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1 Introduction

Variational theories of double-porosity models can be derived by homogenization of high-contrast
periodic media (see [12]). Typically, we have one or more strong phases (i.e., uniformly elliptic
energies on periodic connected domains) and a weak phase with a small ellipticity constant, coupled
with some lower-order term. In the simplest case of quadratic energies, this amounts to considering
energies of the form

N
Z/ |Vu|2dx+g2/ |Vu|2+K/ lu — uo|? dz, (1)
QNeC; QNeCo ' Q

j=1

where ¢ is a geometric parameter representing the scale of the media. The strong components
are modeled for j = 1,..., N by periodic connected Lipschitz sets C; of R? with pairwise disjoint
closures; in this notation Cj is their complement and represents the weak phase. Note that we may
have N > 1 only in dimension d > 3, while in dimension d = 2 this model represents a single strong
medium with weak inclusions (i.e., the set Cy is composed of disjoint bounded components). In
dimension d = 1 the energy trivializes since Cp must be empty and the energy is then e-independent.
The scaling €2 in front of the weak phase is chosen so that the limit is non trivial; the analyses for
all other scalings are derived from this one by comparison.

If we let ¢ — 0 these energies are approximated by their T-limit ([9, [10]), which combines the
homogenized energies of each strong medium (which exist by [I, [12]) and a coupling term. Note
that the energies above are not strongly coercive in L2. They are weakly coercive in L?, but their
limit is more meaningful if computed with respect to some topology which takes into account the
strong limit of the functions on each strong component (or, more precisely, of the extensions of the
restrictions of functions on each €Cj, which are taken into account by the fundamental lemma by
Acerbi, Chiadd Piat, Dal Maso and Percivale [1]). In this way a convergence u. — (uy,...,un) is
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defined, the limit then depends on these NV independent functions, and takes the form

N
Z/ (<Af10mvujvvuj>+ch|uj —uO|2) d$+/ ¢(uo,u1, ..., un) dz, (2)
e 0

where c¢; are the volume fractions of the strong components and ¢ is a quadratic function taking
into account the interaction between the macroscopic phases. Note that the lower-order term is not
continuous with respect to the convergence u. — (u1,...,un), which explains the appearance of
an interaction term, whose computation in general involves a minimum problem on the weak phase
Cy (see [12] for results in the general framework of p-growth Sobolev energies, [20] 21] for perimeter
energies, and [14] for free-discontinuity problems).

In this paper we derive double-porosity models from very simple atomistic interactions. Again
in the case of quadratic energies, we may write the microscopic energies (in the case of the cubic
lattice Z9) as

_ 2 _ 2
S sd‘w‘ 4 e 3 ad\Lgu‘" + K3 eua — (uo)al® (3)
(a,B)EeNTN(Q2X) (a,B)EeNN(2x ) a€eZINQ

For explicatory purposes here we use a simplified notation with respect to the rest of the paper, and
we denote by N the set of pairs in Z¢ x Z? between which we have strong interactions, and by Aj
the set of pairs in Z% x Z¢ between which we have weak interactions. The energies depend on discrete
functions whose values u,, are defined for o € £Z%. Connected graphs of points linked by strong
interactions play the role that in the continuum models is played by the sets C; (j # 0). In order
to define a limit continuous parameter, we have to suppose that at least one infinite such connected
graph exists, in which case we may take the limit of (extension of) piecewise-constant interpolations
of u, on this graph as a continuous parameter. If we have more such infinite connected graphs
the limit is described again by an array (ui,...,uy). In the more precise notation of this paper
below we directly define the (analogs of the) C; and derive the corresponding strong and weak
interaction accordingly. Note that weak interactions in Ny are due either to the existence of “weak
sites” or to weak bonds between different “strong components”, and, if we have more than one
strong graph, the interactions in Ny are present also in the absence of a weak component. Under
such assumptions, the limit is again of the form (). In the paper we treat the general case of
vector-valued u,, where the energy densities are given by some asymptotic formulas.

From the description of I'-limits we also derive a dynamic results using the theory of minimizing
movements. Under convexity assumptions, in that framework, the behaviour of gradient flows of a
sequence Fy is described by the analysis of discrete trajectories u;’s defined iteratively as minimizers
of

1 T
Fe(u) + ZHU - Ujf1||2,

with 7 a time step (in our case the norm is the L?-norm for discrete functions). In our case, we
take as F the energies above without lower-order term (i.e., with K = 0). We first show the strong
convergence of u;’s as € — 0. In this way, we can treat these functions as fixed and apply the
static limit results with K = 1/(27). We may then follow the theory for equi-coercive and convex
functionals, for which gradient-flow dynamics commutes with the static limit (see [IT} 4, 5]). As a
result we show that the limit is described by a coupled system of PDEs (in the strong phases) and
ODEs (parameterized by the weak phase). It is interesting to note that this latter parameterization

is easily obtained by a discrete two-scale limit of the trajectories.



We finally note that in the discrete environment the topological requirements governing the
interactions between the strong and weak phases are substituted by assumptions on long-range
interactions. In particular, for discrete systems with second-neighbour interactions we may have a
multi-phase limit also in dimension one.

