d∇
int
α(T ,cT ) =

∑
si∈∂T

d∇α([cT , si], cT ). (4.2.5)

Proof. In the following we will denote by sji the j−th vertex of the i−th simplicial cell in the
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boundary of T . It holds∑
si∈∂T

d∇
int
α([cT , si], cT ) =

∑
si∈∂T

Alt∇
int
d∇

int
α([cT , si], cT )

=
∑
si∈∂T

Alt∇
int

RcT ,s0
i
α(si , s

0
i ) +

ℓ∑
j=0

(−1)j α([cT , s
0
i , . . . , ŝ

j
i , . . . , s

ℓ
i ])

 .
Note that all non-boundary faces appear exactly twice in this summation. But in the two cases each
time with opposite orientation. Therefore, as in the theory of scalar valued DEC, we can argue
that their contributions cancel. We are therefore left with the contributions on the boundary.
Using the definition of the alternation, we can deduce that every vertex in the simplicial cell serves
as intermediate evaluation fiber to transport the quantities to the barycenter. Hence

∑
i

d∇
int
α([cT , si], cT ) =

∑
i

 1
ℓ + 1

ℓ∑
j=0

R
cT ,s

j
i
α(si , s

j
i )

 = d∇
int
α(T ,cT ),

which means that in this particular setting we can reproduce the discrete exterior covariant deriva-
tive with the simplical discrete exterior covariant derivative.

Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for (1,1)-Tensor Valued Forms In the vector val-
ued case, in order to define the sided PPF induced discrete exterior covariant derivative we made
use of the center of mass as an auxiliary evaluation fiber to have a common evaluation fiber. For
the case of (1,1)-tensor valued forms, we need to use a canonical fiber for input and output for
which we will both use the center of mass. We define therefore the sided discrete exterior covariant
derivative for (1,1)-tensor valued forms through the following

Definition 4.9 (PPF-induced Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for
(1,1)-Tensor Valued Forms). Let M be a discrete orientable manifold with a discrete vector
bundle E with discrete connection ∇ = {Rij}eij∈E over it. Let T be an (ℓ + 1)-dimensional
convex polytopal region with ∂T =

⋃
j sj , where sj ∈ Cℓ(T ) are polytopal pairwise disjoint

ℓ−cells forming the boundary of T . For each sj ∈ ∂s let vj0,v
j
1 ∈ sj be two arbitrary vertices in

sj . Further let β be a discrete (1,1)-tensor valued ℓ−form and cT be the center of mass of T .
We denote

∇int := ∇∪ {Ri,cT ,RcT ,i : i ∈ V}

the discrete connection that contains in addition the parallel transport maps from the primal
vertices to the barycenter of the cell. We define the PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant
derivative through

d∇
int
β(T ,cT , cT ) =

∑
sj∈T

R
cT ,v

j
0
β
(
sj ,v

j
0,v

j
1

)
R
v
j
1,cT
.

It should be noted that the operator depends on the particular choice of intermediate input and
evaluation fiber vj0,v

j
1.
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If we are in the setup of Theorem 4.7 it is possible to show that

d∇β(T ,cT , cT ) =
∫
T
R∇,cT d∇

End
β

(
R∇,cT

)−1
+O(hℓ+2). (4.2.6)

The definition of the sided discrete exterior covariant derivative depends on an arbitrarily cho-
sen input and evaluation fiber, introducing some sidedness. We aim to introduce an alternation
operator that addresses this sidedness and converts corner-based integrals into center-based inte-
grals up to higher order. Unlike the vector-valued case, a consistent averaging over both the input
and evaluation fibers is necessary. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 4.10 (Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for (1,1)-Tensor Valued Forms on
non Simplicial Cells). LetM be a discrete orientable manifold with a discrete vector bundle E
with discrete connection∇ = {Rij}eij∈E over it. LetT be an (ℓ+1)-dimensional convex polytopal
region with ∂T =

⋃
j sj , where sj ∈ Cℓ(T ) are convex polytopal disjoint ℓ−cells forming the

boundary of T . Further let β be a discrete (1,1)-tensor valued ℓ−form and cT be the center of
mass of T . We denote

∇int := ∇∪ {Ri,cT ,RcT ,i : i ∈ V}

the discrete connection that contains in addition the parallel transport maps from the primal
vertices to the barycenter of the cell. In addition, let {φi |i ∈ T } be a set of generalized barycentric
coordinate functions in T .

We define the discrete exterior covariant derivative in this case as

d∇
int
β(T ,cT , cT ) =

∑
sj∈T

 ∑
(v,w)∈sj×sj

φw(csj )φv(csj )RcT ,w β(sj ,w,v)Rv,cT

 ,
where csj is the center of mass of sj .

We observe that we have to do a nested alternation for the input and the output fiber in order
to improve the accuracy of the discrete exterior covariant derivative under refinement. With this
discrete operator in place it holds

d∇β(T ,cT , cT ) =
∫
T
R∇,cT d∇

End
β

(
R∇,cT

)−1
+O(hℓ+3). (4.2.7)

We provide in Section 4.2.1 a numerical verification of the convergence results and the derivation
can be carried out similarly to the simiplicial endomorphism valued case, see Chapter E.

Comparison with [BEHS21] and [CH23]. An alternative methodology for describing dis-
crete vector bundles at the cellular level is presented in [CH23]. Their approach involves assigning
one fiber per cell, considering per cell only one fiber on one inner point, which stands in contrast
to our method of one fiber per vertex. They define a connection by means of linear maps between
the chosen fibers per cell. This differs from our simplicial approach where a discrete connection is
established as a parallel transport map per primal edge. Unlike our method, their notion requires
additional information for parallel transport along the paths connecting the centers of ℓ− and
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(ℓ + 1)-cells. This is in some sense closer to the ∇int defined above. In their framework, given a
discrete connection and a differential ℓ−form, the definition of a discrete exterior covariant deriva-
tive on a (ℓ+1)-cell involves summing the evaluations of discrete bundle-valued differential forms
on the ℓ−faces, transported to the dedicated fiber of the (ℓ + 1)-cell.

Our approach to defining a discrete exterior derivative on non-simplicial cells shares some simi-
larities with the methodology introduced in [BEHS21, Chapter 11]. We select a dedicated ‘artificial’
fiber situated at the center of the (ℓ+1)-cell, serving as a point where summation is performed, and
the choice of transport paths is clearer. However, we currently assume that these transport paths
to the fiber in the center are provided. In addressing these limitations, we will elaborate below
on how our methodology resolves these issues. While our discrete exterior covariant derivative on
simplicial cells bears some resemblance to the approach presented in [BEHS21], the key distinction
lies in the incorporation of the alternation operator.

Notably, in Proposition 11.1 of [BEHS21], it was demonstrated that the sided discrete exterior
covariant derivative can reproduce the exterior covariant derivative introduced in [CH23]. This
Proposition 11.1 shares similarities with the presented Theorem 4.8 above.

Examining the right-hand side of Equation (4.2.5), we find a sum over all ℓ−cells transported
to a dedicated fiber in the center, resembling the exterior covariant derivative presented in [CH23]
and our presented notion of discrete exterior covariant derivative. On the right-hand side in the-
orem 4.8, we observe a sum of exterior covariant derivatives on simplicial cells, defining d∇ for
non-simplicial cells, similar to the right-hand side of Proposition 11.1 in [BEHS21].

Estimation of the Connection 1−form. While we achieve convergence using the operator
d∇

int
with parallel transport matrices from primal vertices to the barycenter, it necessitates data

not initially available on the primal complex. If we had knowledge of the underlying smooth con-
nection, integration would be possible. However, adopting a discrete perspective where informa-
tion is limited to the connection on primal edges, this approach falls short.
In our numerical tests, we empirically observed that Definition 4.7 can be reproduced by fitting
a linear connection 1−formω to the integrated data available on primal edges. By integrating the
fitted differential form along arbitrary paths within the interior of the domain, we are able to de-
termine the parallel transport along these paths.
This approach worked well for the cells tested in our numerical experiments. The downside of
this approach is that the linearly fitted connection 1−form does not interpolate the values on the
boundary edges. If we were given linear accurate cellular basis 1-forms on non simplicial cells that
interpolate the connection 1−form on the boundary edges, we could use these to integrate the con-
nection 1−form along the joining paths from the primal vertices to the barycenter. This would
yield an exact reproduction of the connection 1−form on the boundary edges. However, as we
will explain in the following remark, constructing such basis forms is not straightforward.

Remark 4.11. In our experiments, we also conducted an estimation of the integral of the con-
nection 1−form by integrating Whitney basis forms derived from the aforementioned Whitney
basis 0-forms. However, in contrast to the simplicial case, a limitation arises. As demonstrated
in [GRB16] to reconstruct an accurately linear connection 1−form through Whitney basis forms
that are derived from Wachspress coordinates for 0-forms[Wac75, WSHD07], it is necessary to
possess information about the connection 1−form on segments connecting two vertices, even
when they do not constitute an edge. If φi denotes the Whitney 0−form for vertex vi , we ob-
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tain

dx =
∑
i∈V

dφixi =
∑
i∈V

∑
j∈V

φj

dφixi =
∑

(i,j)∈V×V ,i,j
φjdφixi +

∑
i∈V

φidφixi .

Since the functionsφi form a partition of unity, it holds 0 =
∑
i∈V dφi , thus

dx =
∑

(i,j)∈V×V ,i,j
φjdφixi +

∑
i∈V

φi

− ∑
j∈V ,i,j

dφj

xi
=

∑
(i,j)∈V×V ,i,j

(φjdφi −φidφj )xi .

Equivalently
dx =

∑
(i,j)∈V×V ,i,j

(φidφj −φjdφi)xj ,

thus

dx =
∑

(i,j)∈V×V ,i,j
(φidφj −φjdφi)(xj − xi) = 2

∑
i<j

(φidφj −φjdφi)(xj − xi).

By using the forms {φidφj −φjdφj | (i, j) ∈ V × V , i , j}, we can re express the form dx in an
exact sense.

The derivation underscores a key challenge: achieving linear accuracy for the approximation
of the connection 1−form with Whitney forms necessitates knowledge of the differential form
along segments connecting vertices, even if they don’t constitute a primal edge. Despite employ-
ing various strategies to estimate the connection 1−form on these non-primal edges, numerical
tests revealed that these techniques lack the required accuracy. While these estimates ensure the
convergence under refinement for a single application ofd∇, they fall short of achieving enhanced
accuracy through alternation compared to d∇. Notably, only through a direct integral of the con-
nection 1−form along these non-primal segments can we managed to attain improved accuracy
for the exterior covariant derivative under refinement when compared to the sided PPF-induced
discrete exterior covariant derivative.
Furthermore, this underscores a challenge for the construction of a Whitney map on non simpli-
cial cells.

Numerically we are nevertheless able to reproduce the convergence under mesh refinement
using just the data available on the boundary edges. In practice we can use a least square fit of the
connection 1-form on the discrete data on the boundary.

