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Abstract

The paper deals with homogenization problem for nonlinear elliptic and
parabolic equations in a periodically perforated domain, a nonlinear Fourier
boundary conditions being imposed on the perforation border. Under the
assumptions that the studied differential equation satisfies monotonicity and
2-growth conditions and that the coefficient of the boundary operator is cen-
tered at each level set of unknown function, we show that the problem under

consideration admits homogenization and derive the effective model.
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1 Introduction

This paper addresses the homogenization of the boundary value problem

—diva(Dug, x/e) + Au. = f in Q)
a(Dug,x/e) - v =10 on 09 (1.1)

a(Du.,z/e) - v = g(ues,x/e) on S,

where (. is a bounded periodically perforated domain in RY (N > 2), ¢ > 0is a
small parameter referred to the perforation period. The boundary of €. consists of
two parts, namely, the fixed outer boundary 0f2, and the boundary of perforations S..
We assume that the domain is not perforated in a small (of order ¢) neighbourhood
of 002 so that the perforation boundary S, and 02 are disjoint. The coefficients
a = (ay,...,ay) in the equation and the function g in the boundary condition on S,
are strongly oscillating (with the period ) functions. The boundary condition on S,
includes, as a particular case, the inhomogeneous Neumann boundary condition of
the form a(Du., z/e)-v = a(z/e) and the Fourier one, a(Du., z/e)-v = B(u., x/)u..
Along with the stationary problem (III) we also consider the parabolic problem
'Otua —diva(Dug,x/e) = f in Q. x {t > 0}
a(Dug,z/e) - v =0 on 02

(1.2)
a(Dug,z/e) - v = g(us,x/e) on S.

\uazﬂfortzo.

The linear elliptic equations in perforated domains with the Fourier boundary
condition on the boundary of perforations were considered, e.g., in 7], [8], [3], [4],
[15], [16], [18]. It was shown that if the coefficient in the Fourier boundary condition
is small (of order ¢), or the volume fraction of the holes vanishes at a certain rate,
as ¢ — 0, then the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to these equations is described
in terms of a homogenized problem with an additional potential. By contrast, if the
volume fraction of the holes does not vanish as the period of the structure tends to

zero, then the dissipative Fourier boundary condition forces solutions vanish.

In the problem studied in the present work the surface measure |S.| tends to

infinity as ¢ — 0. To compensate this measure grows we assume that the average
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of the function g(u,z/e) (appearing in the boundary condition on S.) over the

boundary of each hole is zero for any u € R.

Previously, linear problems with the same assumptions on the coefficient in the
Fourier boundary condition were considered in [5]; related spectral problems were
studied in [19],]20]. The corresponding homogenized operator is shown to contain

an additional potential, this potential is always negative.

A variational problem closely related to (L)) for a functional with a bulk energy
and a surface term on the perforation boundary was studied in [6] by means of

[-convergence technique.

In contrast to [6] we do not assume that the problem under consideration can
be written in variational form. Instead, we assume the monotonicity of a(&,y) and
apply here the celebrated two-scale convergence method (see, e.g. [14], [1], [13]).
This allows us to treat boundary value problems that can not be reduced to the
minimization of an energy functional; for instance, such a reduction is not possible

in the case of linear function a(§,y), a(§,y) = A(y)¢&, with nonsymmetric matrix A.

Since, in general, the monotonicity assumption on a(§,y) does not imply the
monotonicity of the problem (L)) (even for large A\) we are not able to show the
uniqueness result for (ILT]). Moreover, the existence of a solution of (ILI) holds only
for sufficiently large A (see the discussion in [6]), while the parabolic problem (T2I)

does have a unique solution under certain assumptions on a(&,y) and g(u,y).

The key difficulty in applying the two-scale convergence theory to the homog-
enization of (LI and (L2) is due to the presence of a highly perturbed surface
integral in the weak formulations of the said problems. To pass to the limit in the
surface integral we establish a new result related to the two-scale convergence of

traces, see Proposition [7l

The main result of this work shows that solutions u. of problem (IT]) converge

as € — 0 to a solution Uy of the homogenized problem

div a*(DUy, Up) + b*(DUy, Up) + |Y*|(f — AUp) = 0 in Q
a*(DUy, Uy) - v = ¢g*(Up) - v on 0N

(1.3)

The coefficients a*, b* are defined in terms of a cell problem (see problem (2.13]))
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and depend both on the coefficients a = (aq,...,ay) in the equation in (LI and
on the function ¢ in the boundary condition on S.. It is interesting to observe also
that the homogenization of (L)) leads to the change of the boundary condition on

0f) from the homogeneous Neumann condition to a Fourier type one.

In what concerns the parabolic problem (.2]), we show that solutions wu. of (L.2])

converge as € — 0 to a solution U, of the homogenized problem

|Y*|8tU0 — div CL*(DUQ, U()) — b*(DU(), UO) = |Y*|f in % {t > 0}
a*(DUy,Uy) - v = g*(Up) - v on 0N (1.4)
Uy = u when t = 0.

The analysis of (L.2)) involves the same ideas as that of (I.I]) combined with a lower
semicontinuity trick already used in the parabolic problems in [9], [10], [11], [I7].

An interesting issue in both parabolic and elliptic frameworks is the uniqueness
of a solution of the limit problem. The limit operator, although admits a priory
estimates, need not be monotone even for large values of \. The main difficulty is
due to the fact that the first order term b*(Du,w) in the limit equation couples the
unknown function v and its gradient.

The uniqueness is proved only for small space dimensions and in the case when either
a(&,y) is linear in € or g(u,y) is linear in w. Without these additional assumptions

it remains an open problem.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2] is devored to problem setup and

formulation of the main results.

Sections BHS| deal with the elliptic case. In Section B we prove the two-scale
convergence result which relies on several technical statements. These technical

statements are then justified in Sections Ml and
Section [l considers the parabolic case.

Finally, in Section [[ we study the properties of the homogenized problems.



2 Presentation of main results

Let Y be the unit cube Y = [-1/2,1/2)Y (N > 2), and let G be an open subset
of Y such that G C (—1/2,1/2)", with Lipschitz boundary. Set Y* =Y \ G and
S = Upnez(0G +m).

Given a bounded connected open set Q C RY with Lipschitz boundary oS, we
consider the perforated domain 2. defined by

Q. =Q\ | J (G +me), I ={mez";Y/™ cq},

mel.

where Yg(m) = (Y + m)e. We have 09, = 0Q U S., where S. is the boundary of

perforations.

We assume that a : RY x Y — RY and g : R x S — R satisfy

(i) a(&y) (resp. g(u,y)) is continuous in & (resp. u), i.e. a € C(RY;L>(Y)),
g € C(R; L*>*(S)), and Y-periodic in y;

(ii) there is kK > 0 such that

(a(&y) — alC.y)) - (€ = ¢) = K€ — ([* V&, € RY; (2.1)

(iii) there are constants C1,...,Cg > 0 such that
—Ci+Gole < al&,y) - €, lal€ )| < Csl€] + C, (2.2)
9(u, y)| < Cs|ul + Cs, (2.3)
l9(u,y) = g(v,y)| < Crlu — 0], (2.4)
192 (1, y) — g (v, y)| < Cslu — | (1 + [u] + [v]) ™ (2.5)

(iv)
/ g(u,y)do, =0, Yu € R. (2.6)
SNy



Let us rewrite (ILI]) in an abstract form. To this end consider the space X, =
W12(Q.) and its dual X* with respect to the duality pairing (-, - ). induced by the
standard inner product in L?*(€).). Define the operators A., G. : X, — X by

<A5(u),v)ez/ a(Du,z/e) - Dvdz, <g€(u),v)E:/ g(u, x/e)vdo,

£

Yo € Xo(= WH(Q)). (2.7)
In terms of these operators (1)) reads
A (ue) + e — Ge(ue) = f.