2 Notation

The numbers d, m, T and N are positive integers. We introduce a T periodic label function
J:7%—{0,1...,N}, and the corresponding sets of sites

Aj={kez*: Jk)=3}, j=0,....,N

Sites interact through possibly long (but finite)-range interactions, whose range is defined
through finite subsets P; C Z¢, j = 0,..., N. Each P; is symmetric and 0 € P;.

We say that two points k, k" € A; are Pj-connected in A; if there exists a path {ky}n=0,. . K
such that k, € A;, ko =k, kx = k' and k,, — k,—1 € P;.

We suppose that there exists a unique infinite Pj-connected component of each A; for j =
1,..., N, which we denote by C;. Note that we do not make any such assumption for Ay.

We consider the following sets of bonds between sites in Z4¢: for j =1,...,N

N; ={(k,k') : k,k' € Aj,k — k' € P;\ {0}};
for j =0
No={(k,K'): k—k € P\ {0}, J(k)J(K') =0 or J(k) # J(K')}.

Note that the set Ny takes into account of interactions not only among points of the set Ag, but also
among pair of points in different A;. A more refined model could be introduced by defining range of
interactions P” and the correspondmg sets N;;, in which case the sets IV; would correspond to N;
for j = 1,...,N and Ny the union of the remaining sets. However, for sunphmty of presentation
we limit our notation to a single index.

We consider interaction energy densities f : Z¢ x Z% x R™ — R and ¢ : Z¢ x R™ — R. Note that
the values of the function f(k, k', z) will be considered only for (k,k’) belonging to some N;. The
functions f and g satisfy the following conditions: f(k, k', z) = f(k’,k, z) (this is not a restriction
up to substituting f(k, k', z) with 3(f(k,k",z) + f(k', k,z)) and there exists p > 1 such that

(|2l =1) < f(k, K, 2) <C(21" +1) 0= f(k, K, 2), (4)
[f(k, K 2) = (kK 2N)] < Clz = 2'[(1+ [P+ [2]P7Y) (5)
f(k,K',-) is positively homogeneous of degree p if (k, k') € Ny (6)
0<g(k,u) <O(lz]P +1) (7)

l9(k, 2) = g(k, 2")| < Clz = 2| (1 + [2[P~" + [/[P7). (8)

Given Q a bounded regular open subset of R?, we define the energies

Fs(u):Fs(U,éﬂ) = ZN: Z Edf(kvk/,@)

3=1 (kK )ENF (2)

Y (e ) Y gk, (9)

(kK" )ENG (Q) keZe(Q)



where

/\/;(Q):Njﬁé(ﬂxQ),jzo,...,N, ZE(Q)zzeréQ. (10)

The energy is defined on discrete functions u : %Q NZ%— R™.

The first sum in the energy takes into account all interactions between points in A; (hard phases),
which are supposed to scale differently than those between points in Ay (soft phase) or in different
phases. The latter are contained in the second sum. The third sum is a zero-order term taking into
account with the same scaling all types of phases.

Note that the first sum may take into account also points in A; \ C;, which form “islands” of
the hard phase Pj-disconnected from the corresponding infinite component. Furthermore, in this
energy we may have sites that do not interact at all with hard phases.

3 Homogenization of “perforated” discrete domains

In this section we separately consider the interactions in each infinite connected component of hard
phase introduced above. To that end we fix one of the indices j, j > 0, dropping it in the notation
of this section (in particular we use the symbol C in place of Cj, etc.), and define the energies

Fs(u):};(u,éﬂ): 3 sdf(k,k’,@), (11)

(k,k")ENE($2)

where 1

NE(Q) = {(k:,k’) E(CXxC)N=(QxQ):k—kK € Pk+ k} (12)

€
We also introduce the notation C*(Q2) = C' N 1Q.
Definition 3.1. The piecewise-constant interpolation of a function v : Z% N %Q — R™, k+— uy is
defined as
U(x) = g /e);

where |y| = (ly1],- .-, ya]) and |s] stands for the integer part of s. The convergence of a sequence

(uf) of discrete functions is understood as the L] () convergence of these piecewise-constant

interpolations. Note that, since we consider local convergence in 2, the value of u(x) close to the
boundary in not involved in the convergence process.

We prove an extension and compactness lemma with respect to the convergence of piecewise-
constant interpolations.

Lemma 3.2 (extension and compactness). Let u® : %Q — R™ be a sequence such that
sup{ Z Ed’M’p+ Z €d|u5|} < 400 (13)
€ £ k '
(k,k')ENE () keC=(Q)

Then there exists a sequence U° : 1Q — R™ such that U = uf, if k € C*(Q) and dist(k,01Q) >
C(T,p,d,m), with u¢ converging to u € WHP(Q) up to subsequences.



Proof. 1t suffices to treat the scalar case m = 1, up to arguing component-wise.

With fixed i € Z% we consider a periodicity cell Y; = iT + Y, where Y = [0,T)¢ N Z9. If we
consider k € CNY; and k' € C NY/, where Y/ is either Y; or a neighboring periodicity cell, then
the minimal path in C' connecting k and ' lies in a periodicity cube Y; = iT + [-DT, (D + 1)T)?
for some positive integer D. We suppose that such 171 is contained in %Q This holds if

dist (Yi,aéﬂ) > CO(T) (14)

for some C(T).