Extension onto more general cells The argumentation in the convergence proof of Theo-
rem 4.7 reveals that the requirement of convexity is somewhat more stringent than strictly neces-
sary. In cases where the (ℓ + 1)−dimensional region is star-shaped and the barycenter is accessible
from every point within the cell, we can maintain convergence up to O(hℓ+3). This would re-
quire to use a set of generalized barycentric coordinates, like mean value coordinates to define the
averaging in the discrete exterior covariant derivative. Even if the star-shaped domain does not al-
low reaching the center of mass from every point, we can establish the parallel-propagated frame
based on the reachable point. However, under such circumstances, the reduction to the boundary
integral is only of orderO(hℓ+2).
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4.2.1 Numerical Verification

In the following we will illustrate for sample cases the convergence of the discrete exterior co-
variant derivative. The python verification code can be found under the following link https:
//gitlab.inria.fr/geomerix/public/fulldec-non-simplicial/.
For the numerical test we will consider a given connection 1−formω and integrate it on segments
to use the discrete exterior covariant derivative. We use the connection 1−forms

ω1 =


0 ydx+ dz xdz

−ydx − dz 0 0
−xdz 0 0

 , and ω2 =


0 xydz+ dx x2dz

−xydz − dx 0 0
−x2dz 0 0


(4.2.8)

to conduct the tests.
We use the approximation and quadrature schemes described in Section 3.3.3 to calculate the path
ordered matrix exponential. Further we will use for the discretization of 1−forms a 5th−order
Gauß-Legendre quadrature scheme to approximate the integral of the differential formα in a PPF.
For the discretization of 2−forms, we use 2D-quadrature rules (provided, for instance, in [Bur10])
to approximate the integral in a PPF on the polytopal cells.
We illustrate the convergence under refinement when we use the direct integral of the connection
1−form on arbitrary paths to obtain the parallel transport and if we use an integral of a linear least
square fit with the data of the integrated connection 1−form on the primal edges to approximate
the parallel transport on arbitrary paths.

Verification of Theorem 4.7 for bundle-valued 1−forms. We consider a convex non-simplicial
domain defined through the points shown in Figure 4.3.

0.75

0.00

-0.75

-0.6 0.0 0.4

Figure 4.3: Sample non simplicial test domain: We consider a convex, non simplicial test do-
main to carry out the convergence tests of the discrete exterior covariant derivative under mesh
refinement.

Subsequently we rotate by the angles (50◦,25◦,5◦). and shift these points by a vector v =
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4.2 Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative on non-simplicial meshes

R
ela

tiv
e p

oi
nt

w
ise

 er
ro

r

Figure 4.4: Decay of the error for bundle-valued one-forms: We observe that if we use a direct
integral of a known smooth connection or fit linearly a connection 1−form on the data available on
primal edges to calculate parallel transport, the discrete exterior covariant derivative converges with
quadratic order under refinement; to the PPF-induced sided discrete exterior covariant derivative
with linear order.

(2.0,2.1,−2.0) and For this particular test we use the solder form and the quadratic connection
presented in Equation (4.2.8). In this case we obtain the following convergence behaviour illus-
trated in Figure. 4.4.

Algebraic Bianchi identity under refinement for vector-valued 1−forms For the verifica-
tion of the convergence of two consecutive applications of the discrete exterior covariant derivative
we consider a sample cell consisting of a pentagon and a parallelogram, see Figure. We use the dif-
ferential form

α =


2xdx
xdx

dz − zdy

 ∈Ω1(M,R3)

and the linear connection presented in Equation (4.2.8). We rotate the test domain by the angles
(150◦,25◦,55◦) and shift it subsequently by the vector v = (−2.9,1.1,−2.5). In this case the
convergence behavior can be seen in Figure 4.5

Convergence for bundle-valued 2−forms To test the validity of Theorem 4.7 for bundle-
valued 2−forms on non simplicial cells, we use the cell illustrated in Figure 4.6. We use the differ-
ential form

α =


3y dy ∧ dz+ x2dz∧ dx

(xyz+ 1) dx∧ dy
xy dy ∧ dz


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Figure 4.5: Decay of the error for the algebraic Bianchi identity of bundle-valued one-
forms: We observe that if we use a direct integral of a known smooth connection or fit linearly
a connection 1−form on the data available on primal edges to calculate parallel transport to cal-
culate two consecutive applications of the discrete exterior covariant derivative converge under
refinement. As in the simplicial case, the operator d∇d∇ has the same convergence order as the
operator d∇d∇ under mesh refinement.

Figure 4.6: Non simplicial test cell: For the verification of the results, we use a convex non
simplicial 3−cell to verify the convergence results under refinement
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Figure 4.7: Decay of the error for bundle-valued 2−forms In the described setup, we observe
that the relative error of the discrete exterior covariant derivative is of quadratic order under mesh
refinement, even if we use a least square fit of a connection 1−form to approximate the parallel
transport. For the sided discrete exterior covariant derivative we observe that the relative error
compared to the smooth ground truth is of linear order.

Given the quadratic connection presented in Equation (4.2.8), we rotate the test domain with
the Euler angles (110◦,335◦,15◦) and shift it with the vector v = (−6.9,1.4,−2.5). As in the
previous tests we compare the convergence under refinement using for the computation of the
parallel transport the direct integral of the connection 1−form and an integral of a least square
approximation of a connection 1−form fitted on the integrated connection 1−form on primal
edges. We illustrate the convergence behaviour in Figure 4.7.

Convergence for (1,1)-tensor valued one−forms under refinement To verify the conver-
gence results that we described for (1,1)-tensor valued forms in Equations Equation (4.2.6) and Equa-
tion (4.2.7), we consider the (1,1)-tensor valued 1−form

β =


0 y2dx 0
xdy dz 0

0 0 0

 .
We consider as a sample domain for the convergence the cell presented in Figure 4.3. Further,
we use the linear connection presented in Equation Equation (4.2.8). We rotate the cell by the
angles (50◦,125◦,35◦) and shift the cell by the vector v = (−3.6,1.1,−2.5). We illustrate the
convergence behaviour under refinement in Figure 4.8.

Convergence of the Algebraic Bianchi Identity for (1,1)-tensor valued forms under re-
finement To test the convergence under refinement of the algebraic Bianchi identity towards
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Figure 4.8: Decay of the relative error for (1,1)-tensor valued 1−forms In the described
setup, we observe that the relative error of the discrete exterior covariant derivative for (1,1)-tensor
valued 1−forms is of quadratic order under mesh refinement, even if we use a least square fit of a
connection 1−form to approximate the parallel transport. For the sided discrete exterior covariant
derivative we observe that the relative error compared to the smooth ground truth is of linear order.

its smooth counterpart, we use the 3D cell illustrated in Figure 4.6. Further, we use the differential
form

β =


0 −xdy 0
xdy 0 dz

0 −dz 0

 ∈Ω1(R3,End(TR3)) (4.2.9)

and the quadratic connection described in Equation Equation (4.2.8). We rotate the cell by the an-
gles (10◦,15◦,5◦) and shift the cell by the vector (2.3,−2.1,−1.2). We illustrate the convergence
under refinement in Figure 4.9.

Convergence Analysis for the Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative for (1,1)-tensor val-
ued 2−forms To illustrate that the discrete exterior covariant derivative has a better convergence
rate then the sided PPF-induced discrete exterior covariant derivative, we will use a distorted cube
as a testing domain, where we slice off a corner. Subsequently we rotate the domain by the an-
gles (50◦,135◦,65◦) and shift the domain by the vector v = (0.3,−1.6,0.5). We illustrate the
convergence behaviour under refinement in Figure 4.10.
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Figure 4.9: Decay of the relative error for the algebraic Bianchi Identity of (1,1)-tensor
valued 1−forms In the described setup, we observe that the relative error of the operator d∇d∇
converges linearly towards the smooth ground truth.

R
ela

tiv
e p

oi
nt

w
ise

 er
ro

r

Figure 4.10: Decay of the relative error for the Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative of
(1,1)-tensor valued 2−forms In the described setup, we observe that the relative error of the
operator d∇ compared to the smooth ground truth converges quadratically, whereas the relative
error for the PPF-induced sided discrete exterior covariant derivative decays linearly. As in the
previous tests, we observe that the relative error still decays order when we use a linearly fitted
connection 1−form to estimate the parallel transport.
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5 | Conclusion

5.1 Summary

This thesis develops a structure-preserving discretization of Cartan’s exterior calculus that extends
classical scalar-valued discrete exterior calculus to the setting of vector-bundle–valued differential
forms. The principal goal is to preserve the geometric and algebraic structure of the smooth the-
ory—connections, torsion, curvature, and their identities—while enabling accurate and robust
computation on discrete meshes. To this end, we first reviewed the differential-geometric foun-
dations underlying Cartan’s calculus, with particular emphasis on the interplay between vector
bundles, differential forms, and connections. This perspective clarifies which structures are es-
sential to preserve under discretization and guides the design of discrete analogues that preserve
the structures of the smooth theory. As a first concrete application, we studied the discretization
of torsion in a geometry-processing context. Focusing initially on surface meshes, we leveraged
the isomorphism between vector-valued 2-forms, tangent vector fields, and differential 1-forms to
construct a discrete notion of torsion that is compatible with the underlying geometry. Along the
way, we introduced a new discrete Levi–Civita connection that more accurately approximates its
smooth counterpart under mesh refinement. This construction enriches the geometry-processing
toolbox and was validated in applications such as vector field and cross-field generation. The thesis
then presents a general and unified framework for a discrete exterior calculus of bundle-valued dif-
ferential forms. A key conceptual difference from the scalar-valued setting is that discrete bundle-
valued forms must be associated not only with a simplicial cell, but also with a choice of evalua-
tion fiber. This additional structure is unavoidable and plays a central role in the formulation of
discrete operators. A major challenge in this setting is the strong frame dependence of bundle-
valued quantities. To address this, we introduced the notion of parallel-propagated frames, which
provide a canonical discretization frame for bundle-valued forms. When discrete bundle-valued
differential forms arise from discretization of a smooth differential form in such a frame, the result-
ing discrete exterior covariant derivative converges to its smooth counterpart under mesh refine-
ment. We further showed that the accuracy and structural fidelity of the discrete exterior covariant
derivative can be improved by incorporating an additional alternation operator. This operator is
essential to ensure that the algebraic Bianchi identities are satisfied in a combinatorial sense, and
that these identities remain valid in the limit of mesh refinement. Finally, we demonstrated that
the proposed construction extends beyond simplicial meshes to more general cellular complexes,
while retaining improved accuracy and convergence properties. Together, these results establish
a principled and extensible framework for discretizing Cartan’s exterior calculus on vector bun-
dles, bridging differential geometry, numerical analysis, and geometry processing, and opening the
door to structure-preserving discretizations of a wide range of geometric and physical theories.
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5.2 Discussion of alternative discretization strategies

5.2 Discussion of alternative discretization strategies

In the preceding chapters, we described two approaches for discretizing bundle-valued differential
forms. In the course of this work, we also investigated several alternative discretization strategies.
While each of these approaches was conceptually consistent, they presented distinct structural or
practical challenges. We briefly review these directions below, as they offer valuable insight and
suggest constructive ideas for future research.

5.2.1 Direct Optimization of the Connection with the Parallel-Propagated Frame

Conceptually, in the development of this dissertation, we started to develop the mathematics of
discrete exterior calculus for bundle-valued forms presented in Chapter 3 and Chapter 4. We
subsequenty tried to turn this framework directly into a geometry processing application. Our
initial aim was to control a connection with a given torsion on a discrete surface. A natural first
attempt was to formulate an optimization problem based on a PPF-boundary integral definition
of discrete torsion. Although this is conceptually appealing, this approach proved impractical in
practice for a number of reasons. In this section we will document this attempt and explain where
the difficulties lay with this formulation.

Discrete Torsion via Parallel-Propagated frames

In the same spirit as in Chapter 2 we tried to define the torsion of a connection on dual 2-cells of a
surface. Within this formulation, we could still maintain the identification (for a metric preserving
connection) of a connection 1-form with its angle valued component as seen in Equation 2.1.4.