According to the assumptions (i)-(iii) the operator A, is monotone and continuous
while G. is a compact operator. It follows that F.(u) = A.(u) + Au — G.(u) (A > 0)
is a bounded continuous and pseudo-monotone operator (recall that F. : X, — X!
is pseudo-monotone if u(¥ — u weakly in X, and limsup, . (F.(u®),u® —u). <0
imply (F.(u),u —v). < liminf; o (F.(u®),u® —v)_ for all v € X.). Then for any
f € L*(Q) problem (LI)) has a (possibly not unique) solution u. € X, when ¢ < &,
A > Ao (where Ag, g9 > 0 are specified in Theorem [Il below) by Brezis’ theorem (see,
e.g., [21], Chapter II), thanks to the following coercivity result

Theorem 1. Under assumptions (1)-(iv) there are \g,9 > 0 such that
(Acu+ Au — Go(u),u). > kallull%. — kK2, (2.8)

when ||u|lx. > R, for some k1 > 0, ko > 0 and R > 0 independent of ¢ < ey and
A > No.

Under the above assumptions on the perforated domain 2. there is a bounded
linear extension operator P. : W'2(Q.) — W'3(Q) (P.v = v in . for any
v € WH(Q.)) and ||Povllwiz) < Cllvllwieq., [Pvllzz@) < Cllvflre.) with C
independent of ¢ (see,e.g. [2]). We keep the notation wu. for the solution of (L.T))
extended to Q. (u. = P.u.) and study the asymptotic behavior of u. as ¢ — 0.

The first main result of this work is

Theorem 2. Assume that conditions (1)-(iv) are satisfied and f in (I1) belongs
to L*(2). Let A\g > 0 be as in Theorem[D. Then for any X > Xo, solutions u. of

6



(I1) and their derivatives Du. two-scale converge as € — 0 (up to extracting a
subsequence) to Uy(z) and DUy(x) + D,Ui(z,y), where the pair Uy(x), Ui(x,y) is
a solution of the two-scale homogenized problem: find Uy(z) € W'3(Q), Uy(x,y) €
L2(Q; WL2(Y)) such that

per
/ / (CI,(DUQ + DyUl,y) . (D@Q + qu)l)dydl’
Q *
_ / / (9(Un, 9)®1 (2, 9) + 6., (Up, y)®oUs (2, y))doryda
QJSnNY
_ / Do (g(Us, y)Po) - ydor,da — / V*|(f = AU)®odz = 0, (2.9)
QJsSny Q

for any ®o(z) € WH2(Q), ®1(x,y) € LA(Q;WL2(Y)). In particular, u. converge

per

weakly in WH2(Q) to a solution Uy of the homogenized problem (1.3), where a* (&, u),
b*(&,u), g*(u) are defined by

ot (6, 1) = / a6+ Dyw,y)dy, (2.10)

b (€ u) = / dluy)uda, (2.11)

s = [ gug)ydo, (212
and w = w(y;&,u) is a unique (up to an additive constant) solution of the cell
problem

diva(é + Dyw,y) =0 in Y*
a6+ Dyw,y)-v=g(u,y) on SNY (2.13)
w s Y -periodic.
Remark 3. Note that (2.9) defines U (z, ) modulo an arbitrary function U, (z, y) €
L2(Q, WL2(Y) such that U;(x,y) = 0 for y € Y*. This is due to the freedom in the

per

particular choice of the extension operators P..

Remark 4. The third term in (2Z9)) is reduced by integrating by parts to the bound-

ary integral
/ D.(9(Uo, y)®o) - ydo,dz = / Oog*(Up) - vdoy,
QJsny o9
that leads to the boundary condition in (L.3]).
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Remark 5. In the linear case, that is when a and g are given by a(,y) = A(y)&,
g(u,y) = a(y) + up(y), the cell problem (ZI3) for w splits into three cell problems
for w™,

div (A(y)(€ + DywW)) =0 in Y*

A(y)Dyw® v = —A(y)¢-von SNY (2.14)

w) is Y-periodic,
and w® (k = 2,3),
div (A(y) Dyw™) = 0 in Y*
A(y) Dyw®™ - v = 631, 6(y) + daxr(y) on SNY (2.15)

w® is Y-periodic,

(6;; is the Kronecker delta) so that w = w® + uw® +w®. Then the homogenized

equation takes form
divA*™ DUy + B"™ - DUy + C*™Uy 4 D™ + [Y*|(f — AUp) = 0,

where the homogenized matrix A™™ coincides with the classical effective matrix for

the Neumann problem in perforated domains,

Aromg — / A(y)(€ + Dyw™D)dy,
.

and
Bhom ¢ — / Aly)Dyw® - (€ + Dyuw™®)dy,
Y*

Chom — / A(y)D,w® - D,w®dy, Dhom = / A(y)Dyw® - D,w®dy.
Y*

*

Note, that Bh™ = ( in the selfadjoint case (when A = AT).

In the case of the parabolic problem (I.2]) we prove that there is a unique solution
u. and its asymptotic behavior in the leading term is described by the homogenized
problem (I4]). Formulating the convergence result we assume as before u. extended

onto the whole domain €2 by means of the extension operator P.

Theorem 6. Assume that conditions (i) - (iv) are satisfied. Then, if f € L*((0,T)x
Q) and u € L*(Q), there is a unique solution of problem (1.3) and it converges weakly
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in L2(0,T; WY2(Q)) as e — 0 (up to extracting a subsequence) to a solution Uy of

the homogenized problem (1.]), where a*, b*, g* are defined by (2.10), (2.11), (2.13),

3 Proof of the convergence result for the station-

ary problem

It follows from Theorem [ that |lu.|lw12@) < C, where C is independent of e.

Therefore, up to extracting a subsequence,
us — Up(z) two-scale, (3.1)

Du. — DUy(z) + D,Uy(z,y) two-scale. (3.2)

Show that the pair (Uy, U;) solves (2.9). To this end we chose arbitrary functions
Vo(z) € C=(Q), Vi(z,y) € C®(Q x Y) with Vi(x,y) being Y-periodic in y, set
ve = Vo(2) + eVi(z, z/e), and substitute the test function w. = u. — v. in the weak
formulation of (1),

/ (a(Due,z/¢) - Dw. + Au.w.)dx — / g(ue,z/e)w.do = [ fw.dr.  (3.3)
€ € QE
In view of the monotonicity assumption (2.I) we then have from (3.3),

/ (a(Dve,z/e) - D(u: — v:) + Ave(ue — ve))dr — / g(ue, z/e)(u. —v.)do

€ €

— | flue—v.)dz <0. (3.4)
Qe

Since Dv. = DVy(x)+D,Vi(z,z/e)+eD,Vi(x, x/e), by using (i) and (2.2) one easily
shows that x.a(Dv.,z/e) = x(y)a(DVy(x) + D, Vi(x,y),y) in the strong two-scale
sense, where Y., x are the characteristic functions of €, and Y*, respectively. This
allows to pass to the limit in the first term of Lh.s. of (8.4]) to get

/ (a(Dve, x/e) - D(ue — ve) + e (ue — v:))dz —

€

/ ( / (a(DVy + DyVa,y) - (DUs + DyUs — DVy — DyVi) + AVo(Up — %))dy) de;
Q *

(3.5)



also, the limit transition in the last term in Lh.s. of (3.4]) yields

5 Flue —v.)dz — /Q ( /Y (U - Vo)dy) da. (3.6)

Finally, passing to the limit in the middle term we get

/ g(ue, v/e)(u: — v.)do —

€

/Q (/Y 9(U0,9)(D(Uo = Vo) -y + Ui(a,y) = Vi(x, y))day) a
+ /Q ( /S o 9u(Uo,y)(Uo = Vo) (DUp - y + Ur(x, y))day) dz. (3.7)