We define
U, = ——=——= Z uj for ke YV;\ C.

lecrﬂ@

For k €Y; and |k — k’| =1 (in the notation above k' € Y;) we have

C’ﬁY

p
< gd—p

€ < = e Plu§ — g P

~E ~E
d‘ Up, — U P
€

Y;0Y/ Y;uY;

for some [,1’ € Y; UY,. We then may take a path {u;, }n=1.. .~ in C connecting ! and !’ lying in Y.
We then have

E

N a € €
u§ — us P us — us, \p
cd| kT Mk Z ’ "< ¢ Z ed| J i
N €
n=1 j—j'€P,j,j'€Y;NC
Summing up in k, k" we obtain
~g ~g g __ g
Uy — UL, |P Uz Uz |P
Z Ed‘ k e |" < opd Z Ed‘ j |7
€ N €
k=K' |=1,k€Y; J—i'€P,j,j'€YiNC
and
~E ~E € — &
ug —u§, |P us —us, |p
E Ed‘ k k S CDde E Ed‘ J J , (15)
_ € o €
|k—k'|=1,k,k’ €1 Q. (4,3 ENE(Q)
where

Q. = U{aYi (@@ holds}.

Trivially, we also have the estimate

d
Sl< Y i+ X ful- ey 3 il

kEY; key;nC key;\C key;nC

These two estimates ensure the pre-compactness of u¢ in L*(£)') for all ' cC Q and that every 1ts
cluster point is in W1P(Q) by the uniformity of the estimates (I5]) (see [2]).



Theorem 3.3 (homogenization on discrete perforated domains). The energies F. defined in (1))
'-converge with respect to the L .(§2;R™) topology to the energy

loc

Fhom(u) = / fhom(Vu) dz, (16)
Q
defined on WHP(Q; R™), where the energy density fuom satisfies

from (&) = Klirilm inf{]—'({x + 0, (0, K)?) : vp, =0 in a neighborhood of d(0, K)d}. (17)
Proof. The proof follows the one in the case C = Z? contained in [2], and therefore we have the
coerciveness condition f(k,k’,z) > C(]z|? — 1) whenever |k — k’| = 1. That condition is used only
to obtain pre-compactness of sequences with bounded energy, and is substituted by the previous
lemma.

The proof can also be obtained by directly using the homogenization result of [2] applied to

Fl' = F. +nG, where
G- Y el

19
[k—k'|=1,k,k' €10

p

)

obtaining limit energies
Fil () = Afgom(Vu) dz.

By comparison we obtain the existence of the desired I'-limit and the equality

3 U _ : n
From (1) = inf Pl () = [ inf (V) o

Once this integral representation is shown to hold, standard arguments allow to conclude the validity
of formula ([T (see [13]). _

4 Definition of the interaction term

The homogenization result in Theorem will describe the contribution of the hard phases to the
limiting behavior of energies F.. We now characterize their interactions with the soft phase.
For all M positive integer and z1,...,zy € R™ we define the minimum problem

cpM(zl,...,zN)ziinf{ Z flk K v —vpr) + Z g(k,vk):veVM}, (18)

Md
(k,k")ENO(Qnr) k€Z(Qum)
where
M M4
Qu=[-5:%) "  No@)=NoN(QuxQu),  Z@Qu)=Z'NQu,  (19)
and the infimum is taken over the set Vyy = Vas(z1,...,2n) of all v that are constant on each

connected component of A; NQy and v =z; on C; for j =1,...N.

Proposition 4.1. There exists the limit ¢ of oy uniformly on compact subsets of R™N .



Proof. Note preliminarily that by the positive homogeneity condition for f we have

|k, K 2) = Fk, K, 2 < Clz = 2/|(|2]P7 1 + |2/]P7)

for (k, k") € Ny. Let v be a test function for ppr(z1, ..., 2zn). In order to estimate ppr (21, 22, . . .

we use as test function

v = :
v otherwise.

We then have

Z f(kv klvv;c - U;c’) + Z g(k,vfc)

(k,k")ENo(Qnr) keZ(Qn)
- Z f(k,k/,’l}]g—’l)k/)— Z g(k,’l)k)
(k,k')ENO(Qnr) keZ(Qmn)
< 2 Z ’f(kﬁ,k/,’l);c_'U;c/)_f(k,k/,’l)k—’l)k/) + Z |g(k721)_g(kuzi)
(k:7k7/)ENO(Q1W))kECI keCiNQm

<2 Y kKA~ fhK a4 YD lglkz) — gk, 21)

(k,k")ENo(Qnm ), keCt keC1NQ s

aZN)

By (B) the second sum can be simply estimated by CM?|z; — 2} (1 + P+ |zi|p*1). As for the

first sum, we have

Z ‘f(k,k’,zi—Uk/)—f(k,k',zl—vk/)}

(k>k/)€N0(QM)1kecl

< Z Clz1 — z1|(|zi — 2P 4 o — vk/|p71)
(k,k")EN0(QMm ) k€CT
< CMd|Zl—Zi|p+C|Zl—Zi| Z |vk_vk/|p71
(k,k")ENo(Qnm ), kEC
p—1
< OMUa P4 Ol (3 femwel)
(k,k")ENo(Qm ), kEC
p—1

< CMd|21—zi|p+C|zl—zi|M%( Z f(k,k',vk—vk/)) !