We began by defining discrete torsion on dual 2-cells. For each dual face, we selected a primal
face as an evaluation fiber and used a parallel-propagated frame to transport vectors across the one-
ring of the corresponding vertex. Given a discrete connection, this construction yields a PPF in
the one-ring of each vertex.

Using this frame, the discrete torsion was defined by integrating the solder form along the
boundary of the dual face. Concretely, we consider a dual face (f0, . . . , fn) with evaluation in the
fiber of f0. We denote as in Chapter 2 by Efi the chosen frame in this face.

Discrete Solder Form

To finalize the discretization of the discrete torsion, we need to describe how the solder form de-
scribed in Section 1.5 can be realized discretely in a parallel-propagated frame. For us, we dis-
cretized the solder form on dual halfedges in the PPF associated to the one ring with origin in the
evaluation fiber f0. Given a dual halfedge ∗⇀ij oriented from face fi to face fj , we note that the
parallel-propagated frame in face fi is given by

EPPF
fi

= Rf0,f1 · · ·Rfi−1,fiEfi ,

whereRfk ,fk+1
denotes the rotation matrix associated to the discrete connection on the dual (half)edge

∗ ⇀fi , fi+1 expressed in the initially chosen base frame E. We denote by θfi ,efi ,fi+1
the integral of the

solder form from the dual vertex in face fi to the intersection point of the dual halfedge with the
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associated primal edge. We calculate the discrete solder form on the dual halfedge ∗⇀ij expressed in
the base frame as

θ∗ ⇀
i,i+1 := Efiθfi ,ei,i+1

+Efi+1
θfi+1,ei,i+1,

The solder form in the parallel-propagated frame is subsequently defined as

θPPF
∗ ⇀
i,i+1 := EPPF

fi
θfi ,ei,i+1

+EPPF
fi+1

θfi+1,ei,i+1

In this case the torsion takes the form

Θ(f0, . . . , fn), f0 :=
(
θP P F∗ ⇀
f0,f1 +θP P F∗ ⇀

f1,f2 + · · ·+θP P F∗ ⇀
fn,f0

)
. (5.2.1)

As a result the torsion depends nonlinearly on the connection.

Formulation of the Optimization Problem

In order to control the discrete torsion, we need to formulate an optimization problem. The goal
was to find a connection that steers towars a given target torsion, while preserving the curvature
of the initial connection.

Inspired by the curvature control strategy of [CDS10], we considered a base connection α
defined on dual edges and introduced a closed angle-valued 1-form β on dual edges. The modified
connection α + β preserves curvature by construction, while β is intended to control torsion.
Stacking the torsion vectors at all vertices yields

Θα(β) ∈R2|V |.

For a prescribed target torsion Θtarget, we defined the energy

Eα(β) = (Θα(β)−Θtarget)
T(Θα(β)−Θtarget). (5.2.2)

This energy is highly nonlinear and non-convex in β, making direct minimization impossible. For
the case of a genus zero surface, we can express the closedness constraint ofβ through the existence
of a potential functionφ on dual faces such thatβ = dφ. This allows us to reformulate the energy
as an optimization over the potentialφ.

Direct Nonlinear Optimization. We tried to minimize this energy using standard nonlin-
ear optimization techniques. Similar problems have been addressed using Levenberg–Marquardt
methods, for instance in [CC19].

We derived analytical expressions for the gradient of the torsion with respect toβ. Despite this
analytic access, the optimization landscape was extremely ill-conditioned. The torsion depends
on the connection through nested products of rotations, leading to strong nonlinear coupling
across edges and faces. In practice, standard nonlinear solvers consistently failed to converge to
meaningful solutions.
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5.2.2 Torsion of Connections on Surfaces Through a Linear System

We presented in Chapter 2 a framework that allows us to control connections and their curvature.
Prior to this study, we worked on a different approach, where we tried to analyze torsion similar to
curvature via a linear construction, similar to the construction of [CDS10], where the curvature
of a connection is controlled via a linear system. We tried to discretize the equation

d∇θ = dθ +ω∧θ

in a fashion that depends linearly on the connection. We followed the idea that torsion is a tangent
vector valued 2−form. Just as the curvature is defined as a quantity on dual 2-cells, we tried to
introduce torsion as a tangent vector on dual 2−cells. However in order to do that, we first need
to describe a special local frame field in which the torsion vector can be expressed.

Local One-ring Frames

We defined in Section 2.2.2 to derive the modified Levi-Civita connection a local one-ring frame
inside the one ring of a vertex.

geodesic polar map

Figure 5.1: Local One-ring Frame. We construct for every one-ring neighborhood a parallel-
propagated frame field which is constant per each face (left). This frame is constructed from a
geodesic polar map of the 1-ring, i.e., a planar parameterization where radial edge lengths are un-
changed and the tip angles around vertex i are scaled by a constant to sum to 2π (right).

Following the formulas derived in Section 2.2.2, we could write down a direct analytic expres-
sion for the frame in the one ring neighborhood. Using this frame, we aimed to discretize the
wedge product arising in the definition of torsion directly. Given a vertex i ∈ V and a face ijk ∈ F
seen in the one ring neighborhood of i, denote this constant frame per face by Ejki .

Discrete Wedge Product

In order to guarantee convergence under mesh refinement, we also introduce a weighted version
of the discrete dual-dual wedge product of [Hir03]. Our wedge product between two discrete
1-forms β and γ on dual face ∗i is given by

(β ∧γ)∗i =
∑
ijk≻i

λi
(
β∗ijγ∗ik − β∗ikγ∗ij

)
, (5.2.3)
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where λi ∈ R are weights to ensure convergence of the wedge product.
While the original wedge product uses λi = 1, it cannot even be ex-
act for constant forms. For general duals, λi should be set instead to
the ratio between the areas of two regions depicted in the inset: quadri-
lateral ∗i ∩ ijk consisting of the subset of dual cell ∗i which belongs to
face ijk, and the triangle spanned by the two dual edges ∗ij,∗ik. Explic-
itly,

λi =

∑
ijk≻i Area(∗i ∩ ijk)

2
∑
ijk≻i Area({∗ij,∗ik})

.

We thus define the weight λi accordingly, through:

λi B
1
2

A∗i∑
ijk≻iAijk ⋆ij ⋆ik

. (5.2.4)

Discrete Solder Form

The last ingredient required for our discretization of torsion is a solder form θ∗⇀ij , discretizing the
smooth form θ introduced in Section 2.1.2. Our discrete solder form associates values to dual
halfedges: the value θ∗⇀ij is a two-dimensional vector encoding the dual halfedge ∗⇀ij in the frame
field associated to vertex i. Note that the discrete solder form θ∗⇀ij is not a discrete 1-form in the
sense of DEC, i.e. θ∗⇀ij , θ∗⇀ji , because θ∗⇀ij represents a vector in the frame associated to vertex i
while θ∗⇀ji represents a vector in the frame associated to vertex j .

To compute θ∗⇀ij , we begin by breaking the dual edge ∗ij up into two segments: one running
from the dual vertex cjil of face jil to the midpoint cij on edge ij , and one continuing on from
that intersection point onto the dual vertex cijk of face ijk. We then sum up the expressions for
each segment in its face’s frame:

θ∗⇀ij B
(
E
jk
i

)T
(cijk − cij ) +

(
E
lj
i

)T
(cij − cjil) ∈R2. (5.2.5)

Discrete Torsion

From the discrete solder formθ∗⇀ij , computing its exterior derivative over the dual face ∗i amounts
to simply summing these dual-edge values around vertex i. Similarly, with the weights introduced
above, we can evaluate the discrete wedge product between the matrix-valued connection values
ω∗⇀ij and the vector-valued solder values θ∗⇀ij

(ω∧θ)∗i =
∑
ijk≻i

λijk (ω∗⇀ijθ∗⇀ik −ω∗⇀ikθ∗⇀ij ) , (5.2.6)

Discrete torsion expression With all of these definitions in place, our discrete torsion is simply
defined by the exact same equation defining the smooth torsion, i.e.,

Θ∇∗i = (dθ)∗i + (ω∧θ)∗i , (5.2.7)
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where the term dθ is interpreted as the ordinary discrete exterior derivative applied separately to
the two coordinates of θ. We note that as in Chapter 2, there exists the angle valued 1−form α∗⇀ij
and we have the relationship

ω∗⇀ij =
(

0 −α∗⇀ij
α∗⇀ij 0

)
,

hence the discrete torsion per dual face depends in a linear fashion on the values of α∗⇀ij on the
dual halfedges.

Change of frame formula The discrete torsion we just defined depends linearly on the choice
of connection ω as Eq. 5.2.7 explicitly states. However, note that we use the discrete connection
expressed in the local frame around each vertex; so two nearby vertices will use different values
for the same connection. Yet, for implementation purposes, we need to only rely on |E| values to
define our connection. Notice that our connection ω= Jα represents by a scalar rotation angle
α∗⇀ij associated to each halfedge⇀ij ; but the values α∗⇀ij and α∗⇀ji on the two sides of edge ij are not
independent sinceα∗⇀ij measures a rotation in the local frame field of vertex i, while−α∗⇀ji measures
a rotation in the local frame field of vertex j . Therefore, the two values are in fact related through

α∗⇀ji = −α∗⇀ij + ρ∗⇀ij (5.2.8)

where the scalar shift ρ∗⇀ij accounts for the difference between the local frame fields associated
to vertices i and j . Note that this amounts to a special case of the gauge transformation for the
connection 1−form in Equation 1.5.3.

Angle shifts Conceptually, a rotation byα∗⇀ji maps vectors from basisEkij to basisEilj , whereas
a rotation by −α∗⇀ij maps from basis Ejki to basis Elji . So to convert between the two, we must
account for the rotation from basis Ekij to Ejki , and the rotation from basis Elji to basis Eilj . Ifψ⇀

ij

denotes the angle needed to rotate from E
jk
i to Ekij and ψ⇀

ji denotes the angle required to rotate
from Eilj to Elji , then the shift ρ∗⇀ij is given by

ρ∗⇀ij B ψ⇀
ij +ψ⇀

ji . (5.2.9)

With these shifts, Eq. 5.2.7 can be properly evaluated for any discrete dual connection as intended.

Issues with this formulation

This formulation seems at first glance to be directly in line with the work done in [CDS10] for
the curvature. But we realized in our experiments that this formulation is extremely sensitive to
mesh quality. In our experiments, we noticed that the trivial connection algorithm is extremely
robust, even on the worst meshes. In our experiements, we tried for instance to design the cur-
vature of a connection with the trivial connection algorithm, subsequently even if we prescribed
an admissable torsion in the sense of Chapter 2, we could only recover a connection on meshes
that were perfectly Delaunay. Even slight and local deteriorations of the mesh quality were suffi-
cient in order to introduce large noise in the final connection, such that the recovered field had no
resemblance with the fields that we presented in Chapter 2.

However, this presented formulation has the advantage that it is not directly dependent on the
isomorphism of vector fields and vector valued 2-forms. Therefore, this formulation could serve
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as a starting point for analyzing the torsion of a connection on a 3−dimensional manifold. In this
context, it may serve as a helpful tool for the analysis of 3D frame fields as used in the generation
of hexahedral meshes.

5.3 Future Work

Building on the framework developed in this thesis, several natural directions for further investi-
gation emerge. The structure-preserving discretization of bundle-valued exterior calculus opens
new perspectives both in differential geometry and in geometry processing. In the following, we
outline three research directions in mathematics and computational geometry where the ideas de-
veloped here may serve as a foundation. Each of these directions builds on the core principles of
discrete connections, torsion, and parallel transport, while extending them toward new theoretical
or practical applications.