The most nontrivial point is to obtain (8.7)). The proof of ([B.7) is presented in full
details through Sections [l [l and is based on the following result, which is of an

interest itself,

Proposition 7. Assume that q(x,y) € C(2; L2(S)) satisfies

(a) |q(z,y) —q(2',y)| < Clx — 2’| with C > 0 independent of x,2' € Q andy € S;
(b) q(z,y) is Y-periodic iny € S;

(¢) [ynga(x,y)doy, =0 forall x € Q,

then for any sequence w. € W12(Q) such that
we(z) = Wy(x), Dw.(x) = DWy(z) + D,W;(x,y) two scale as e = 0.  (3.8)

we have

/ q(z,z/e)(w. —w.)do — /Q/Yns q(x,y)(DWy -y + Wi(z,y))do,dz.  (3.9)

Here and in what follows we use the notation w. for the piecewise constant function
)

obtained by averaging over the cells ym ,

_ 1 m
W () = N /y("” we(y)dy, forx € Ya( ). (3.10)
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Thus (B.4)-(B7) yield

/Q </y»«(a(DV° +DyVi,y) - (DUo + DyUs = DVy = Dy V) + AVo(Uo — Vo))dy) dz
[ (] a0y~ Vi) -+ Uite) = Vito.)ia, ) d
N /Q < /m 9.(Uo, y)(Uo = Vo)(DUo - y + Ul(:)s,y))day) d
- ([ rwn=viay)ar <o, )

By an approximation argument, using (i)-(iv) we see that (3.I1]) holds for any V; €
W12(Q) and V; € L*(; Wl}e’i(Y)). Now, choosing Vo = Uy &= 7®¢, V) = Uy &= 7Py,

(t > 0), dividing (3I1) by 7 and passing to the limit as 7 — 0, we obtain the

two-scale homogenization problem (Z.9). O

Let us clarify details in the final part of the above proof when passing from
smooth Vj and V; to arbitrary functions V, € W2(Q) and V; € L?(Q; WLA(Y)) in

per

(BI1)). For the for the first term in the Lh.s. this transition is justified by Nemytskii’s
theorem (see, e.g., [21], Chapter II); and it is a trivial task for the last term. The
second and third terms, corresponding to the limiting functional M (Uy, Uy, Vo, V4)
in ([3.7), require more attention. Let us rewrite M (Uy, Uy, Vp, V1) as

MWM&%M%i@meDMwWWH%—%MW@»D%Mx

+/ D,O(y; Uy) - Dy(Us(z,y) — Vi(z,y))dydx
QJY*

T / / (U — Vo) D, (y: Us) - DyUs (. y)dyde, (3.12)
QJY*

where (g*)" denotes the derivative of g*, and ©(y; u) is a solution of the problem
A0 =0inY*
99 = g(u,y) on SNY (3.13)
© is Y-periodic.

It follows from the assumptions (iii), (iv) that (B3.I3) has a unique (modulo an
additive constant) solution O(y;u), and © depends regularly on the parameter u,
more precisely,

1DyO( 5 u)ll 2y < C(Jul + 1), (3.14)
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1DyO(-;u) = DyO(-;0)|| L2y < Clu—vl, (3.15)
1D,©0,(5u) = Dy, (-3 v)llz2v+) < Clu— vl (1 + [u] + [v]) (3.16)

where C' does not depend on u, v. All these properties are demonstrated simi-

larly, e.g., we show (B.I4]) by using (2.3)), (2.0) and the Poincaré inequality (7.6]) in
WL2(Y*) (see Sec. @),

per

[ penen|=|[ swn(o-g [ Od)a| < CunIDOlmr

The bounds (3:I4) - (B.16) in conjunction with assumptions (2.3]) - (2.5]) imply

Proposition 8. The functional M (Uy, Uy, Vo, V1) defined by (3.12) (or, equivalently,
by the r.h.s. of ([377)) is continuous in W'(Q) x L*(Q; W) 2(Y*)) x WH(Q) x
L2(Q; WL2(Y™)).

per

4 Auxiliary results and proof of Theorem (1]

1(Some inequalities). Recall the classical inequalities in Sobolev spaces,

/ v — / vdx‘zda < C’/ |Dv|?*dz, ¥V v € W(Y) (the Poincaré inequality),
Sny Y Y
(4.1)
/ lv]2do < C’/ (|v|* + |Dv)?)dz, ¥V v € W(Y) (the trace inequality). (4.2)
Sny Y

By an easy scaling argument (4.1]), (4.2)) lead to the inequalities

v, — v.|*do < C’e/ | D, |*dx, (4.3)
Se 0

[v:[2do < Ca_l(/ \U€|2dx+62/ |Dv€\2dx), (4.4)
Se Q Q

for any v. € W'%(Q), where v. stands for piecewise constant function obtained
by averaging over each cell Y™ (cf. (3I0)), and C depends only on S. We also
will make use of the following inequality, which is a simple consequence of Jensen’s

inequality, for any r» > 1,

|Te|"do < C’e_l/ |ve|"de, (4.5)
Se Q
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where C' > 0 is independent of r and v..

2(An asymptotic representation for surface integral in (3:4]). To pass to the limit as

¢ — 0 in the surface integral in ([3.4]) we use

Lemma 9. Let u.,w. € W12(Q), then

/ g(ue, v/e)w.dx :/ g(te, z/e)(w. — w.)do
+ /S L2/ — )7 . (16)

and
o < C(e + (ellwellr2)” M) (lwellfyr2) + e lfz@)- (4.7)

Proof. We have,

g(uea x/‘g)we = g(a& x/a)(we - U_)s) + (g(usa x/5> - (g(ﬂe, x/{f))(we - U_)s)
+ (g(uaa :L’/E) - g(ﬂa, :L'/E))ﬁ)a + g(ﬂea 1’/6)@8,

therefore (in view of (2.0))
/ g(us, x/e)w.do :/ g(te, x/e)(we — w:)do
+ [ (gluew/2) — (o(m,o/2)) w. — )0
+ [ (glua/fe) = glwesa/e)mdo = I+ I+ 1.
The term I, gives vanishing contribution when ¢ — 0. Really, by (2.4]) and (4.3)),
|I5] < C/S [ue — . ||we — we|do < Cel|Duc||p2(q) || Dwe | L2 ) (4.8)

The term I35 can be written as

Is = / dt /E (T + t(ue — @e),x/e) — g, (U, /€)W (ue — U )do
/ 0 (e, /) (e — T)do = T+ /S ¢ (e, /) (e — 7.)do
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By using (2.5]) we get

~ t 1217
1I;] < C sup / _ e 7ue| || __do,
o<t<1 s, 1+ |te| + |te + t(ue — u.)|

which yields after applying the Holder inequality,

. tlue — Ge|?| .| L4
|I3] < C sup / - —do < C | |‘do
o<t<1Jg. 1+ tlu. — G S.
tq’ = 29" —2 1/¢'
X sup( |ue — tc)? [ue ug\_ ,da) ,
o<t<1 \Js. (14 tlue — )9

where ¢ = q/(¢—1) and ¢ = 2(N+2)/N. Note that the embedding W'%(Q) C L?(Q)

is compact, moreover one has (see, e.g., [12])

3C > 0 such that ||u||Le@q) < C’||u||a/,‘i2 yllu || ) vy € Wh2(Q). (4.9)

Since 1 < ¢’ < 2, we have

!

tq"ue _ ﬂ€‘2q’—2 t2q’—2‘u€ _ ﬂ€‘2q’—2 124

! —_— ! —_— ! S 1
(1 + tlue —u)? = (1 + tjue — u.|)2 =2 (1 + t|ue — u.|)>4

for any 0 <t < 1. Therefore, by using (4.3), (£5) and ([4.9) we get
(T3] < CemI VIR | gy || Due |72

< CO w34 2 e gy 1| Dol gy

< C 2/(N+2)H ||W i

< C(ellwe | z2(ey) N (||w€HW172(Q) +[1Duell72qy),  (4.10)

where we have used also the Young inequality. Bounds (&I0) and (I0Q) yield (£.7))

(since |o.| < |I1] + |I3]). Lemma is proved. O

The proof of the next technical result is similar to Lemma [ (and left to the

reader).