(k,k")ENo(Qur),keC

By the arbitrariness of v, taking infima we conclude that

loam (215, 28) —@m(21,. .., 2N)]

—1
< Clar = #l(11 = AP+ (our (e, 2n)) T+ (T4 [P+ 12471

Furthermore, by taking as test function v = 0 on the complement of the | J ; C; we have the estimate

om(215---52N) < O(1+Z|zj|p).
J



These estimates give equiboundedness and equicontinuity of the family s on bounded subsets.
By Ascoli-Arzela’s theorem, to conclude it suffices to show that the whole sequence ¢j,; converges
point wise. To this end, we note that for integer K and M we have

(1) erm > pur;
(if) Moy < K¢ < o if M < K.
By (i), with fixed M the sequence ¢, ok is increasing, and in particular

Pk 2 PM (20)

for all k.
Let k be fixed; for all K let Lx = | K/M2*], so that

0< K — LgM2F < M2*.

Then, by (ii)
(LxM2%) op , aror < Kk,

and by (20)

L M2k\d L M2k\d L M2k\d
o> (S > (B2 > (B,

By taking first the liminf in K and then the limsup in M we obtain

liminf pr > limsup par;
K M
that is, the thesis. _

Remark 4.2. Let u™ € V), be a sequence such that

1

(k,k')ENo(QM) kEZ(Q}u)

then for every sequence of constants Ry; = o(M) we have

d
k' €QM\Qm—R,, k—Kk €Po

1
lim — 3 M _ M~
im lug” — e |

Indeed, otherwise taking u™ as test function for the problem defining ¢pr_g,, (21,...,2x5), We
would obtain

].imSUngM_RM(Zl, s 7ZN) < 90(217 ) 7ZN)7
M
which is a contradiction.

We now prove that the function ¢ introduced in Proposition[£T]can be defined through minimum
problems with additional boundary data. This will be useful in the computation of the upper bound
for the I'-limit. We then define the boundary set of Qs as follows: we consider R a fixed constant
such that for any two points k£ and k' € Qpr_ g connected in terms of Py-interactions there exists



a path of Py-interacting points contained in @Qjs, and R larger than twice the diameter of each
bounded connected component of any A; for j =1,..., N. We define By, as

By = (<QM\QM_R>\©Aj)

U U{B : B C Qum \ Qu—r bounded connected component of A; NQar,j=1,...,N}.

With this definition, we can set

- 1 .
goM(zl,...,zN):—lnf{ Z Flk K v — vpr )+ Z g(k,vk):veVM,v:OOHBM}.

Md
(k,k")EN0(Qar) k€Z(Qm)
(21)
Proposition 4.3. There exists the limit

li]\rz[ncﬁM(zl,...,zN) = QD(Zl,...,ZN),

RmN

uniformly on bounded subsets of , where ¢ is defined in Proposition 411

Proof. By the same argument as in Proposition [£.J] we may show that the sequence is equibounded
and equicontinuous on bounded sets. It is then sufficient to show the existence of the pointwise
limit, and that this coincides with that of ¢p;. To this end we will estimate @ps in terms of .
Note that we may write @as(21, ..., 2n) as the sum of two independent minimum problems, the
first one where only k and &’ connected with Ujvzl C; in Qs are taken into account, and the second

one where the summation is done over all other indices (disconnected with Ujvzl C;). Note that
the first one is actually a minimum, of which we choose a minimizer v, while the second one may
be only an infimum. The latter infimum can be further decomposed into a sum of disjoint infimum
problems over bounded connected component, the ones intersecting Qa/— g being TZ%translations
of a finite family {I;} of subsets of Z? by our choice of R; i.e., their value is

inf{ Z f(k,k’,vk—vk/)—i-Zg(k,vk) tv —HR’”}, (22)

(k,k")ENo(I;) kel
where the infimum is taken on those v that are constant on each component of A; N I; for j =
1,...,N. This value is independent of M and zi,...,2x. We denote by w' a ﬁ—almost minimizer

of problem (22)).
We define 7™ € V) with 9™ = 0 in By by setting

EIJCW: wh o ifk€ K+ I forsome K € TZ% and K+ [N Qun—r # 0
U£4 otherwise.

Using oM as a test function we can estimate, recalling (@), (@) and (1),

om(z1,..,28) < pm(z,.. ., 2N)
C - - _
+W( Z |v,]€w—v,i\f[|p+ Z g(k,0)+Md 1+#(AjﬁBM))
kork’€Bn,k—k’'€Py keBs
C -
< e o) + 7 > 5117 + #(Bar) ).

k¢ZBpn: 3k’ € By k—k' € Py



By Poincare inequality the sum can be estimated as
> TP < O (#(Bu) + > ot — ol P).
kgBn:3k €Bu k—k' €Py k' €Qrn\Qrm—2r:k—k' €Py
Since this last sum tends to 0 as M — +oo by Remark B.2] we obtain
oMz, 2n) < pum(z1, .. .,28) +o(1).
Since the opposite inequality @ar(21,...,28) = ©m(21, ..., 2zn) trivially holds, we get that

li]&n(@M(Zla-'-aZN) - (PM(Zlu-”uZN)) =0

as desired.