5.3.1 Torsion Guided 3D Frame Generation

Hex meshing remains one of the central challenges in geometry processing, largely because a high-
quality hex mesh is tightly linked to the existence of a globally consistent 3D guidance frame field.
A common conceptual pipeline is to (i) compute a frame field in the volume that aligns with pre-
scribed boundary frames and exhibits low distortion, and then (ii) extract a hexahedral mesh by
tracing iso-surfaces / separatrices of the induced coordinate directions and fitting a combinatorial
grid to this structure [PCS+22]. A key difficulty is therefore to characterize and enforce when a
frame field is meshable, i.e. when it can be interpreted as a coordinate frame of an (approximately)
grid-like parameterization.

Frame fields come with an additional source of ambiguity: In three dimensions, a cube has
24 rotational symmetries, so a choice of three orthogonal axes is only defined up to the action
of the octahedral group. Consequently, directly storing a frame as an ordered triple of vectors is
numerically and conceptually challenging, since neighboring frames may differ by a rotation in the
octahedral group. In an optimization context this would lead to a difficult mixed-integer problem.

This motivates implicit frame representations, where a frame is encoded not by explicit axes,
but by an invariant object that attains extrema at those axes.

A particularly successful strategy is to represent a frame through a scalar function on the
sphere, whose maxima occur at the (unsigned) axis directions of the frame. One convenient con-
struction uses a homogeneous polynomial of degree four:

f : S2→R, f (x) =
3∑
i=1

λi (v
⊤
i x)4, (5.3.1)

where (v1,v2,v3) is an orthonormal basis representing the frame and λi > 0 encode anisotropic
weights. Since f is a polynomial restricted to the sphere, it can be expanded in spherical har-
monics, i.e. as a finite sum of Laplace–Beltrami eigenfunctions on S2 [HTWB11, PBS20]. In the
isotropic case λ1 = λ2 = λ3, the signal can be captured purely by the band-4 subspace. If Y i4 ,
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i ∈ {−4, . . . ,4} denotes a basis of the band 4 spherical harmonics, we can expand

f : S2→R : x 7→
4∑

i=−4

Y i4qi ,

yielding a coefficient vector in R
9. If we allow for distinct λi , it was shown by [PBS20] that this

introduces band-2 components (in addition to band-4). In this case, the frame is still represented
by 3 orthogonal axes (unless the λi = 0), thus these tensors are referred to as orthogonally de-
composable tensors (Odeco). However now the frame may have differently scaled axis. In this
case the frame may be represented by an R

15 coefficient vector. These implicit representations
are attractive because they avoid mixed integer programming in the optimization due to 24-fold
symmetry.

Most practical methods prescribe boundary alignment, extend the field to the interior (e.g.
by harmonic or Poisson-type smoothing), and then optimize an energy combining smoothness,
alignment, and regularization. Depending on the representation, this is done either directly in
coefficient space or via manifold-based optimization to better respect the underlying quotient ge-
ometry. However, even when a field is smooth in this sense, it does not need to be meshable:
smoothness controls variation but does not, by itself, enforce the commutativity constraints that
would make the frame behave like a coordinate system.

This observation connects to the viewpoint developed in Chapter 2. There we saw that torsion
of a trivial connection induces twists in the arising field. In the present setting, a frame field may
likewise be interpreted as the outcome of some (implicit) parallel transport rule: if neighboring
frames are aligned by a discrete transport map (e.g. the nearest symmetry element relating their
implicit representations), this alignment can be viewed as defining a connection.

In two dimensions, the situation is conceptually cleaner and the literature typically phrases
integrability in terms of commutativity rather than torsion. Given two guiding directions U,V
(e.g. the two directions of a cross field after choosing a local branch), the existence of a local pa-
rameterization whose coordinate lines followU and V is equivalent to the vanishing Lie bracket
[U,V ] = 0. Using the torsion-free Levi–Civita connection, this condition can be rewritten as
∇UV − ∇VU = 0, which is the form most directly exploited in "integrable cross field" meth-
ods [CCR26, SFCBCV19].

We conducted several experiments in two dimensions. In particular, we considered a spiral vec-
tor field exhibiting a slight closure defect: the streamline fails to close consistently after transport
around a loop, resulting in a small “near miss.” We then interpreted the resulting displacement
vector as an interior torsion contribution and prescribed the exact component of the target tor-
sion accordingly. After re-propagating the field with this torsion corrected connection, the closure
defect was eliminated, effectively resolving the near miss.

Extending these ideas to 3D remains challenging. While local integrability conditions for
frame fields are understood [LB23], globally meshable configurations involve topology, singular-
ity structure, and discrete symmetry choices. Hence, meshability in 3D is far less settled than in
2D. Nevertheless, the torsion viewpoint suggests an interesting avenue for future research: Can
we augment frame-field optimization with an additional term that controls the torsion of the con-
nection induced by a frame alignment rule. In principle, such a term would penalize the failure
of infinitesimal cells to close under the induced transport and could bias the solution toward inte-
grable, grid-like structure. In practice, defining and differentiating such a torsion energy in 3D (in
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Calculate induced
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Add Exact Component 
Of 

Repropagate 
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Figure 5.2: Torsion guided field design. We start with a spiral vector field (left) which has a near
miss and does not close up. We then take the displacement vector between the start and end of
the spiral and prescribe it as torsion in the interior of the spiral. Repropagating the field with this
torsion yields a closed spiral field (right).

the presence of octahedral symmetry and singularities) is nontrivial. We would need to find a dif-
ferentiable way to encode torsion on a mesh in terms of the R15 Odeco coefficients. We therefore
regard this as an interesting direction for future work.

5.4 Discrete Ricci Tensor and Contracted Bianchi Identities

The central theme of this thesis is the development of exact, structure-preserving discretizations of
geometric objects and differential operators. Rather than aiming solely at asymptotic convergence,
our focus lies on discretizations that inherit fundamental identities and invariances of the smooth
theory by construction, independently of mesh resolution or approximation order.

A particularly compelling application of bundle-valued exterior calculus and the Bianchi iden-
tities lies in general relativity.

In the smooth setting, spacetime is modeled as a four-dimensional Lorentzian manifold (M, g)
equipped with a Levi–Civita connection∇. From this connection one derives the Riemann curva-
ture tensor, its contraction to the Ricci tensor Ric, the scalar curvatureR, and finally the Einstein
tensor

G := Ric− 1
2Rg.

The Einstein tensor encodes the geometric response of spacetime curvature to matter and energy,
represented by the stress-energy tensor T through the Einstein field equations [MTW73, Ein16]

G = 8πT .

Solutions of these equations include flat Minkowski spacetime, as well as curved spacetimes
describing physically observable phenomena such as the precession of planetary orbits, famously
exemplified by the anomalous perihelion advance of Mercury [Ein06]. Beyond the field equa-
tions themselves, general relativity is governed by a fundamental conservation law: the contracted
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Bianchi identity, stating that the Einstein tensor is divergence free

div G = 0,

which ensures local conservation of energy and momentum. This identity can be derived from
the differential Bianchi identity for the Riemann curvature tensor. In the book "Gravitation" by
Misner, Thorne and Wheeler [MTW73, page 364], the importance of this geometric structure for
the physical theory is motivated as follows:

In recent years, several works have explored discretizations of scalar curvature and Einstein-
type quantities [GN23b, GN23a]. In their work, they use finite-element formulations of Regge
calculus [Reg61, Li18] that give rise to definitions of scalar curvature and Einstein tensors in a
distributional sense, together with convergence results. Within this variational framework, the
contracted Bianchi identity is recovered in a weak sense, meaning that the discrete Einstein tensor
satisfies the appropriate conservation law when paired against admissible test fields, reflecting the
underlying variational and symmetry structure of the continuous theory.

While this weak formulation is fully consistent with the geometric origin of the identity and
sufficient for many analytical purposes, it differs conceptually from the type of exactness encoun-
tered in discrete exterior calculus. For instance, identities such as Stokes’ theorem or discrete
Bianchi identities for exterior derivatives hold exactly at the cochain level, independently of poly-
nomial degree or mesh resolution, as a direct consequence of the nature of the discretization.

This opens an important direction for future research. An interesting question is whether one
can develop a discretization of the Ricci tensor, scalar curvature, and Einstein tensor that is geo-
metric and structure-preserving in the same strong sense, such that identities like the contracted
Bianchi identity hold by construction at the discrete level, like we have seen for the discrete Bianchi
identities (Theorem 3.36, Theorem 3.35) or Stokes’ theorem c.f. Section 1.3 . Achieving such a
formulation would require a deeper synthesis of discrete connections, curvature, and the discrete
Bianchi identities, and remains an open challenge.
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5.5 Discrete Elasticity with Bundle-Valued Forms

Classical formulations of nonlinear elasticity are most commonly expressed in terms of the de-
formation gradient F = Dϕ, from which strain measures, stresses, and equations of motion are
derived. While highly effective in practice, this representation is not intrinsic: it depends on the
choice of coordinates, reference frames, and Piola-type transformations between reference and
current configurations.

An alternative, geometric viewpoint has been developed in a series of works on bundle-valued
differential forms, most notably by [KAT+07, RBC+23], where stress is interpreted as a covector-
valued differential form and balance laws are expressed in terms of exterior calculus. This perspec-
tive provides a coordinate-free and structure-preserving formulation of continuum mechanics.

Metric-based description of deformation. LetM denote the reference configuration of an
elastic body, modeled as a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold endowed with a reference met-
ric g0. A time-dependent deformation is given by a smooth embedding ϕt :M→ R

3. Pulling
back the Euclidean metric of the ambient space yields a Riemannian metric

gt := ϕ∗tgeucl

onM, which encodes the elastic deformation. In contrast to the deformation gradient, the metric
gt is an intrinsic object, independent of coordinates or frames, and captures all local changes of
length and angle.

The metric gt induces a Levi–Civita connection ∇gt on the tangent bundle TM, which in
general differs from the reference connection associated with g0. Elastic strain may therefore be in-
terpreted geometrically as a discrepancy between the current and reference metrics. A particularly
natural measure of this discrepancy is given by the Riemannian logarithmic strain

Wt := logg0
(gt),

which represents the tangent vector at g0 corresponding to the shortest geodesic (in the manifold
of symmetric positive-definite metrics) connecting g0 and gt . This strain measure is the intrinsic
analogue of the classical Hencky (logarithmic) strain and reduces to the linearized strain tensor in
the infinitesimal limit.

Elastic energy and Doyle–Ericksen stress. Based on the logarithmic strain, one may define
an elastic energy density of Hencky type,

e(gt) = µ∥Wt∥2g0
+
λ
2

(
trg0

Wt

)2
,

where µ and λ are Lamé parameters. This energy density is quadratic in the intrinsic strain,
isotropic, objective, and recovers classical linear elasticity for small deformations. Integrating e(gt)
over the reference configuration yields a global elastic energy functional.

For hyperelastic materials, the stress is obtained variationally by differentiating the energy with
respect to the metric. In the geometric formulation of elasticity, this relation is known as the
Doyle–Ericksen formula [KAT+07],

σ =
∂e
∂g
,
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whereσ is a symmetric contravariant 2-tensor, often referred to as the metric stress. This definition
is intrinsic and avoids reference to Piola transformations or mixed two-point tensors.