Lemma 10. Ifu., ul’ € WH(Q), v. € L®(Q)NW2(Q), then setting w. = u.—ul"

we have

/ (9(ae, 2/2) — (@D, 2/€)) (s — ve — T + 7.)do

€

< Cllwe 2@ 1D (ue = ve) |29,

< Ollwe || z2@) | Due | 2 (0,

/ (0, 2/ )ie — g (@D, 2/)aD) (ue — 7.)do

£

< Cllwell 2@y [0l @ | Dute 20 -

\ [ esn)e) = g0, /o)) — o

Se
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3(Proof of Theorem[Il). Assume by contradiction that there are sequences e, — 0,
Ap — 400 and u, € WH(Q,, ) such that [lug|x., — oo,

(Acy (un), u)ey, + A (urs wr)e, — (Ge(un), un)e, < O llurlls,

and 0, — 0. In view of the definition of A, and G, this implies that
/ (a(Dvg,z/2) - Dvg + A|vg|?)dz < / g(vg, x/e)vpdo + 5k||vk||%V1,2(Q)dx,
ka £
where v, = P., uy is the extension of uy onto Q. By using (22]) and the properties

of the extension operator P. we then get, setting wy = vi/||vk|lw12),

1 -
7/ \Dwkﬁdka/ g2 dar < 7/ g(ve, /2 wedo + 6, (A1)
Q Q ||Uk||W172(Q) s

Ek Ek.
with some v > 0, where 0y, = & + C/||vg||%1, 2(q) — 0. Now write

/.

g(vg, /e )wpdo = / (9(vg, x/er) — g(Ug, x/ex) ) wrdo

Ek SEk

+/ 9(U, z/ep)(w — wy)do = I + 15, (4.12)
S

€k

where we have used (2.6). We have, by (24]) and (£3)),

1/2 1/2
I < o/ [ — Bk [we|dor < Ce, M (/ |Duy*dz) (/ i de)
Q Se,

Sep.

< Cl[Dvg|l 2 ([[well 2@y + erl| Dwil 22 ))  (4.13)

Similarly, by (2.3) and (£5),

|| < C/ \wy, — W |(|0x] + 1)do < C|| Dwyl| 2y (||vk || L2@) + 1) (4.14)
Se,
Thus
YIDwel 72y + MllwklF2o., ) < Clllwellzz@) + ) + b, (4.15)

where we have used the fact that ||wg||w12@) = 1. Therefore HwkH%Q(QEk) — 0.

Due to the compactness of the embedding W2(Q) C L*(€2), up to a subsequence,
wy — w strongly in L*(2). On the other hand, according to the structure of
perforated domains €.,

/ wrvdr — Y| / wvdz for any v € L*(Q).
0 0

€k
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By taking v = w we get w = 0 (since |Jwy||r2@.,) — 0) so that [lwyl[r2@) — 0 .
Then ([I5) yields || Dwy||z2@) — 0 and consequently [|wy|lw1.2) — 0, that is a

contradiction. O

As a byproduct of the above proof we have by (AI12), [EI3), [I4), for any
u,v € WH(Q)

(G (u), v)e| < C(lJullwr2@)llv] L2 +vllwe) (lul L2 ) +1) Fellullwrz@)llvlwzq)),

(4.16)
where C' is independent of €. In particular,
1Ge(u)llx: < Cllullx. +1),Vu € X-. (4.17)
Then we have, possibly modifying x in (28],
[2.8)) holds true for all u. € X, (4.18)

when ¢ < ¢gg, A > .

5 Limit transition in the surface term and proof

of Proposition [T

1(Proof of Proposition[). Let €' be a subdomain of Q such that &' C Q, and let us
define the linear functional b, on W2(Q) by

b-w. = /s q(z,z/e)(w. — w.)do. (5.1)

’
€

where S, =J S. Y™ Clearly, . C S..

m: Ys(m) NQ#0

Step 1(weak convergence of b.). Let us show that

|b]] < C with C independent of €, (5.2)

bow — / / q(z,y)Dw(z) - ydo,dr weakly, as ¢ — 0. (5.3)
+Jyns
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We have by (4.3),
1/2
bow| < C | |w. — @w.]do < 05—1/2( w, — wa|2d0) < Cllwellwra
St St
Now chose an arbitrary w from the dense (in W%(Q)) set C%(Q). We have
=3 [ /) (Duel™) - (o - )+ O) do
Siny.™
=30 [ a2 /Du) e = o) do - Ofe)
m Y™

= / / q(z,y)Dw(zx) - ydo,dz + o(1).
rJyns
where 2™ is the center of the cell YA™. Thus (5:2) and (6223) are proved.

Step 2(Proof of (B.9) for w. with supp(w.) C ). Assume now that
we =01in Q\ Q' (in particular w, = 0 on 9'). (5.4)

Given 6 > 0, let {Q'™} be an open cover of Q, diamQ\™ < §, and let {p\* €
C>=(R")} be a partition of unity such that

suppps” € Q8. 0 < i <1, Zso

Then we have

=3 [ o, afe ) o
#3  tale5/6) =0l 2/ = 0o = By 6

where £E5 ) e Q s - Thanks to the Lipschitz continuity of ¢(z,y) in =,

’

L] <C8> " | w— el do = 05/ lw —w.|do < C8||Dw. |12y (5.6)
o /5
We write the first term I; as

=3 ( [ al /oo [ ol aleoga) = SO+

« € € «

17



Note that
[ afeldo = ([ ol Do @) - o, + 0(0))
SNy SNy

(as above 2™ denotes the center of the cell Y™ ). Since w. — Wy(x) strongly in
L?(Q), we obtain

1o~ [ (W / 0@ ) Do () -y, ) d
Q/ SNy

/ ,(sof;a)( ) [S o q(z% ) DWy(z) - yday)dgg’

where we have used the fact that Wy = 0 in Q \ €2'. Thus,

Z[(a N . Z// £E5 ,y)DWO( ) - ydx)day,

therefore
lim lim I / / q(z,y) DWy(x) - ydo,de. (5.8)
' Smy

0—0e—0

7(e)

In order to pass to the limit in /;" as € — 0, consider the solution # of the problem

Af(y) =0, in Y*;

% — q(mfS ),y) on SNY; (5.9)

0 is Y* — periodic.
Thanks to the property (c) of g(x,y) there is a unique (up to an additive constant)
solution 0 of (5.9) and # € Wh2(Y™*). Set (.(x) = 6(x/e), then we have A(. = 0 in
Q. and e%= = g2\, x/¢) on ', so that

(a a a0
[ aE a0 = [ wepl? Frao

i

= [ Dlwd?) Dedo= [ Dlwd?) - (DO)(a/e) ds
QN QN

(we have taken into account here that we = 0 on 9Y). One easily checks that
D(wegoga))(:c) — D(Wogoga))( )+ go(; 'D yWi(z,y) two-scale, therefore

i (L*(D(Wowf;“’) + o5 D, Wi (w,)) - (DO) (y) dy) da

Q/
:/ @((SO‘)( Wl(:)s,y)q(i'ga),y) d0y> dz,
' sny

18



where we have used (5.9). Thus, taking into account the Lipschitz continuity of

q(z,y) in x, we get, passing to the limit as 6 — 0,

gl 3117 = 3 [ 7

Wi(z,y)q(z,y) day) dx
SNy

=[] wi s oo, 610
r Jsny
and we finally obtain by (5.5) - (5.8), (5.10),

[ st/ —wdo = [ ey (DWo-y Wiy (51

Step 3(general case). Let (w.) be now an arbitrary sequence such that w. — W
weakly in W12(Q), and Dw. — DWy(z) + D,Wi(z,y) two-scale. Write w. =
(we — (Wo + wél))) + w + Wy, where w!" is the unique solution of the problem
Awt) =0in
wgl) = w, — Wy on 0V,

extended in Q \ € by setting wél) = w., — Wp. Since w. — Wy — 0 weakly in
H'Y2(08Y), we have