5 Statement of the convergence result

We now have all the ingredients to characterize the asymptotic behavior of Fr.
Thanks to the compactness Lemma [3.2] we may define the convergence

u® = (Ug,...,uN) (23)

as the Lj, (Q;R™) convergence u§ — u; of the extensions of the restrictions of u® to Cj, which is
a compact convergence as ensured by that lemma.

The total contribution of the hard phases will be given separately by the contribution on the
infinite connected components and the finite ones. The first one is obtained by computing indepen-
dently the limit relative to each component

j - ;) Uk — Uk
Fiw = Y (kb ), (24)

(kK )ENE ()

where 1
NI(Q) = {(k, K) € (G x CN-(@x Q) k=K € Pk # k} (25)
which is characterized by Theorem B3] as
Fl(u) = /Q fi (V) de. (26)
In order to characterize the contribution of the finite connected components of A;, we can write
A4\ C; = | J 4] +12%, (27)
lel;

where, due to the periodicity of the media, [ runs over a finite set of indices I;, and A{ + T7Z% and
Al, + TZ* are Pj-disconnected if [ # I’. To each such A] we associate the minimum value

mg = min{ Z f(]{:7 k/, 2k — Zk/) 1z Af — Rm}. (28)
k.k'€A] k—k'€P;

10



Note that we have no boundary conditions for the test functions z. The total contribution of the
disconnected components will simply give the additive constant m|Q|, where

1 & ,
m:ﬁZZm{. (29)

j=11€l;

In the previous section we have introduced the energy density ¢, which describes the interac-
tions between the hard phases. Taking all contribution into account, we may state the following
convergence result.

Theorem 5.1 (double-porosity homogenization). Let Q be a Lipschitz bounded open set, and let
F. be defined by @) with the notation of Section2l. Then there exists the T'-limit of F. with respect
to the convergence [23)) and it equals

N
Fuom(n, o un) = 3 [ Bo(Vas)da s+ mif + [ glun,.ouy)do (30)
e Q

on functions u = (uy,...,un) € (WHP(Q;R™))N, where ¢ is defined in Proposition ET], fﬁom are
defined by 26), and m is given by (29).

The proof of this result will be subdivided into a lower and an upper bound in the next sections.

Remark 5.2 (non-homogeneous lower-order term). In our hypotheses the lower-order term g de-
pends on the fast variable k, which is integrated out in the limit. We may easily include a measurable
dependence on the slow variable ek, by assuming g = g(z, k, z) a Carathéodory function (this covers
in particular the case g = g(x, z) and substitute the last sum in (@) by

Z Edg(gkvkauk)'

keZ=(Q)

Correspondingly, in Theorem [E.1] the integrand in the last term in (B0) must be substituted by
o(x,u1,...,un), where the definition of this last function is the same but taking g(z, k, z) in place
of g(k, z), so that x simply acts as a parameter.

Example 5.3 (simple one-dimensional energies). We give two examples of one-dimensional energies
with a non-trivial double-porosity limit due to next-to-nearest neighbour interactions.
(1) We consider d =1, 2 = (0,1) and the energies

[1/e]-1 [1/e]

I EEDOE
3 3

i=1 =1

:

In this case C; and Cy are the sets of even and odd integers, and Cy = . We have g = 0 and the
definition of ¢ is trivial; the limit is

Fhom (u1,u2) = 2/

|u'1|2d:c+2/ |u'2|2d:c+/ luy — uz|? do
(0,1) (0,1) (0,1)

(note the abuse of notation for wu;). Note that the second sum of the discrete energy can be
interpreted as the L2-norm of the difference between even and odd interpolations of u

11



(2) We consider d =1, 2 = (0,1) and the energies

3l1/e)—2 U U 12 [1/€] I 5 L1/e]
2i+2 — U2 2 ‘ i i—l} 02
; 5}75 +e ;576 + ;duz wi|®.

In this case, C; is the set of even integers, Cj is the set of odd integers, and we may take g(x, z) =
|z — ug(w)]? (we take ug a fixed L2-function and {u?} an interpolation strongly converging to o).

Correspondingly,
1
ol ) = 3l = wo2)]

and the limit is .

Fhom(u) :2/ |u/|2dx—|— —/ |u—u0(x)|2da:
(0.1) 3 Jo.

(in this case we only have one parameter in the continuum).

6 Lower bound

Let u® be such that sup, F.(u) < 400 and u® — u = (uy,...,un) with respect to convergence

@3).

We may then rewrite

N N . .
Fa(ua) Z ZFg(ua) + Z Z Edf(k, kl, M)
=1 I=LAICI kieAd °
k—k'eP;
Uy — us,
+ D €d< P (VA SRS g(k,u2>>, (31)
QuCE2  \(kk)EN(QY) kEZ(QL,)

where
Qy = Qu +Mi,  No(Qy) =NoN(Qy x Q). Z(Q) =ZNQly,
for i € 7.
The second term in (BI)) is estimated by taking the minimum over all zj in the place of uj, /e,
obtaining

N € € N
O (R R
i=lajcla kK € A i=lajcla
k—k'€P;
S »
= gdZEdezm{Jroa) = m|Q|+o(1). (32)
j=1 lely

In order to estimate the last term in (BI) we estimate separately

3 spf(k,k’,@)jL 3 glkuf)