Following the geometric reformulation of continuum mechanics proposed by [KAT+07], the
metric stress σ can be canonically converted into a covector-valued differential two-form

τ := ι(·)σ ∈ Ω2(M;T ∗M),

referred to as the traction stress form. This object represents force flux across oriented surface el-
ements and is the natural quantity to integrate over faces. In particular, pairing τ with a velocity
field and integrating over a surface yields the rate of work done by elastic forces, without the need
to introduce surface normals explicitly. If v denotes the spatial velocity field and b denotes a body
force per unit mass. Using Cartan’s exterior calculus for bundle-valued forms, the balance of linear
momentum can be written compactly as

v̇♭ ⊗ ρµ = d∇
gt
τ + b♭ ⊗ ρµ, (5.5.1)

where ρ is the mass density, µ the volume form associated with gt , and d∇gt denotes the exterior
covariant derivative induced by the Levi-Civita connection of the current metric, c.f. [KAT+07].
This equation is the intrinsic, form-based analogue of the classical elastodynamic equations and
expresses force balance as a geometric conservation law. In particular, equilibrium corresponds to
the condition d∇gt τ = 0.

Outlook toward discretization. While the continuous formulation above is fully intrinsic,
to this day there does not exist a similar intrinsic discrete description of elastodynamics. A cen-
tral contribution of this thesis is the introduction of a discrete analogue of the exterior covariant
derivatived∇ for bundle-valued forms, which opens, a concrete pathway toward discretizing Equa-
tion 5.5.1 in a structure-preserving manner. In this setting, the traction stress τ may be interpreted
as a discrete covector-valued two-form associated with (possibly dual) faces of a tetrahedral mesh,
while the discrete operator d∇ naturally maps such quantities to (dual) volumes, encoding force
balance through an exact combinatorial relation.

This perspective suggests a novel route to elasticity simulation in which stresses are treated
as fluxes and equilibrium arises from a discrete Stokes-type theorem, rather than from assembled
element-wise force vectors. Whether such a formulation leads to improved numerical properties,
such as enhanced stability, robustness under large deformations, or reduced sensitivity to locking,
remains an open question. Nonetheless, the availability of a discrete exterior covariant derivative
for bundle-valued quantities provides a previously missing geometric ingredient and motivates
further investigation into form-based, metric-driven discretizations of elasticity.
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A | Analytic Minimal-Torsion Triv-
ial Connections

We obtain closed-form expressions for minimal-torsion trivial connections on the sphere by first
deriving closed-form expressions on the plane, and then showing that minimal-torsion connec-
tions map to minimal-torsion connections by conformal maps. We can thus apply stereographic
projection to obtain minimal-torsion trivial connections on the sphere, at which point we can
easily achieve any other torsion by adding a given 1-form to our connection.

The planar case Suppose we have singularities located at positions
{
si =

(
sxi , s

y

i

)}
i

with target
indices ni ∈ Z. In the standard frame e1, e2 of R2, the connection 1-form for the Levi-Civita
connection is zero. So we can write any metric connection using a real 1-form α∈Ω1(R2), and it
will capture these singularities if its curvature is

dα|(x,y) = −
∑
i

2πniδ
(
x − sxi , y − s

y

i

)
, (A.0.1)

where δ is the Dirac δ function. This equation is solved by

αopt = −
∑
i

ni dϕ|(x−sxi ,y−syi ) , (A.0.2)

where dϕ is the angle 1-form

dϕ|(x,y) = 1
x2+y2 (−y dx+ xdy). (A.0.3)

We can always add a gradient toαopt to get another solution, butαopt is the minimum-norm
solution, and hence describes the minimal-torsion connection with this curvature.

Finally, we can easily integrate αopt along any line segment by observing that the integral of
dϕ along a line segment measures the angle between the endpoints when viewed from the ori-
gin. Using the integral of αopt, we obtain parallel vector fields from our minimal-torsion trivial
connection.

Transformation under conformal maps LetM be a surface with metric g , and fix an or-
thonormal frame E and with solder form θ. If g̃ := e2ug is a conformally rescaled metric, then
the frame Ẽ := e−uE is orthonormal with respect to g̃ , and the dual frame is θ̃ := euθ.
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Analytic Minimal-Torsion Trivial Connections

Now, suppose we have a connection 1-form ω̃ compatible with metric g̃ written with respect
to frame Ẽ. So ω̃ has the form ω̃ = Jα̃.

We can apply a change of frame to ω̃ to express our connection in frame E. Intuitively, when
seen fromE, parallel transport by ω̃ rotates vectors by−α the same way it did in frame Ẽ but now
scales them by −du as well. If we ignore the scaling and “project” ω̃E to be compatible with our
original metric g , we get a new g-compatible connection

Proj
(
ω̃(E)

)
= Jα̃, (A.0.4)

which is just our original expression for ω̃. Note that ω̃(E) and Proj(ω̃(E)) have the same curvature,
since they differ by a du term whose exterior derivative is zero.

Now, we can look at how torsion changes under our change of frame. The torsion of ω̃ in
frame Ẽ is given by

Θ̃ := dθ̃ + ω̃∧ θ̃. (A.0.5)

If we expand out the definitions, we find that

Θ̃ = eu (du ∧θ + dθ + ω̃∧θ) , (A.0.6)

and therefore,
dθ + ω̃∧θ = e−uΘ̃ − du ∧θ. (A.0.7)

Applying Equation A.0.4 reveals that

dθ + Proj
(
ω̃(E)

)
∧θ = e−uΘ̃ − du ∧θ, (A.0.8)

or equivalently, the torsion of Proj(ω̃(E)) is equal to e−uΘ̃ − du ∧θ. Finally, one can check that
du ∧ θ is exactly equal to (⋆du)♯dA, where the sharp operator and area form come from the
original metric g . In summary, if we start with a connection ω̃ with torsion Θ̃, then applying
a conformal transformation and projecting the resulting 1-form to be compatible with the new
metric yields a connection with the desired curvature and torsion equal to e−uΘ̃ − (⋆du)♯dA.

Since we are interested in the case of the sphere, and we know that Proj(ω̃(E)) has the correct
curvature, it suffices to check that the divergence of its torsion is zero whenever the divergence of
Θ̃ is zero. More formally, let T̃ be the vector field such that Θ̃ = T̃ dÃ, and similarly let T be the
vector field such that e−uΘ̃− (⋆du)♯dA = T dA. We wish to show that divg̃ T̃ = 0 if and only if
divg T = 0. Since dÃ = e2udA, we have Θ̃ = e−ue2u T̃ dA, and therefore T = eu T̃ − (⋆du)♯.

divg T = divg
(
eu T̃ − (⋆du)♯

)
(A.0.9)

= divg
(
eu T̃

)
(A.0.10)

= eu divg̃
(
T̃
)
, (A.0.11)

the first step uses the fact that (⋆du)♯ is divergence-free (since it is a rotated gradient), and the
second fact uses the transformation rule for the divergence of a vector field under a conformal
change of metric. Since eu is nonzero, we conclude that divg T = 0 if and only if divg̃ T̃ = 0. So
our projected connection has minimal torsion if and only if our original did, as desired.
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B | Proof of Theorem. Definition 3.36

Proof. By definition,

d∇d∇α(σ,v0) = Alt∇ d∇ Alt d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+2],v0).

We will show that the discrete map d∇ Alt d∇α can be brought in the desired form. We will argue
below that a novel application of the alternation operator does not violate this and will still be of
the required form in Definition 3.36. In this case, we have

d∇ Alt d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+2],v0)

=R01 Alt d∇ α([v1, . . . , vℓ+2],v1) +
ℓ+2∑
i=1

(−1)iAlt d∇ α([v0, . . . , v̂i , . . . , vℓ+2],v0)

=R01
1
|Sℓ+2|

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

R1π(1) sgn(π)d∇α(π([v1, . . . , vℓ+2]),vπ(1))

+
ℓ+1∑
i=1

(−1)i
1
|Sℓ+2|

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

sgn(π)R0π(0) d
∇α(π([v0, . . . , v̂i , . . . ,vℓ+2]),vπ(0)).

In the following, we will use the notation σ i := [v0, . . . , v̂i , . . . , vℓ+2], and with it,

(π(σ i))j = [π(σ i)0, . . . ,
̂π(σ i)j , . . . ,π(σ i)ℓ+2],

to mean that we first omit the ith vertex, then permute the (ℓ+1)-simplex with a permutation and
then, out of the induced ordering, omit the jth vertex to obtain an ℓ−simplex. This yields

d∇ Alt d∇α([v0, . . . , vℓ+2],v0) =

R01
1
|Sℓ+2|

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

sgn(π)R1π(σ )1

Rπ(s)1π(σ0)1
α(π(σ0)0,vπ(2)) +

ℓ+1∑
j=1

(−1)jα(π(σ0)j ,vπ(σ )1
)


(B.0.1)

+
ℓ+2∑
i=1

(−1)i

|Sℓ+2|

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

sgn(π)R0π(σ )0

Rπ(0),π(σ i )1
α(π(σ i)0,vπ(σ i )1

) +
ℓ+1∑
j=1

(−1)jα(π(σ i)j ,vπ(σ )0
)

 .
Each of the parts of the sum consists of a sign, the evaluation of the differential form α over a
permuted subsimplex with two missing vertices and a parallel transport map to the common eval-
uation fiber. It thus remains to show that for a given permutation τ ∈Sℓ+1, the subsimplex τ(σ ij )
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Proof of Theorem. Definition 3.36

is used twice for the evaluation ofα, but with a different sign. In this case, in Equation (B.0.1), the
evaluation of α on τ(σ ij ) appears twice, with two potentially different parallel transport paths to
v0 and with opposite sign, leading to a discrete curvature expression to which we apply the evalu-
ation of α on the permuted sub-simplex.

Without loss of generality we can assume that i < j . In order to create the permuted simplices, we
distinguish two cases. For the first application d∇ we omit vi , leading to a sign of (−1)i .

Starting with σ i , since we assumed that i <j , we can now apply (j −2) transpositions to bring vj
in the first slot of the simplex. Next, we can apply the permutation τ on the last (ℓ + 1) vertices.
This leads to a sign of (−1)j−2 · sgn(τ). Now, for the second application of d, the vertex vj is in
the 0th slot — thus the sign does not change. The sign of evaluation will then be (−1)i+j−2+sgn(τ).

On the other hand, consider the case where we omit first the jth vertex in the first application of
d. This leads to a sign of (−1)j . On the simplex σ j , there are now (i −1) transpositions needed to
transport vi to the 0th slot. We can now again apply the permutation τ on the last (ℓ+1) vertices.
Subsequently, when applying d a second time we will omit vi in the 0th slot, leading to a total sign
of (−1)j+i−1+sgn(τ).

This implies that for each evaluation of α over τ(σ ij ), there exists an evaluation of α over τ(σ ij ),
with a possibly different transport path to the common evaluation fiber over v0, and more impor-
tantly a different sign for the parallel transport path, turning the expression of Equation (B.0.1)
into a sum of curvatures, to which we apply evaluations of α.

Since the alternation of a discrete bundle-valued differential form takes care of consistent signing
and transporting to common fibers, we can conclude that there exists aK ⊆ C2(σ )×Cℓ(σ ) such
that

d∇d∇α(σ ) =
1

(ℓ + 3)! · (ℓ + 2)!

∑
(m,κ)∈K

Ω∇(f ) α(κ) =: Ω∇ ∧α.

119



C | Simplification of non-commmutative
expressions.

In various parts of this paper, we used the NCAlgebra library [HDOS10] to simplify expressions
from our operators, where connection matrices and discrete 1-forms are non-commutative vari-
ables. A notebook is available athttps://gitlab.inria.fr/geomerix/public/fulldec,
structured in the following way: first, as illustrated in Figure C.1, we initialize the symbolic par-
allel transport matrices; then we show in Figure C.2 how to initialize a symbolic vector-valued
differential 1-form; finally, we see in Figure C.3 how the PPF-induced sided discrete exterior co-
variant derivative and discrete exterior covariant derivative can be implemented with simplified
expressions.