U — 0 strongly in W2(K) for any compact K C (5.12)

by standard elliptic estimates. This implies, in particular, that w — 0, Dw — 0

two-scale. Moreover in view of (A3]), for any compact subset K of ¥,

W) < (1) _ 0
bt <c Y /YW| Wdo+c Y /ywm‘w do

m:Ys(m)ﬁK;é(Z) c m: Y™ K =0
/2
go(/ | Dw® |2d:)3> +C|Qg\K|1/2(/ | Duw® |2dx) . (5.13)
Ks

when € < §/N , where C' is independent of € and §, Kj, Q2 are the é-neighborhoods
of K and ', respectively, and 0 > 0 is arbitrary. (The summation in (IBEZ{I) is taken
over m such that Y™ N/ # (.) Tt follows from (B.12)), (5.13) that b. w? = 0 as

e — 0, while, according to the first and second steps,
baWO — / / C_I(ZE, y)DWO : ydO'delf,
rJyns
1

9



and
be(we — (Wo 4+ wit)) — / q(x, y)Wi(z,y)do,dz.
rJyns
(we)

Thus (5.11)) is proved for any sequence (w.) such that (3.8]) holds.

Final step. Set Q' = {x € Q;dist(z,09) > J}, where § > 0. By using ([43) we

have,

B 5 B 1/2
/s . |we — w.|do < Cm </5 . lwe — w€|2da> < 051/2||w5||W1,2(Q), (5.14)

for sufficiently small £, where C'is independent of § and . Therefore (5.14) combined
with (5.10) yield (3:9) for any sequence (w.) such that (B.8)) holds. O

2(Proof of (31)). We appr0x1mate Uy by functions U(sl € CHQ) (6 > 0) in the
strong topology of L*(Q), ||Uy — “5 ||L2 < 0. By virtue of Lemma [ the strong-

L? convergence of u. to Uy and Lemma [I0 we then have

lim sup
e—0

/ g(ue, x/e)(ue —v.)do — / g(ﬂgl), x/e)(ue — ve — Ue + U )do
/5 gl (@S z/e) (@S — 6.) (ue — u)do| < €6, (5.15)

On the other hand, the regularity of g(u,y) in w (conditions (2.3), (2.4)), (2.3]))

implies the pointwise bounds
lg(a5”,x/2) = glug w/e)| < Ce on 5.,

g, @y, w/e) @y - o.) — gl (us?, x/e) (uf? — Vo)| < Ce on 8.

(recall that v. = Vo(z) + eVi(z,z/e), and Vp, Vi are smooth functions), which, by
using (L3), lead to

lim sup
e—0

| (ot we) = gl /) e~ v. 1.+ )
+A@mﬁwkm&—awwmﬁwwmﬁ—wmw—mmU=o<m®

Now, applying Proposition [first with ¢(x,y) = g(u((;l)(x), Y), We = u.—ve, then with

q(z,y) = g (z), y)ul’ (z), w. = u., and finally with g(z,y) = g(ul" (z), y)Vo(2),
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We = U, We get

[ (0 /e = 0= ) /) 0 = Vi = )
Se
” / / 9@ ) (D(Uy — Vo) -y + Us(x, ) — Vi@, y))do,dz
QJSnNY
// g.( u6 ,y —Vo)(DUy -y + Ur(z,y))do,dx.  (5.17)
SNy

Assuming 0 — 0 in (5.15), (5I6), (5I7) yields (7). O

6 Homogenization of the parabolic problem (I.2)

In terms of the operators A, and G. problem (L2)) is as follows

Oy (t) + Ac(uc(t)) — Go(uc(t)) = f(t), t >0
u:(0) = a.

(6.1)

We study the asymptotic behavior of solutions u® of (G.I]) as ¢ — 0 adapting the
notion of two-scale convergence to functions depending on the time variable ¢ which

is treated as a parameter. Namely, following [6] we say that

the sequence v. = v.(z,t) which is bounded in L?(Q x [0,T1])

two-scale converges to Vo(z,y,t

/ /vagbx x/e,t) dxdt—>/ //Vogb x,y,t) dedydt, (6.2)

for any Y — periodic in y function ¢(z,y,t) € C°(Q2 x Y x [0,T7]).

The basic properties of the convergence (6.2]) are similar to that of the standard two-
scale convergence. Namely, any bounded in Lz(Qx [0, T) sequence has a subsequence
converging in the sense of (6.2)); if ||ve| 2(0,7;w12(0)) < C then, up to extracting a sub-
sequence, v, and Dv, converge in the sense of (@) to Vp and DVy(x,t)+D,Vi(z,y,t)
correspondingly, where Vy € L*(0,T; W'?(Q)), Vi € L*([0,T] x ©; W 2(Y)). Note,

however, that (6.2) does not imply, in general, that v.(-,t) converges in two-scale

sense for a.e. ¢t € [0,T7], but rather
B B
/ vadt—>/ Vodt two scale forall 0 < a < g <T.
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1 (Well-posedness of problem (6.1)). Given T' > 0, let us show that problem ([6.1)
has a unique solution on the time interval [0,77]. To this end we first note that the
operator A.(u) — G.(u) + Au becomes monotone if one chooses a suitable A > 0

(depending on ¢). Indeed, by using (2.4]) we get

(G-(u) = G-(v),u—0). <C [ |Ju—v’do

S
< /2| D(u =)@ + Tellu = vli2,), Yu,v € WH(Q). (6.3)

where £ is the constant appearing in (2.1]), and I'; is independent of u. and v, (the
last inequality in (6.3)) is due the compactness of the trace operator 7. : WH2(Q.) —
L2(S.), T-w = trace of w on S. ). Then, setting A = I'. + 1, by () and (63)) one

easily verifies that

the operator u — A.(u) — Go(u) + \u is monotone (6.4)

By changing the unknown v, = ey, problem (6.]) is reduced to the evolution
problem for the equation v (t) + A (v(t),t) — Ge(va(t),t) + M. = e M f(t), t >0
with the initial condition v.(0) = @, where A. : v — e ™A (eMv) and G. : v —
e_;\tga(e;\tv). By the standard theory of parabolic problems for monotone operators
(see, e.g. [21]) it follows from (6.4]), (2.1 and (6.3) that the latter problem has a
unique solution on [0, 7] as far as f € L*([0,T]; X?) and @ € L*(Q).

2 (Uniform a-priori bounds). Let us show that for any 7" > 0 the solution u. of (6.1])

satisfies the following bounds for sufficiently small ¢,

|00t 3o ey ez < O D) + 1 sy + 1) (65)

with a constant C' independent of . Let gy, A\g be as in Theorem [II From (G.I]) we

have, for ¢ < gq

(ue(t), ue(t))e + 2/0 (Ac(ue(7)) + Ge(uc(7)) + Aue (), ue(T))dr

— (@, @), +2 / (F(7) + Ague (), ue(7))edr. (6.6)
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Then ([6.6) combined with (£I8) yields

(ue(T"), ue(T"))e + QHIHUEH%Z(QT';XE) < (@) + ||fHL2(07T’;X;)HUEHLZ(QT’;XE)
T/
+ 2T + 22 / (e (t), u(t))dt, ¥ O <T' < T. (6.7)
0

Therefore

b 1
(ue(T"), ue(T"))e < €T (G, 4)- + H_1Hf||2L2(O,T’;Xg) +21"ky), (6.8)

combined with (6.7) this implies the second bound in (6.5]); while ||Ou.|| 20,7, x2) <
[ Az (ue)l 20, x2) + |Ge (ue) || L20,75x2) + 1| f 1] 20,7 x+) and thus the first bound in (6.5)

is a consequence of the second one and (£LI7).