(k,k")ENo(Qy) keZ(Qjy)
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for each fixed i. To this end, we consider the function v’ defined by

. 1 o ,
A — up =: u"* if ke C;NQYy,
f#CNQN), Zi ’
€CiNQYy,
, 1 , ,
ei _ €,i,j : j i
Uy, _#(AjﬂQi) Z up =:u;’ itke A NQy
! M7 e ATnQi,

for j=1,. NandlEIj,andus’i:uiifkeQi \Ujle-

We can now use Lemma [0l with v = u® and v equal to the function defined by u* on QY,,

and note that
S elui—ul = Y( X ui-wlt Y lup-wl)
keA; i keC;NQY, ke(A;\CH)NQY,

= XX emiowt ey Y i)

i kGCjﬁQﬁw lel; kGAjﬁQi
- ’ ¢ — 8/ p
sarey( 3 sETRfey 5 o)
€
i keC;NQh, k—k'EP; el ke AINQY,

< COMPePF (u®).

We then have
5 —
3 gd( DR (N = Sy kuk>
QZ % (k,k’)GNo(Q}V) kGZ( M)
S (D RN TUR SRS o)
Qi,Ci0 (k,k")ENO(Q%,) keZ(Qi,)
.Y - ( SIS SRRV (VAT B SRRy >+o<1>
i,clo Qi,Cla (kk)ENN(QY,) keZ(Qi,)
ase —0
Since (a translation of ) u®* can be used as a test function for ¢y (us®!, ... u=%N) we have

Z ( Z f(k ) ‘“ >+ Z (kyuy ) > Md(pM(ug’i’l,...,uE’i’N),
(k,k") )

QyC1Q ENo(Q3y) keZ(Q,

We define the piecewise-constant functions ujy 7 to be equal to u®%! on each Q%, C %Q and to

0 otherwise. We then obtain

Z sd( Z 5%“(/{,]&@)—1— Z g(k,ui))

Qi,cla  (kK)ENL(QYL,) keZ(Q},)

> /QQDM(U‘Z}}(J:),...,uf\}[N(:zr))dx—Fo(l)

13



as ¢ — 0.
Since

£,0,) __ 1 ~¢
= ge gy 2 @

leCj ﬁQ?M

where @S converges strongly to u; in Li (©;R™), so that also u‘j\j converges strongly to u; for all

M. By the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we get

Elig%) <pM(u§\Z,1 (x),... ,u‘;}IN(x))dx = / om(ur(x), ..., uy(z))de. (33)
Q Q

Summing up the liminf inequalities for all F?, (32) and ([B3), we get

N
liminf F(u:) > Zlimiang(us)+m|Q|—|—/ om(u1, ..., uy)de
e—0 = e—0 Q

Y

Q

N
Z/fl?lom(vuj>dx+m|9|+/</)M(ulv7uN)dIa
=1 Q

from which B0) follows taking the limit as M — 400 and using Lebesgue’s Theorem once again.

7 Upper bound
We prove the upper bound for a linear target function
u(z) = (la, ..., V1),

the proof for an affine function following in the same way. For piecewise-affine functions the same
argument applies locally, while for an arbitrary target function we proceed by approximation (see

[12]).
A recovery sequence for u can be constructed as follows:
e for all j = 1,..., N we choose a recovery sequence ul — &z for F?; we may regard ul as

defined in the whole Z®. We set ‘
ug, = (ul)g on Cj; (34)

e for each fixed M let Q%, be the corresponding partition of Z?. For all i we define

» 1
ust = #(C ﬁQi ) Z (uj)l
M ee;nqi,
for j =1,..., N, and take a minimum point v? for @ps(u®, ..., us*N). We define
‘ N
ug =Vl on @iy \ |J 43
Jj=1

14



Notice that the function 1% — uj is of order eM on Cj , and thus, by Lemma 0.1 the difference

oot Y kK ) - > et Y f(k K a5 —ag) = o(1) (35)

QuC:2  (kE)ENI(QYy) i, CLQ  (kk)ENO(Qh)

as € — 0; here 4§ stands for the funct;on equal to uh7 on C; N Q4 and to us on %Q \ Ujvzl C;.
e for any connected component A7 of 4; \ C; with A7 C QY define
uf =it ezl (36)
27! being a minimizer of ([28). Note that vifiM is a constant function on A{, so that uj, is still
minimizing.
With this definition of u* we have a recovery sequence for u. In order to check that, we introduce
an outer approximation of the set {2 as €, s defined by

Q= | Qi Iy:{iezd:Qﬁwﬁéﬂ#@}.

ieIM
In this way we have
Fs(us) S Fs(usa_QE M)
N ) us - UE/
< ZFg (us, Q. M) + Z Z Edf(k’k/’ u)

‘ , €

j=1 GAAN Qe m#D K € AT
k—k' €P;

sy T sk T o)

ielM kK €Q, FeQ
k—k'€Py

+ E E Edf(kaklaui_ui’)a
I heql, W eQy,
k—k'€Py

where we have separated the estimates for the contribution of the infinite components of the hard
phases, the isolated islands of hard phases, the contributions of the soft-phase energy and the
potential g inside each cube Q% and the contributions of the soft-phase interactions at the boundary
of each cube.