Figure C.1: Definition of the symbolic variables for the connection
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Simplification of non-commmutative expressions.

Figure C.2: Setup for the symbolic discrete 1-forms

Figure C.3: Implementation of the symbolic discrete exterior covariant derivative.
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D | Direct Calculation for the Discrete
Exterior Covariant Derivative of
Bundle-Valued 1−Forms

We want to illustrate here through a direct calculation that the discrete exterior derivative of a dis-
cretized 1−form in the limit converges to the value of the smooth exterior derivative of the contin-
uous 1−form if the discretization of the differential form was carried out in a parallel-propagated
frame field.
In the following, letM be a smooth manifold and π : E→M a smooth vector bundle with con-
nection ∇ overM. Let α ∈Ω1(M,E) be an E−valued differential 1−form. Let σ2 = [abc] be a
triangle diffeomorphic to a triangular region s2⊂M . Further let σ3 = [abcd] an arbitrary tetra-
hedron diffeomorphic to a region s3⊂M. As explained in Section 3.3.2, we will use the image of
the simplicial cells inM to carry out the discretization of α. Once this is done, we will just re-
gard this as discrete data available on the simplicial cells. As before, we denote by αab the integral
in a parallel-propagated frame of α on [ab] based in a. We also denote by αab the integral in an
arbitrary local frame of α on [ab] based at a.

Convergence of the PPF-induced Sided Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative. It holds
for the second-order approximation of the integral in the parallel-propagated frame that αab =(
I + ωab

2

)
αab +O(h3).Therefore,

d∇α([abc], a) = αab +Rabαbc −αac

=
(
I +

ωab
2

)
αab + (I +ωab)

(
I +

ωbc
2

)
αbc −

(
I +

ωac
2

)
αac +O(h3)

= (αab +αbc −αac) +
ωabαab

2
+ωabαbc +

ωbcαbc
2

− ωacαac
2

+O(h3).

Thus, we obtain

d∇α([abc], a)

= (dα)abc +
ωab
2
αab +ωab(αac −αab) +

1
2

(ωac −ωab)(αac −αab)−
ωac
2
αac +O(h3)

= (dα)abc +
ωab
2
αab −

ωac
2
αac +ωabαac −ωabαab +

ωac
2
αac −

ωac
2
αab −

ωab
2
αac +

ωab
2
αab

= (dα)abc +
ωabαac

2
− ωacαab

2
+O(h3)

= (dα)abc + (ω∧α)(eab, eac) +O(h3).
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Direct Calculation for the Discrete Exterior Covariant Derivative of
Bundle-Valued 1−Forms

In the notation (ω∧α)(eab, eac), we refer to the discretization on edges [ab] and [ac], respectively.
This notation highlights the link to the smooth wedge product: it is as if we evaluate the smooth
wedge productω∧α at the point a on the outgoing vectors eab and eac. This calculation empha-
sizes the crucial role of discretization in a parallel-propagated frame. Without this frame, only the
term dα would remain. However, with the employed parallel-propagated frame, we can demon-
strate that this approach precisely yields the terms we would expect from the smooth counterpart.

Convergence of the Discrete Algebraic Bianchi Identity. It was shown in [BEHS21] that

d∇d∇α([abcd], a) = Ω∇([abc], a, c)αcd .

Thus, two consecutive applications of the sided discrete exterior covariant derivative rely on a sin-
gle stencil for curvature evaluation. As demonstrated in Section 3.3.3, even when the formα is ob-
tained through integration in a PPF, convergence to the smooth algebraic Bianchi identity under
mesh refinement is not achieved. In the following, we will illustrate through a direct calculation
for 1−forms that the alternation operator provides a remedy. This operator transforms the result-
ing discrete expression into a form that closely resembles the smooth wedge product between the
curvature form and the vector-valued 1−form, up to higher-order terms.

We saw in our numerical tests that we can achieve convergence if we reduce the alternation Alt
of the PPF-induced sided discrete exterior covariant derivative to a subset of the full permutation
group that consists only of the even — or the odd — permutations τk . In this case, the alternation
becomes:

Ãlt(α)[x0, . . . ,xk] =
2
|Sk |

∑
σ∈τk

R0,σ (0) ·α[xσ (0), . . . ,xσ (k)].

This yields for a 1−form, after simplification with NCAlgebra [HDOS10] on Mathematica,

d∇(Ãlt) d∇α([abcd], a) =
1
3

((Rac −RabRbc) (αca +αcb − 2αcd)

+ (RabRbcRcd −Rad)αdb − (RabRbd −Rad)αdc + (RabRbd −RacRcd)αda).

If we expand this formula, we obtain

d∇(Ãlt) d∇α([abcd], a)

= −1
3

(Ω∇([abc], a, c)(αca −αcd +αcb −αcd) +Ω∇([abd], a,d)αdc

+ (RabRbc −RadRdc)Rcdαdb −Ω∇([abd], a,d)αdc + (RabRbd −RacRcd)αda)

= −1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)(αca +αcb −αcd) +

1
3
Ω∇, ([abc], a, c)Rcdαdb −

1
3
Ω∇([adc], a, c)Rcdαdb

− 1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)αdc +

1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)αda −

1
3
Ω∇([acd], a,d)αda.

We have seen that the discrete exterior derivative for 1−forms (arising from discretization in a
parallel-propagated frame of a smooth differential formα) generates terms that are of orderO(h2),
therefore, they can be ignored to first order. It holds, for instance, that

αca −αcd = −Rcaαad + d∇α([cad], c)︸         ︷︷         ︸
∈O(h2)

.
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We obtain

d∇(Ãlt) d∇α([abcd], a) =
1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)Rcaαad +

1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)Rcdαdb

− 1
3
Ω∇([adc], a, c)Rcdαdb −

1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)αdc

+
1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)αda −

1
3
Ω∇([acd], a,d)αda +O(h4)

=
1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)Rcaαad +

1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)Rcbαbd +

1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)Rcdαdb

− 1
3
Ω∇([acd], a,d)(αdb −αda︸     ︷︷     ︸

=−Rdaαab

) +
1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)(αda −αdc︸     ︷︷     ︸

−Rdaαac

) +O(h4)

=
1
3
Ω∇([abc], a,a)αad +

1
3
Ω∇([acd], a,a)αab −

1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,a)αac

+
1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)(Rcbαbd +Rcdαdb︸              ︷︷              ︸

−Ω∇([cdb],c,b)αbd

) +O(h4).

Since the curvature form is a 2−form, we can neglect the last term of the calculation for the con-
vergence analysis since their product is of orderO(h4).We are then left with:

d∇(Ãlt)d∇α([abcd], a) =
1
3

(
Ω∇([abc], a,a)αad +Ω∇([acd], a,a)αab −Ω∇([abd], a,a)αac

)
+O(h4)

If we use instead the odd permutations

≀k = {σ ∈ Sn sgn(σ ) = −1}

for the alternation of the discrete form, we denote the alternation operator as:

Alt≀(α)[x0, . . . ,xk] =
2
|Sk |

∑
σ∈≀k

−R0,σ (0) ·α[xσ (0), . . . ,xσ (k)].

Using Mathematica, NCAlgebra [HDOS10] simplifies this expression to

d∇(Alt≀) d∇α([abcd], a)

=
1
3

(RadRdc −Rac)αca + (RadRdb −Rab)αbd + (RabRbd −Rad)αdb

− (RabRbc −Rac)αbc − (RabRbdRdc −Rac)αcb + (RabRbc −Rac)αcd

− 2(RabRbd −Rad)αdc + (RacRcb −RadRdb)αba


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=
1
3

Ω∇([adc], a, c)αca +Ω∇([adb], a,b)αbd +Ω∇([abd], a,d)αdb

−Ω∇([abc], a, c)αcb −Ω∇([abd], a,d)Rdcαcb −Ω∇([adc], a, c)αcb

+Ω∇([abc], a, c)αcd − 2Ω∇([abd], a,d)αdc +Ω∇([acb], a,b)αba −Ω∇([adb], a,b)αba


=

1
3

Ω∇([adc], a, c)(αca −αcb) +Ω∇([abc], a,b)(αcd −αcb −Rcbαba)

+Ω∇([abd], a,d)(−Rdbαbd +αdb −Rdcαcb − 2αdc +Rdbαba)

.
We again take advantage of the fact that the product of the curvature 2−form andd∇α is of order
O(h4) and therefore can be neglected for the analysis of convergence, leading to:

d∇(Alt≀) d∇α([abcd], a)

= −1
3
Ω∇([adc], a, c)Rcaαab +

1
3
Ω∇([abc], a, c)( αcd −αca︸    ︷︷    ︸

−Rcdαda+O(h2)

)

+
1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)(−Rdbαdb +αdb −Rdcαcb − 2αdc +Rdbαba) +O(h4)

= −1
3
Ω∇([adc], a, c)Rca(αab) +

1
3
Ω∇([acb], a,b) RbcRcdαda︸      ︷︷      ︸

−Rbaαad+O(h4)

− 1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)Rdaαac +

1
3
Ω∇([abd], a,d)(−d∇α([dcb],d) +O(h4)

= −1
3
Ω∇([adc], a,a)αab −Ω∇([acb], a,a)αad +Ω∇([adb], a,a)αac +O(h4).

We can now take the mean over both subsets of the group. We denote eab, eac, ead the edges coming
out a and by (eab, eac, ead) the tetrahedron that is formed by this edges. Any selection of two edges
denotes the triangle formed by these two edges. With this notation, we have

d∇d∇α((eab, eac, ead), a) =
1
6

∑
σ∈S3

sgn(σ )Ω∇[σ (eab),σ (eac)]α(σ (ead)) +O(h4). (D.0.1)

This is the counterpart to the smooth wedge product between the curvature form and a vector-
valued form. It highlights the importance of the alternation operator in achieving convergence
under refinement. The calculation demonstrates that, with the use of the alternation operator, the
form d∇d∇α can be brought to a higher order, in the form of a smooth wedge product between
the curvature and a vector-valued form. Without the alternation operator, this simply is not the
case.
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E | Convergence Analysis for Endo-
morphism Valued Forms

In this chapter we will demonstrate the convergence proof for the exterior covariant derivative
under refinement. As in the case of discrete E-valued differential forms we will begin to show the
convergence behavior of d∇ under refinement. Subsequently we demonstrate that the alternation
can improve the accuracy and finally we will demonstrate that this allows to conclude that d∇d∇
converges under refinement.