3 (Homogenization of problem (6.1])). Let u. be continued in z variable onto 2
by using the extension operator P., then the resulting function, still denoted u.,

satisfies
Hue(t)HLQ(Q) < C forallt e [O,T], and ||u€||L2(0,T;W1,2(Q)) < C, (69)

with a constant C' independent of . This implies that, up to extracting a subse-

quence,

ue — Up(x,t) two-scale (in the sense of (6.2)) and weakly in L*(0,T; W2(Q)),
(6.10)
D,u. — D,Uy(z,t) + D,U;(z,y,t) two-scale (in the sense of (6.2])), (6.11)

where Uy € L?(0,T;W'2(Q)), Uy € L*(0,T; L*>(Q; WL2(Y'))). Besides, if we set

per

U = u. when z € Q. and 4. = 0 when z € Q \ €, then (6I0) yields that
G — |[Y*|Up(z,t) weakly in L%(0,T; L*(Q)).

Let X = W12(Q) an let X* be its dual with respect to the duality pairing

(u,v) = |Y*|/uvdx.
0

Show that Uy € Wh2(0,T; X*), and a.(t) — |Y*|Uy(t) weakly in L*(Q) for all
0 <t <T. From (6.I0) we have, for any ¢ € X and ¢ € C5°([0,71),

/0 (Orte, Bep(t)dlt = — / (e, B)eid (D)t —5 — / Uo ) (dt.  (6.12)
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On the other hand, by using (6.3]), we get

T 2 T
| ueorpton] <c [ ol le®Pa < Cleolagr  (613)

Then ([6.12), (6.13) show that Uy € W2(0,T; X*). According to (6.8), the norms
|t (t)]| 22(0) are uniformly in 0 < € < g and ¢ € [0, 7] bounded. Thus, to prove that
U (t) — [Y*|Uy(t) weakly in L?*(2) for every ¢ € [0,T] it suffices to show that

(ue(t), )e = (Uo(t), ¢) for any ¢ € X. (6.14)

By the first bound in (6.5) we have |(u.(t) — u-(t'), ¢).| < C|t — '|'/?||4||x, on the
other hand (614 holds in the sense of weak star convergence in L>°(0,7") since
e — |Y*|Up(z,t) weakly in L?(0,T; L*(Q2)). Thus (6.14) holds for any ¢ € [0, T}, so
that V¢ € [0,T] G.(t) — |Y*|Up(t) weakly in L?(£2), in particular,

e—0

lim inf (ue(T), ue(T))e = lim inf /Q ((ue(T) — Up(T))? — UZ(T)) dz

e—0 Q e—0

+2lim [ 4.(T)Up(T)dz = lim inf/Q (u(T) — Uo(T))* dzx + (Up(T), Up(T))
> (Uo(T), Un(T)), (6.15)

and, clearly,

(ue(T),ve)e — (Up(T), Vi), for any sequence v, — V; strongly in L?(Q2). (6.16)

Lemma 11. If (u.) is such a (sub)sequence of solutions of (6.1) that (610) holds,
then

HUE — UOHL2(Q><[07TD — 0 ase — 0. (617)

Proof. By (6.10) it suffices to establish the (relative) compactness of (u.) in L?(€ x
[0,77). This is achieved by constructing a sequence of compacts Ky (k = 1,2,...)
in L*(Q x [0, T]) such that limy_,e limsup,_, dist 2 o.77) (te, Ki) = 0.

Let 0 = w§°’ < wél) < e < wéj) < ... be the spectrum of the Neumann
eigenvalue problem
—A¢p =wo in €.

% =0 on 092..
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The eigenfunctions ¢§j ) can be chosen to form an orthogonal basis of L?(€).), then

wlt) = 3 1OOP.AY, where £9(6) = (u.(0), 6.

Jj=0

Moreover ¢ /(w9 4+ 1)V/2 form an orthonormal basis in X.(= W'2(€).), hence

oo T
> 1+l / [fO )Pt = lJuelZoorx.) < NuelZzorx < C- (6.18)
j=0 0

Tt is well known that wl®) — w® ase — 0, where 0 = w©® < WM < ... < LU) <

. is the discrete spectrum of a homogenized problem. By the first bound in (6.5))
we have | f9(t) — fO @) < Clt—t|V2||6||x. = C|t—t'|Y2(1+w) /2 for all t, ¥ €
[0, 7). It follows that, for every k fixed, the sequence (ugk) = Z?:o o )(t)P€¢§j )) is
in a bounded closed subset Kj, of C1/2([0,T]; X). Clearly K}, is a compact set in
L*(©2 x [0,T]). On the other hand, due to the properties of the extension operator
P,

T < T
lue — w132 0x0.7) < C/ e — w720 dt = C Z / |f9 (1)t
0 j=k+170
therefore, in view of (6.I8)), limsup,_distr2qxjo,m)(ue, Ki) < limsup,_q||ue —

ugk)”Lz(Qx[O,T}) < C/wh D) =0 as k — oo. 0

Now, set Vo (z,t) € C°(Qx[0,T]), Vi(z,y,t) € C®°(QxY x[0,T]) with Vi (z,y, 1)
being Y-periodic in y, set v. = Vy(x,t) + eVi(x,z/e,t), and using the test function

we = u. — v, in ([6.I]) we obtain
5 (0elT), (1)) = S48 — (e (T), 0 (1)), + (i 0.(0).
n / (ua(t), Do (t))-dlt + / (Ac(ue(t)), we(£)) ot — / (Ge(uae(£)), wa (1))
- / (F(0), o).t (6.19)

By using (6.10) and (6.15), (6.16]), we can take liminf._,o for various terms in (6.19))
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By (6.11]) we also have

T

lim [ (Ac(ve(t)), we(t)).dt

e—0

0

T
_ / / / a(DuVo + DyVi,y) - (Daly + DyUs — DuVe — DyVi)dyddt. (6.21)

0 Q *
Let us show that

T T
/ (Go(us), e — v2)odt %/ M(Uo, Uy, Vo, Vi)dt as e — 0, (6.22)
0 0

where M (Uy, Uy, Vi, V1) is given by ([B12) (or, equivalently, by the r.h.s. of (B.1)).
The proof of ([6.22]) follows closely the arguments in the end of Sec. Bl (proof of

(31)). In place of Proposition [7l we make use now of

Proposition 12. Assume that q(t,z,y) € C([0,T] x Q;L>(S)) satisfies, (a)
lq(t, z,y) —q(t', 2", y)| < C(lx —2'| + |t = t|) with C > 0 independent of x,x’ € €,
t,t' €[0,T] andy € S; (b) q(t,z,y) is Y -periodic in y € S;

(c) / q(t,z,y)do, =0 for allz € 2, t € [0,T].
Yns

Then, given a sequence w. € L*(0,T; WY2(Q)) such that w. — Wy, Dyw.(x,t) —
D, Wy(z,t) + D,Wy(z,y,t) two scale (in the sense of (6.2)) as e — 0, we have

T T
/ / q(t,z,z/e)(w. — w.)dodt — / / / q(t,z,y)(D,Wp - y + Wy)do,dzdt.
0o Js. o JalJvns
(6.23)

Proof. Set 0 =t{" < ... < tg-n) =Tj/n <<t Agn) = (tgi)l,tgn)), then by
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using (4.3]) and the Lipschitz continuity of ¢(¢,x,y) in ¢t we obtain