We separately examine each term. By (34]) and the limsup inequality for £ we have
i(,,€ 1 j i 1 j 1 / J j ’
Fi (u , gQE,M) — FI (ug, gQE,M) < F (ug, 0 ) < F(¢2,Q) + o(1) (37)

for all fixed Q' 2D Q. ar.
As for the second term, we have two cases:

15



. A{ C QY for some i € IM. In this case by (B6) we have

3 f(k,k’,@): N fU K =m], (38)

kK €A) kK €A]
k—k'eP; k—k' €P;
so that
UE _UE/ )
> 3 adf(k,k’,u) < Y emi <m9+o(l);  (39)
i€IM 14T CQi, kK € Al G :ATNLIQ. 00
k—k'eP;

o for the other A] we have u§ — ug, = 0 for all k, &/, so that their total contribution is O(1/M).
By (B3) the third term is estimated by

Z 5d< Z f(kvklvui_ui’)'i_ Z g(k,ui))

el Kk €Qly kEQy
k—k' € Py
S ( S SR )+ Y g(k,a@) +o(1)
et Kk €Qiy kEQiy
k—k' € Py
_ Z Ede szl ) .,us’i’N)—I—O(l)
i€IM
< [ Bl M) do o), (40)

where uj’M is the above-defined piecewise-constant function with value u*%/ on Q%,. Note that

us™ = g in LP(Q;R™) (41)

as € — 0 for all j and M.

As for the last term, we note that the difference u§, — u§, is either equal to 0 (if both k and &’
do not belong to in any C; j = 1,...,N), to (u5)x if k € Cj and k' & Uj Cj, or to (uf)k — (u?,)k/ if
ke C; and k' € Cj with j # j'. In any case, we can estimate the total contribution by

N
D3PS 2 AL =0 S 2 L+ @I):
ielf j=1 keC;NEM+(QM\QM - R)) i€l§, j=1 keC;N(EM+(Qm\QM—R))
(42)
Note that since ﬂ? are equi-integrable the latter term vanishes as M — +oo uniformly in . In fact,
it can be written as an integral over a set of measure of order 1/M.
Taking into account this last estimate, together with (37), B8) and ({0), we get

N
limsup F; (ue) < ZF](J1 (E02,Q") + m|Q| —|—/ om(u)dz + o(1) (43)

e—0 j=1 194
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as M — 4o00. We can then let M — +o00 and use Lebesgue’s Theorem to obtain

N
limsup Fu(us) < > Fl (2, Q) + m|] + / o(u) d. (44)
Q/

e—0 J=1

Eventually we obtain the desired inequality by the arbitrariness of Q' 2D .

8 The dynamical case

We consider the asymptotic behavior of solutions for the gradient flow with respect to the L2-metric
of the functionals

FE(U)ZFE(U,ég) = XN: Z Edf(kak/,@)

J=1 (k,k')ENF ()

DI (A @) (45)

(k,k")ENE(Q)

i.e., functionals (@) with g = 0, with given initial data functions u§ : Z¢ N %Q — R™ converging to
some ug : @ — R™ (note that in this notation 0 € N has the meaning of an initial time, and should
not be confused with an index 0 € Z? as in the notation labelling the values of discrete functions).
To that end, we will apply the minimizing-movement scheme along a sequence of functionals (see
[11, B]): with fixed 7 > 0 we define recursively, for I € N, I > 1, u*! as the minimizers of

1
v Fe(v) + o= flo — w7 (46)
2T
where u®° = u§. We want to characterize the limits u' of these minimizers as ¢ — 0 as the
minimizers obtained by recursively applying the same scheme to a I-limit Fp; i.e, to show that u!
is a minimizer of

1
v Fo(v) + 2—||v - ulil||2. (47)
T
The norm in these formulas is the L?-norm in 2.

Note that this characterization does not follow trivially from the fundamental theorem of I'-
convergence since the additional term may not be a continuous perturbation, depending on the
topology chosen (e.g, the one used in Theorem [B1)). In order to have a topology for which the
last term gives a continuous perturbation, and the sequences 1! are still pre-compact, we will use
two-scale convergence, also describing the limit behavior of function of the soft phase.

Everywhere in this section we assume that the sites that do not interact at all with infinite
components of the hard phases do not contribute to the energy functional. In other words,

N N
for any k € U A; there exists k' € U C; such that k and k' are connected; (48)
=0 j=1

i.e., either k = k' or there exists a path {ky,}n=0
N
Uj:O Nj.

K such that kg = k, kx = k' and (kp, kn_1) €

.....
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8.1 [I'-limits with respect to discrete two-scale convergence

Let v° : Z°(2) = R be a sequence bounded in L?(Q2). We say that v® weakly (respectively, strongly)
(discrete) two-scale converges to the family {v¥} for y € Y := {1,...,T}? with ¥ € L?(Q) if for
all y € Y the sequence v='¥ of discrete functions obtained by considering only the values v}, with
k =y modulo Y weakly (respectively, strongly) converges to the corresponding v¥; more precisely,
we define v®¥ on TZ? as

v = g

for j € T7Z4, and require that its piecewise-constant interpolation weakly converges in L?(92) to v¥.
It can be checked that the definition corresponds to that of two-scale convergence as in [15] [3];
i.e. (for weak convergence) that for all families {¢y}eze of smooth functions T-periodic in k we

have
hm Z et or(ek) = Td Z/ dz. (49)

keZE Q) =%

Note that this is equivalent to
1
lim [ v*(z)pr(x)dr = — / vy (2)py(x) dz (50)
e—0 Q Td 1};/ Q Y Y

upon identification of v* with its piecewise-constant interpolation.