Theorem E.1. Letπ : E→M be a vector bundle with connection∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1]⊂M
be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphism to a (ℓ+ 1)-simplex σ where each point
vi are mapped to an associated vertex wi of σ . Further let β ∈ Ωℓ(M,End(E)) and β be its
discretization defined in Equation 3.3.21. In this case we have

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇

End
β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

− d∇β(σ,w0,wℓ+1) = O(hℓ+2) (E.0.1)

Proof. As in Section 3.3.2 we are going to denote in the following by σi the ℓ−subsimplex σi =
[v0, . . . , v̂i , . . . , vℓ+1], where the i−th vertex is omitted. We denote by si ⊂ M the image of σi
under the diffeomorphism. Further letmi ⊂M be the image of (−1)iσi , i.e the subsimplex of σ
without vi with positive orientation.
If we consider the integral of the covariant exterior derivative in the center based parallel-propagated
frame, we obtain

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇

End
β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

= Rv0,cs

∫
s

(
(dβ)∇,cs ,cs + (ω∧ β)∇,cs ,cs + (−1)deg(β)β ∧ω

)
Rcs ,vℓ+1

= Rv0,cs

∫
s
(dβ)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

+O(hℓ+3) =
ℓ+1∑
i=0

Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1
+O(hℓ+3)

= Rv0,cs

∫
m0

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1
+

ℓ∑
i=1

Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1

+Rv0,cs

∫
mℓ+1

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1
+O(hℓ+3)
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If we consider the first term, we can analyze the difference

Rv0,v1
β(σi ,v1,vℓ+1)−Rv0,cs

∫
m0

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1

=
∫
m0

R∇,v0βR∇,vℓ+1 −Rv0,cs

∫
m0

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1

=
∫
m0

(Rv0,v1
R∇,v1 −Rv0,csR

∇,cs )β(R∇,vℓ+1)−1 +
∫
m0

(Rv0,csR
∇,cs )β

((
R∇,vℓ+1

)−1
−
(
R∇,cs

)−1
Rcs ,vℓ+1

)
We can now apply the argumentation presented in Theorem 3.41 and argue that

Rv0,v1
β(σ0,v1,vℓ+1)−Rv0,cs

∫
m0

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1

= Ω∇v0
(v0 − cm,v0 − cs)βcm0

[m0]︸                              ︷︷                              ︸
∈O(hℓ+2)

Rcm0 ,vℓ+1
+Rv0,cm0

Ω∇cm0
(cm0
− cs, cm0

− cs)βcm0
[m0]︸                                  ︷︷                                  ︸

∈O(hℓ+2)

+O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+2).

We can argue in the same manner that we have for the last term that

β(σℓ+1,v0,vℓ)Rvℓ ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,cs

∫
mℓ+1

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1

= Ω∇v0
(v0 − cmℓ+1

,v0 − cs)βcmℓ+1
[mℓ+1]︸                                      ︷︷                                      ︸

∈O(hℓ+2)

Rcmℓ+1
,csRcs ,vℓ+1

+Rv0,cmℓ+1
βcmℓ+1

[mℓ+1]Ω∇cmℓ+1
(cmℓ+1

− vℓ+1, cs − vℓ+1) +O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+2).

For the terms in the middle we obtain

β(σi ,v0,vℓ+1)−Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1

= Ω∇v0
(v0 − cs,v0 − cmi

)βcmiRcmi ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,csRcs ,cmi βcmi [mi]Ω

∇
cmi

(cmi
− vℓ+1, cmi

− cs) +O(hℓ+2).

Altogether we obtain

Rv0,cs

∫
s
R∇,csd∇

End
β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

= d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1) +O(hℓ+2)
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Theorem E.2 (Alternation increases accuracy). Let π : E →M be a vector bundle with con-
nection ∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+1]⊂M be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphism
to a (ℓ + 1)-simplex σ where each point vi is mapped to an associated vertexwi of σ . Further let
β ∈ Ωℓ(M,End(E)) and β be its discretization defined in Equation (3.3.21). In this case, we
have

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇β)(∇,cs ,cs)Rcs ,vℓ+1

= Alt∇d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1)+O(hℓ+3) = d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1)+O(hℓ+3).

(E.0.2)

Proof. We follow the ideas of Theorem 3.43 and adapt them to the endomorphism-valued setting.

Recall that the discrete exterior covariant derivative is defined by

d∇β([v0, . . . , vℓ+1],v0,vℓ+1)

=
1

(ℓ + 2)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

(
1 + sgn(π)

2
Rv0,vπ(0)

d∇β(π(σ ),vπ(0),vπ(ℓ+1))Rvπ(ℓ+1),vℓ+1

+
sgn(π)− 1

2
Rv0,vπ(0)

d∇β(π(σ ),vπ(0),vπ(ℓ+1))Rvπ(ℓ+1),vπ(ℓ)
Rvπ(ℓ),vℓ+1

)
.

The additional transport in the second term is required to preserve the discrete Bianchi iden-
tity exactly. For the convergence analysis, however, we compare this expression with the simpler
alternation

1
(ℓ + 2)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

Rv0,vπ(0)
d∇β(π(σ ),vπ(0),vπ(ℓ+1))Rvπ(ℓ+1),vℓ+1

.

Their difference is

1
(ℓ + 2)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2

sgn(π)− 1
2

Rv0,vπ(0)
d∇β(π(σ ),vπ(0),vπ(ℓ))︸                     ︷︷                     ︸

O(hℓ+1)

(
Rvπ(ℓ),vπ(ℓ−1)

Rvπ(ℓ−1),vℓ+1
−Rvπ(ℓ+1),vℓ+1

)
︸                                         ︷︷                                         ︸

O(h2)

.

Since the discrete derivative is of orderO(hℓ+1) and the curvature term that arises as mismatch
of transports isO(h2), the total difference isO(hℓ+3).

Hence for the accuracy estimate it suffices to analyze the simplified alternation.

Explicit decoupling of the permutation sum.

We now decompose the alternation over the full permutation group by fixing the first and last
vertex.
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Convergence Analysis for Endomorphism Valued Forms

As in Theorem 3.43, we write

d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1) = Alt∇d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1
1
ℓ

1
ℓ − 1

∑
j

∑
k,j

Rv0,vj



∑
m,j,k

∑
n,j,k,m

1
(ℓ − 2)!

∑
π∈Sℓ+2
π(0)=j,
π(1)=m,
π(ℓ+1)=k,
π(ℓ)=n

sgn(π)d∇β(π(σ ),vj ,vk)


Rvk ,vℓ+1

.

(E.0.3)

For a fixed permutation π, denote by π(σ )i the simplex obtained by omitting the i-th vertex
in the permuted ordering. Then

d∇β(π(σ ),vj ,vk) = Rvj ,vmβ(π(σ )0,vm,vk)

+
ℓ∑
i=1

(−1)iβ(π(σ )i ,vj ,vk)

+ (−1)ℓ+1β(π(σ )ℓ+1,vj ,vn)Rvn,vk .

Substituting the discretization (cf. Equation (3.3.21)) yields

d∇β(π(σ ),vj ,vk) = Rvj ,vm

∫
mj

R∇,vmβ(R∇,vk )−1

+ . . .+
∫
mℓ+1

R∇,vjβ(R∇,vn)−1Rvn,vk .

Crucially, after this substitution the expression no longer depends on the particular permu-
tation π, but only on the indices j,k. Therefore the inner permutation sum in Equation (E.0.3)
reduces to a purely combinatorial factor.

Therefore it holds

d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1) = Alt∇d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1
1
ℓ

1
ℓ − 1

∑
j

∑
k,j

Rv0,vj

(

∑
m,j,k

∑
n,j,k,m

Rvj ,vm

∫
mj

R∇,vmβ(R∇,vk )−1 + . . .+
∫
mℓ+1

R∇,vjβ(R∇,vn)−1Rvn,vk︸                                                                                       ︷︷                                                                                       ︸
∗


Rvk ,vℓ+1

+O(hℓ+3).

(E.0.4)
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The integral of the continuous exterior covariant derivative amounts to

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇

End
β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

=
ℓ+1∑
i=0

Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1 Rcs ,vℓ+1
+O(hℓ+3)

As in the proof of Theorem 3.43, for a vertex vi we will analyze all contributions for the face oppo-
site to vi of the continuous integral and the discrete expression. We will denote this face (or more
precisely the image of the face inM under the diffeomeorphism) asmi .

We will now analyze the contributions to the error in Equation E.0.2 stemming from (∗)
in Equation E.0.4 that come from integration overmi .

Case i , j,k:

In this case the contributions in (∗) are of the form∫
mi

R∇,vjβ(R∇,vk )−1.

Therefore the contributions to the error in Equation E.0.2 are of the form

1
ℓ + 2

1
ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

(
Rv0,vj

∫
mi

R∇,vjβ(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

(
Rv0,vj

∫
mi

R∇,vjβ(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

(
Rv0,vj

∫
mi

R∇,vjβ(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,csR

∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjR
∇,vj −Rv0,csR

∇,cs )β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

+
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjR
∇,vj )β

(
(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

))

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjR
∇,vj −Rv0,csR

∇,cs )β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)
︸                                                                   ︷︷                                                                   ︸

(1)

+
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

∫
mi

Rv0,vjR
∇,vjβ

(
(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

︸                                                                                       ︷︷                                                                                       ︸
(2)
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To simplify (1), we follow the argumentation of the proof of Theorem 3.41 and can deduce,

1
ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjR
∇,vj −Rv0,csR

∇,cs )β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(∫
mi

((Rv0,vjR
∇,vj −R∇,v0)− (Rv0,csR

∇,cs −R∇,v0))β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(
((Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi −Rv0,cmi

)− (Rv0,csRcs ,cmi −Rv0,cmi
))βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(
(Ω∇v0

(vj − v0, cmi
− v0)−Ω∇v0

(cs − v0, cmi−v0
))βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

(
Ω∇v0

(vj − cs, cmi
− v0)βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇v0

 1
ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

vj − cs, cmi
− v0

βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇v0

(
cs − cs, cmi

− v0

)
βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

+O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+3)

Furthermore, we can simplify (2) to

1
ℓ + 2

1
ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

∫
mi

Rv0,vjR
∇,vjβ

(
(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

∫
mi

(Rv0,vjR
∇,vj −R∇,v0)β

(
(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

+
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

∫
mi

R∇,v0β
(
(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

(Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi −Rv0,cmi
)︸                     ︷︷                     ︸

∈O(h2)

βcmi [mi]︸   ︷︷   ︸
∈O(hℓ)

(
Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

︸                                  ︷︷                                  ︸
∈O(h2)

+
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

Rv0,cmi βcmi [mi]
(
Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

(
Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,vℓ+1
− (Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,vℓ+1
)
)

+O(hℓ+3)
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=
1

ℓ + 2
1

ℓ + 1

ℓ+1∑
j=0

∑
k,j

Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

(
Ω∇cmi

(vk − cmi
,vℓ+1 − cmi

)

− Ω∇cmi
(cs − cmi

,vℓ+1 − cmi
)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

Ω∇cmi
 1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,j

vk − cs,vℓ+1 − cmi


+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

(
Ω∇cmi

(
cmj
− cs,vℓ+1 − cmi

))
+O(hℓ+3)

= Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

Ω∇cmi
 1
ℓ + 2

ℓ+1∑
j=0

cmj
− cs,vℓ+1 − cmi


+O(hℓ+3)

= Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

(
Ω∇cmi

(
cs − cs,vℓ+1 − cmi

))
+O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+3),

where the last equality is due to the fact that in a simplicial (ℓ + 1)cell, if we take the average of all
centers of all faces, we obtain the center of the cell itself.
Next we analyze the contributions to the error in Equation E.0.2 stemming from (∗) in Equa-
tion E.0.4 that come from integration overmi for the case that i = j .
In this case the contributions coming from the facemi are of the form

1
ℓ + 2

1
ℓ + 1

∑
j

∑
k,j

Rv0,vj

1
ℓ

∑
m,j,k

Rvj ,vm

∫
mi

R∇,vmβ(R∇,vk )−1

Rvk ,vℓ+1

We denote in the following ℓ̃ := (ℓ + 2)(ℓ + 1)ℓ. The contributions to the error turn into

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,vjRvj ,vm

∫
mi

R∇,vmβ(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,cs

∫
mi

R∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,vjRvj ,vm

∫
mi

R∇,vmβ(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,csR

∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)
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=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmR
∇,vm −Rv0,csR

∇,cs )β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

+
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmR
∇,vm)β((R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmR
∇,vm −Rv0,vjR

∇,vj )β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

− 1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(∫
mi

(Rv0,csR
∇,cs −Rv0,vjR

∇,vj )β(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)

+
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(∫
mi

(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmR
∇,vm)β((R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1