/ / (t,z,z/e)(w. — w.)dodt = Z/( )/ (t,z,z/e)(w. — w.)dodt
< An
= Z/ , T, /€) /( )(wa — . )dtdo + ™, (6.24)
Al

c [T c ("
)< / / . — neldodt < / el . (6.25)
0 e 0

Setting W. = [ A(m wedt and applying Proposition [1, we get
J

with

lim q( ,x,1/e)(W.—W,)dtdo = // t(" V(D Wo-y+W1)do,dxdt.
5. N Yms

€50

(6.26)
If we pass to the limit (along a subsequence) as ¢ — 0 in (6.24) and send n to oo in
the resulting relation, then by (6.25]) and (6.26]) we obtain (6.23)). O

Proof of (6.22) (continued). By virtue of Lemma [0 and (6.9) we have

/0T<g€(us)7 Ue — ve)dt = /T / g(te, 2/2) (ue — ve — U + 0.)dodt
/ / gl (e, 2 /) (e — 0.)(ue — u.)dodt + O(e¥ N2,

then, assuming that ugl) € CYQ x [0,T]) is such that |Uy — u§”||L2(QX[O,T]) <9,
we get, by using Lemma [0, Lemma 1] (convergence of u. to Uy in L*(Q x [0,T7)),

continuity properties of g(u,y) and ¢/ (u,y) in u (conditions (23), 24), (Z3)), (E3)
and the second bound in (6.9),

T
lim [ (G.(ue),ue )edt = llm/ / u5 ) x/e)(ue — ve — e + 0.)

e—0 0

+gu(u(S ,x/e’;‘)(u(S — Vo) (ue — ug))dadt + O(5), (6.27)

provided that the limits exist. By using Proposition [12] we identify the limits in the
r.h.s. of (6.27) and then obtain (6.22) by passing to the limit § — 0. O
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Now, thanks to the monotonicity of the operator A.(u) we can take liminf._,,

in ([6.19) to obtain by virtue of (620), (621), (6.22) that
/OT(@UO(t), Uo(t) = Vo(t)) — (f(t), Uo(t) — Vo(t)))dt
v ' [ [ DV Vi) (DU + D, = D.Ve — D Vi)iydoa
_ /OT M(Uy, Uy, Vo, Vi)dt < 0. (6.28)

This inequality is shown for any Vo(z,t) € C®(Q x [0,7]) and any Vi(x,y,t) €
C*(Q x Y x [0,T]) (Y-periodic in y), by an approximation argument it still holds
for any Vi, € L*(0, T; W2(Q)), Vi € L*(0,T; L*(; WL2(Y))). Therefore we can set

per

Vo = Uy, Vi = Uy £0¢(z,t)w(y), where w € WLA(Y), ¢ € C°(Q2 x [0,7]) and 6§ > 0

per

are arbitrary, divide (6:28]) by § and pass to the limit as § — 0 to get,

T
/ / (/ a(D,Uy + DUy, y) - Dywdy — / 9(Uo, y)wday)gp(x, t)dzdt = 0.
o Ja\Jy= Sy
(6.29)

This means, that U; solves (2.13) with v = Uy and £ = D, U, for almost all (z,t) €
Q x [0,T]. Now set Vo = Uy £ 6®(z,t), Vi = Uy , where ® € C°(Q x [0,7T]) and
d > 0 are arbitrary, divide ([6.28) by ¢ and pass to the limit as § — 0. As a result

we obtain
T
\Y*\/ /8tU0(x,T)<I>(x,T)dxdT
o Ja
T
+/ /(a*(DmUO,UO)-Dm<1>—b*(DmUO,UO)éD—divx(g*(Uo)éD))dxdT
o Jo

— V"] /0 ' /Q F(a,)®(z, 7)dzdr, (6.30)

this yields (L4). O

7 Properties of the homogenized problem

Define the operators A*, B*, T*: X — X* by B*(u) = b*(Du,u),

(A*(u),v) = / a*(Du,u) - Dvdz, Yv € X,
Q0
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(T (u),v) = / 9" (u) -vodo = / div(g*(u)v)dz, Yo € X.
o9 Q
Then, in terms of the operator F*(u) = A*(u) — B*(u) — T*(u), problems (L3)) and
(L4) read
F*(u) + Au = f, (7.1)

ou+ F(u)y=f,t>0
: (u) = f (72)
u = u, when t = 0.

According to Theorem [ there is a solution (obtained as the limit of solutions of
(L) of (TI)) for every f € L*(); similarly, by Theorem [6 problem (7.2)) has a
solution on the time interval [0, 7] when f € L*(Q x [0,T]) and @ € L*(Q2). The
solvability of problems (ZIl) and (Z2]) can be proved for more general f, namely,
we can assume merely f € X* and f € L*(0,7; X*) in (7)) and (Z2), respectively.

However we will focus on the uniqueness results.

1(Properties of a* and b*). First we show

Lemma 13. The functions a* and b* given by (210), (2.11) are continuous. More-

over, there are constants v, a,r > 0 and C' such that
a*(&u) - € > € = Clul* + 1) and |a*(& u)| < O([¢] + [u] + 1), (7.3)
(a*(&u) = a*(C,v)) - (€ =€) > al¢ = ¢ = r(u—v)?, (7.4)

0°(&, w)| < C(I€] + |ul +1) and

(b7(&u) = (G, v)) (v —u) < Z(a™(§ u) — a™(Gw)) - (€= C))
C(lu—= v+ lu—vl(€] + ul + 1)/(1 + |u—v])). (7.5)

q>|~

The proof of this Lemma is based on the study of properties of solutions w(y; &, u)
of problem (2.I3]). We will make use of the following well-known results,

.

w —

2
. wdx) do<C [ |Dw|dz, (7.6)
Y*| Jy- v

[ 1Dy = ok, o> o0 (7.7

for all £ € RN, w € WL%(Y*), where C and p are independent of w and &.

per
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Lemma 14. For any £ € RY, u € R there is a unique (modulo an additive constant)
solution w(y; §,u) of problem (2.13) and we have

@) | 1Dl )Py < COEP + uf? + 1),
.
(5) a*(€u) € 2 71€f? = ClJul | + fuf? + 1) (with 7 > 0),

(c) there are o, 8> 0 and r such that, for any &, ¢ € RY and u, v € R
(@ (€0 — 0" (o) (€= O Z alg =P —r(u=v+ 5 [ |Difay,

where w = w(y; &, u) — w(y; (,v),

(d) w(y; ¢,v) = w(y; &, u) strongly in WE2(Y*) \ R when ¢ = &, v — u.

per

Proof. The existence of a unique solution of (213 in WL2(Y*) \ R easily follows

per

from assumptions (i)-(iii) and (vi) on the functions a and g. To show (a) we derive

from ([ZI3) by integrating by parts

/* a(é + Dw,y) - (£ + Dw)dy = / * a(§ 4+ Dw,y) - &dy  (7.8)

SNy

9(u, y)wdo + /

Y

By applying the Poincaré inequality (7.0) and taking into account (2.6]), (2.3) we
obtain that for any & > 0,
| alé+ Duw.g)-(6+ Dwydy < O(ful + Dl Dl + CIel € + Dl
< O(Jul + 1)(IE + Duwllzzr + 16D + Clel 1€ + Dl zvey
< k((Jul +1)* + %(Ifl2 +I€ + DwllZey-y), (7.9)
where C'is independent of k, u and £. If we choose k in (.9) large enough and use

(22) we get
/ €+ DuPdy < C(lul + | + 1),
Y*

that in turn implies (a).

By using ([C7) on the Lh.s. of (Z8) and (Z.6) in conjunction with (23)), (26]) in

the first term of the r.h.s., we easily derive (b).
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In order to show (c) we use (2.I3)) to get by integrating by parts
@ (€)= aCo)- €= = [ (9(0.9) - gluy)ido
sny
+ [ fale+ Dy, )~ al¢ + Dywlys )+ (€ = € + Dyi)dy. (710

Taking into account (24]), (2.6) and applying (.6) we can estimate the first term
I, on the r.h.s. of (TI0) as

|| < Klu—v|* + %/ | D|*dy, for any r > 0, (7.11)
Y*

where C' is independent of k, &, ¢, u, v. In view of ([2.I) and (7.7)) we have the
following lower bound for the second term I in (Z.I0)

L > (1=0)kplé = C|*+ 6k [ |€— ¢+ Dywl*dy

Y*
with 0 < 6 < 1 to be chosen later. On the other hand, by the elementary inequality
a® < 2(a+b)* + 207,

/ ID,ifAdy < 2/ € — ¢ + Dyif2dy + 20¢ — ¢,
Y* Y*

thus
I > wlp — 8(p + 1))l - aw~—/|Dwdy

Choose 0 < 6 < 1 so that p —d(ee + 1) > 0 and set k = 4C/(0k) (where C is the
constant appearing in (ZI1))), we thus obtain (b) with a = k(p — d(p + 1)) > 0,
B =(dr)/4>0.

Finally, statement (d) is a direct consequence of (a) and (c). O

Proof of Lemma According to Lemma [I4] it suffices only to show (7.H). Set
w=w(y;& u) —w(y; ¢,v), we have by using (Z.6) and assumptions (i), (iii), (iv) on
9,

W) = —w) = (- [ gi(wp)id,
sny
Ho-u) [ (g y) - v o)e(ig u)do,
sny
< Clu — ||| DW||2y+y + Clu — v|?|| Dw( - ; €, w)| 2y /(1 + |u] + |v]). (7.12)
Then statements (a) and (c) of Lemma [I4] yield (7.5]). O
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Remark 15. In the case when the function g(u,y) is linear in u, bound (7.5)

simplifies to the following one,

(b6, u) = b*(C, ) (v — ) < £ (a"(§,u) —a”(C,v)) - (§ =€) + Clu—v]*,

o |

Let us consider next the particular case when a(§,y) is linear in £, ie. a is
given by a({,y) = A(y)§ with A € LX(Y;RMN) A(y) - & > xl§f* (v > 0),
VE € RY, y € Y. Then we can write the solution of [2.I3)) as the sum w(y; &, u) =
w® (y; €) + W (y; u) with w™® solving (ZI3) and @ being a unique (up to an additive
constant) solution of

div (A(y)D,w) =0 in Y*
A(ly)Dyw - v =g(u,y) on SNY (7.13)
w is Y-periodic.
Note that w® (y; £) depends linearly on &, also we have
[0 (y; w)llwrzqropnr < Clul + 1), [Jo(y; u) — o (y; vllwrayr < Clu =l
[, (y; w) — @, (y; 0) [l e < Clu = o] /(14 [u] + |v]),

where C' is independent of u, v. The proof of these bounds is analogous to that of

B14) - (B.16). Thus we have

~ | AwDyi 0 Dy )y

b*(€>u) = % v

+ [ WD, ys) - Dyl dy = 1) €+ hiu) (7.14)

with H, h such that |H(u) — H(v)| < Clu —v|, |h(u) — h(v)| < Clu —v|.

2( Uniqueness results for problem (1])). In the particular cases when the dimension
of the space N < 3 or a(&,y) is linear in £ or g(u,y) is linear in u we show that

problem (7.1 cannot have two distinct solutions for sufficiently large A.

The following inequality will be used to estimate the expressions involving traces
on 0f). For every § > 0 there is As such that

lw|*do < 5||Dw||2Lz(Q) + Asljwl| 20), Yw € WH(Q). (7.15)
o9
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This inequality is a consequence of the compactness of the trace operator Ty :
Wh2(Q) — L*(09), Thou = trace of u on 9. Thanks to the Lipschitz continuity
of g(u,y) in the variable u, inequality (Z.I3]) implies that

* £3 OZ
(T () = T (), u = 0)| < Zllu—=vllx + Cllu = vllzzq), (7.16)
where a > 0 is the same as in (7.4)).

Let u, v be solutions of ().
Case I (g(u,y) is linear in u). By using Lemma [I3] Remark [I5 and (7.16) we get
* * o A
(F(w) = F*(0) + Mu=v),u=0) 2 Zu =[x + (A = o)l = vl[f2@),  (7T17)

with 5\0 independent of \. It follows that u = v if A > 5\0.

Case II (a(,y) is linear in £). We have, according to (7.14]),
(B*(u) = B*(v)),v —u) = [Y] /Q(u —v)(div(H (u) — H(v)) + h(u) — h(v))dz

= [Y7] /Q(D(v —u)- (H(u) = H(v)) + (u—v)(h(u) = h(v)))dz

+ Y| m(u —v)(H(u) — H(v)) -vdo

«
< Zllu=vllix + Cllu = vllzz(q),
where we have used ((T.I5]). This inequality and Lemma[I3 yield (Z.I7) (with possibly

another constant o).

Case III (The space dimension N is two or three). It is well known that for
these space dimensions X (= W12(Q)) is compactly embedded into L*(Q2), moreover
[w[|740) < Collwlk + Co NN w]]3, g for all w € X and § > 0, where C is
independent of § > 0 and w (see, e.g., [12]). By using this inequality, Lemma [[3]
and (7I6) we easily show that

% £ a
(Fr(w) = F(v),u—v) = Zllu— vll%
— O(llu =l + 6 MMl — vl[fa) (lullx +1), V6 > 0. (7.18)

On the other hand Lemma [I3] and the very definition of 7*(u) imply that for every
w € X (A" (w), w) 2 Y[wlk = Cllwl|Zz i) +1), (B (w), w)| < Cllwlx +[lwllz2@ +
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Dl|wl|z2() and [(T*(w),w)| < Cllw| x||w| r2@). Therefore there is Ao such that
(F*(u),u)y > %||u||§(—5\0<u,u>, hence, for A > Ay we have the a-priori bound ||ux <
C(||f|lx++1) with C independent of u, f and A > Ag. Thus, u and v being solutions
of (1)), estimate (7.I8]) yields

«
7l = vl + Allw = vllzg) < C(I1 |

xo + D(@llu—olf + 07Nl — vl|7aq)),

and by setting 0 = a/(8C((||f|lx- + 2)) we get u = v as far as A > (=
max{ Ao, C(|| fllx+ + 1)6~ /@MY1) (g can be chosen independent of f if N = 2.)

2(Uniqueness results for problem (T.2))). Given T > 0, we show that problem (7.2)
cannot have two distinct solutions u, v on the time interval [0, T if a(€, y) is linear
in € or g(u,y) is linear in u. Indeed, w = u — v satisfies 9, (w(t), w(t)) +2(F*(u(t)) —
F*(v(t),u(t)—v(t)) =0,0 <t <T,and w(0) = 0, while (T.I7) yields —2(F*(u(t))—
Fr(v(t)),u(t) —v(t)) < Clw(t),w(t)), 0 <t < T, therefore e‘Ct]|w(t)H%2(Q) <0 so
that w = 0.

In the case when space dimension is two we also have the uniqueness result. Note
that we have at least one solution v € L*(0,T; X) of (Z.2). Then, if v is another
solution we set w = u — v, R(t) = (w(t),w(t)), and derive by using (TI8) with
6 = a/(B8C(([lullx +1)),

R(t) — CR@®)(JJu(t)||x +1)* <0, 0 <t < T, and R(0) = 0.

This implies that R(t)exp{—C f(f(||u(7‘)||X +1)2d7} < 0 and therefore R = 0, i.e.

u="v.
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