− (R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

If we use again the midpoint development, we obtain

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,vjRvj ,vm

∫
mi

R∇,vmβ(R∇,vk )−1Rvk ,vℓ+1
−Rv0,csR

∇,csβ(R∇,cs )−1Rcs ,vℓ+1

)
=

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
(E.0.5)

− 1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,csRcs ,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
(E.0.6)

+
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

(E.0.7)

Let us analyze the first term E.0.5. First, notice that

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )︸                                     ︷︷                                     ︸
∈O(h2)

βcmi [mi]︸   ︷︷   ︸
∈O(hℓ)

(Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
−Rcmi ,vℓ+1

)︸                         ︷︷                         ︸
∈O(h2)


+

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vℓ+1

)
)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vℓ+1

)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

We are going to use this kind of simplification in the following repeatedly. Since we are in the case
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of i = j , the first term turns into

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

Rv0,vj

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vℓ+1

)
)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Ω∇vj (vm − vj , cmi

− vj )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vℓ+1
)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

∑
j

Ω∇vj
 1
ℓ + 1

1
ℓ

∑
k,j

∑
m,jk

vm − vj , cmi
− vj


+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

∑
j

Ω∇vj (cmi
− vj , cmi

− vj ) +O(hℓ+3) = O(hℓ+3)

If we analyze the contributions coming from the second term E.0.6, we obtain

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,csRcs ,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
=

1
ℓ + 2

∑
j

(
(Rv0,csRcs ,cmi −Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi )βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
=

1
ℓ + 2

∑
j

(
Rv0,csRcs ,cmi −Rv0,cmi

− (Rv0,vjRvj ,cmi −Rv0,cmi
)
)
βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

=
1

ℓ + 2

∑
j

(
Ω∇v0

(cs − v0, cmi
− v0)−Ω∇v0

(vj − v0, cmi
− v0)

)
βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ + 2

∑
j

(
Ω∇v0

(cs − vj , cmi
− v0)

)
βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

+O(hℓ+3)

= Ω∇v0


cs −

1
ℓ + 2

∑
j

vj

︸       ︷︷       ︸
=cs

, cmi
− v0


βcmi [mi]Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

+O(hℓ+3)

= O(hℓ+3)

For the third term E.0.7, note that in a first step we can again reduce the sum to an average in the
right multiplication argument. We obtain

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi −Rv0,cmi

)βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1
−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
)

+
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,cmi

βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1
−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
)
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Again, we observe that the first term is of orderO(hℓ+4). The second term can be simplified to

1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
(Rv0,vjRvj ,vmRvm,cmi )βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1

−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
)
)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,cmi

βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1
−Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1

)
)

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,cmi

βcmi [mi](Rcmi ,vkRvk ,vℓ+1
−Rcmi ,vℓ+1

− (Rcmi ,csRcs ,vℓ+1
−Rcmi ,vℓ+1

))
)

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

ℓ̃

∑
j

∑
k,j

∑
m,j,k

(
Rv0,cmi

βcmi [mi](Ω
∇
cmi

(vk − cmi
,vℓ+1 − cmi

)−Ω∇cmi (cs − cmi
,vℓ+1 − cmi

))
)

+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

(ℓ + 2)(ℓ + 1)

∑
j

∑
k,j

(
Rv0,cmi

βcmi [mi](Ω
∇
cmi

(vk − cs,vℓ+1 − cmi
)))

)
+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

(ℓ + 2)

∑
j

Rv0,cmi
βcmi [mi]

Ω∇cmi
 1
ℓ + 1

∑
k,j

vk − cs,vℓ+1 − cmi



+O(hℓ+3)

=
1

(ℓ + 2)

∑
j

(
Rv0,cmi

βcmi [mi]
(
Ω∇cmi

(
cmj
− cs,vℓ+1 − cmi

)))
+O(hℓ+3)

Again, using the argument that the average of all centers of all codimension 1 faces of a simplex
is the center of the simplex itself, we obtain that the last term is also of orderO(hℓ+3). The third
case of i = k can be analyzed in the same way and also yields an error ofO(hℓ+3).

Combining all cases, we conclude that the total error isO(hℓ+3).

Theorem E.3 (Convergence of d∇d∇). Let π : E → M be a vector bundle with connection
∇. Let s = [v0, . . . , vℓ+2] ⊂M be a region inM for which there exists a diffeomorphism to a
ℓ−simplex σ where each point vi are mapped to an associated vertex wi of σ . Further, let β ∈
Ωℓ(M,End(E)) and β be its discretization defined in Equation (3.2.8). We have

d∇d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1) = Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+2

+O(hℓ+3). (E.0.8)

Proof. We begin by using the peoperties of the center based PPF. As in the previous proof, we
denote bymi the codimension 1-cell opposite to the vertex vi . We rewrite the right hand side as

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+2

= Rv0,cs

∫
∂s

(d∇β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+2
+O(hℓ+4)

=
ℓ+2∑
i=0

Rv0,cs

∫
mi

(d∇β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+2
+O(hℓ+4)
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Now, for a facemi note that the integral of d∇β taken in a center of s based PPF or in a center
ofmi based PPF only differ by an error of orderO(hℓ+3). To see that this is the case note that

∫
mi

Rv0,csR
∇,cs(d∇β)

(
R∇,cs

)−1
Rcs ,vℓ+2

−
∫
mi

Rv0,csR
∇,cs (d∇β)︸︷︷︸
∈O(hℓ+1)

(
R∇,cs

)−1
Rcs ,vℓ+2

=
∫
mi

(
Rv0,csR

∇,cs −Rv0,cmi
R∇,cmi

)
︸                           ︷︷                           ︸

∈O(h2)

(d∇β)
(
R∇,cs

)−1
Rcs ,vℓ+2

+
∫
mi

Rv0,cmi
R∇,cmi (d∇β)︸︷︷︸

∈O(hℓ+1)

((
R∇,cs

)−1
Rcs ,vℓ+2

−
(
R∇,cmi

)−1
Rcmi ,vℓ+2

)
︸                                           ︷︷                                           ︸

∈O(h2)

= O(hℓ+3)

Furthermore note that for the facem0 it holds

Rv0,cm0

∫
m0

R∇,cm0

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cm0 )−1Rcm0 ,vℓ+2

−Rv0,v1
Rv1,cm0

∫
m0

R∇,cm0

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cm0 )−1Rcm0 ,vℓ+2

=
∫
m0

(
Rv0,cm0

−Rv0,v1
Rv1,cm0

)
︸                       ︷︷                       ︸

∈O(h2)

R∇,cm0

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cm0 )−1Rcm0 ,vℓ+2

∈ O(hℓ+3).

In the same way, for the facemℓ+2, we can show that

∫
mℓ+2

R∇,cmℓ+2

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cmℓ+2 )−1Rcmℓ+2

,vℓ+2

−
∫
mℓ+2

R∇,cmℓ+2

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cmℓ+2 )−1Rcmℓ+2

,vℓ+1
Rvℓ+1,vℓ+2

∈ O(hℓ+3)
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Thus, using the previous theorem, we obtain

Rv0,cs

∫
s
(d∇d∇β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+2

=
ℓ+2∑
i=0

Rv0,cs

∫
mi

(d∇β)∇,cs ,csRcs ,vℓ+2
+O(hℓ+4)

=
ℓ+2∑
i=0

Rv0,cmi

∫
mi

R∇,cmi
(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cmi )−1Rcmi ,vℓ+2

+O(hℓ+3)

= Rv0,v1
Rv1,cm0

∫
m0

R∇,cm0

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cm0 )−1Rcm0 ,vℓ+2

+
ℓ+1∑
i=1

Rv0,cmi

∫
mi

R∇,cmi
(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cmi )−1Rcmi ,vℓ+2

+Rv0,cmℓ+2

∫
mℓ+2

R∇,cmℓ+2

(
d∇β

)
(R∇,cmℓ+2 )−1Rcmℓ+2

,vℓ+1
Rvℓ+1,vℓ+2

+O(hℓ+3)

= Rv0,v1
d∇β(σ0,v1,vℓ+2) +

ℓ+1∑
i=1

(−1)id∇β(σi ,v0,vℓ+2)

+ (−1)ℓ+2d∇β(σℓ+2,v0,vℓ+1)Rvℓ+1,vℓ+2
+O(hℓ+3)

= d∇d∇β(σ,v0,vℓ+1) +O(hℓ+3)

Since the alternation operator does not decrease the order of accuracy, this yields the claim. Note
that as in the vector valued case, we cannot expect that a novel alternation operator would yield a
better order of accuracy thenO(hℓ+3).
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Titre : Discrétisation d’Opérateurs Différentielles basée sur la Géometrie
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computationnelle

Résumé : Le calcul extérieur discret (DEC) fournit un
cadre structure-préservant pour la discrétisation des
formes différentielles, en conservant au niveau combi-
natoire des identités fondamentales telles que d2 = 0
et le théorème de Stokes. Toutefois, le DEC classique
se limite aux formes à valeurs scalaires, alors que de
nombreuses théories géométriques et physiques re-
posent sur des formes à valeurs dans un fibré vecto-
riel muni d’une connexion.
Cette thèse étend le DEC au cadre des fibrés vec-
toriels. Dans une première partie, nous étudions les
connexions sur les surfaces simpliciales et propo-
sons une version discrète modifiée de la connexion de
Levi-Civita, ainsi qu’une représentation discrète de la
torsion. En exploitant les isomorphismes spécifiques
à la dimension deux entre 2-formes à valeurs tan-
gentes, champs de vecteurs et 1-formes scalaires,

nous développons une approche cohérente pour ana-
lyser torsion et courbure sur maillage, avec des appli-
cations en conception de champs de directions et en
traitement géométrique.
La seconde partie introduit un cadre général pour
les formes différentielles discrètes à valeurs dans
un fibré. Nous formalisons une notion d’intégration
adaptée aux formes fibrées à l’aide des connexions
et des rétractions, ce qui permet d’induire des co-
chaı̂nes discrètes à partir de formes lisses. Nous
définissons ensuite une dérivée extérieure covariante
discrète convergente sous raffinement du maillage,
établissons la compatibilité de la courbure discrète
avec la courbure lisse, et montrons que les iden-
tités de Bianchi sont satisfaites exactement au niveau
combinatoire.

Title : Geometry Driven Discretization of Differential Operators

Keywords : discrete exterior calculus; vector bundles; discrete connections; torsion; curvature; geometric
computation

Abstract : Discrete Exterior Calculus (DEC) provides
a structure-preserving framework for discretizing diffe-
rential forms while maintaining fundamental identities
such as d2 = 0 and Stokes’ theorem at the combi-
natorial level. However, classical DEC is restricted to
scalar-valued forms, whereas many fundamental geo-
metric and physical theories rely on differential forms
valued in vector bundles equipped with a connection.
This thesis extends DEC to the setting of vector
bundles. In the first part, we study connections on sim-
plicial surfaces and introduce a modified discrete Levi-
Civita connection together with a discrete representa-
tion of torsion. Exploiting the dimension-two isomor-
phisms between tangent-valued 2-forms, vector fields,
and scalar 1-forms, we develop a coherent framework

to analyze torsion and curvature on meshes, with ap-
plications to direction field design and geometric pro-
cessing.
The second part develops a general framework for
discrete bundle-valued differential forms. We forma-
lize an integration procedure adapted to bundle-
valued forms using connections and retractions, al-
lowing discrete cochains to be induced directly from
smooth forms. Based on this construction, we define
a discrete covariant exterior derivative that converges
under mesh refinement, establish compatibility bet-
ween discrete and smooth curvature, and prove that
the Bianchi identities hold exactly at the combinatorial
level.
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