We can compute the I'-limit of

Ge(u)=Fo(u)+ Y eglux —uwf)
keZ=(Q)

with respect to the weak two-scale convergence u® — {u¥}, where g : R™ — R is a continuous
function and w® strongly two-scale converges to {w¥}.

Theorem 8.1. The I'-limit of G- with respect to weak discrete two-scale convergence is

{uy} Z # CZY/ fhorn Vuy
! Y( wY(z)) dx z, {u¥(z T
T Eyg / u (a))d +/ng( {w'@hde (D)

with the constraint that uY is independent of y on each Cj, and @4 is given by

og(z,{u¥}) = lim ! f{ Z flk K v — o)

M—+oco Tde
(k,k")EN(QT M)

+ Z g(vp —wh(z)) Z Vg = Mduy}, (52)

k€Zo(QT ) k€EQr MmN (y+T7Z%)

where each test function v is extended by T M -periodicity.
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Proof. The proof follows that of Theorem B.1] with a different characterization of the interaction
energy density ¢, in terms of the variables {u¥}. The changes follow the ones for the correspondmg
theorem in the continuum [I2] Section 7.2.

Proposition 8.2. If f and g are convex then

o) = (X fER )+ Y gl - k@),

(k,k)ENF (QT) k€Z(Qr)

where

NE(Qr) = {(k, k') € No: k€ Qr}.

Proof. The proof follows by a classical argument for periodic convex minimization problems (see
[13] Section 14.3), noting that by Jensen’s inequality we may take M = 1 and a test function v
replaced by its mean value on each y. By the average constraint in the definition of ¢4 this argument
fixes exactly the value equal to u¥ on each y. The definition of Ngf’E (Qr) is given so as to avoid
double counting in the computation of the interactions. -

Example 8.3. In order to illustrate the difference with Theorem [E.1] we consider Example [£.3(2).
In that case Cy NY is the only point 1, so that weak discrete two-scale convergence reduces to the
separate weak convergence of even and odd interpolations, and then, by the coerciveness on even
interpolations, to the strong convergence of even interpolations and the weak convergence of odd
interpolations. The I'-limit is then expressed by

1 1
Go(ul,uz):2/ |(u2)’|2d:v+/ |u2—u1|2dac+—/ |u1—u0|2d:v+—/ |u? — uo|? d,
(0,1) (0.1) 2 Jo,) 2 J(o,)

where ! is the limit of odd interpolations and «? the limit of even interpolations. Note that the

computation of the minimum
1
mim{§|u1 —up? + [u? —u Pt € R}

gives the integrand in the limit of Example 5.3(2).

Lemma 8.4. Let g5 (u) = Clu—wg|* with w® strongly two-scale converging to w? and sup, F.(w®) <
+o00. Then the recovery sequences for Gog converge strongly.

Proof. Take u® a recovery sequence for {u¥}. Note first that since w® converges strongly then
|u®|? dz cannot concentrate on the boundary of €2, otherwise also the I'-limit would have a term
taking 0f2 into account. We then have to show strong convergence in the interior of (2.

Let {Qs} be a family of disjoint cubes of size ¢ contained in Q. We can then write

Go({u'}) = hm( )+ C Z d|“i—wi|2>

e—0
keZ=(Q)

Z lign_}iglf( Qs+ C Z d|Uk —w |2)

{Qs} keZ=(Qs)

Y]
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Qs} J:1 yec ny
L Z [ (@) = w(a)d
Td U P
yeUL
+ Z limi(r)lfa ( Z (kK uf, —uf) + Z Cluy, — w2|2) (53)
E—r
{Qs} (k,k")EN0(Qs/<) k€Z(Qsc)

In order to estimate the last term, for all y € Y and k with k —y € TZ? we substitute u{ with the
average u®Y over all k' € Q5/. with k' —y € TZ*. Note that we may suppose that §/c € TZ, up to
a vanishing error in the computation of these averages as € — 0, so that

d.d
g,y __ T € g
u = 6d Upr -
k' €Qs/eN(y+TZ%)

In the following for all k we indicate by y = y, the (unique) point in Y N (k + TZ%).
With fixed n, by using the Young inequality and the convexity inequality on the first term, we
then obtain

Y (Y fkKup-up)+ Y Clup-uiP)

{Qs} (k,k')ENO(Qs/e) k€Z(Qs/c)
> Ed Z ( Z f(kvk/7ui - ui’) + Z C(l - 77)|“i - w67y|2
{Qs} (k,k')ENO(Qs/e) k€Z(Qs/c)
1
o(5-1) X i)
T kez@s0)
> - Y (Y feFui-u)+ > Clup—wtP
{Qs} (k,K")ENO(Qs/e) k€eZ(Qsy<)
1
— > w3 Cu -t~ Y Cluf - wf?)
k€eZ(Qs,<) k€EZ(Qs)e) keZ(Qs,e)
D DY G DR (VRS R SR el (T ) (54)
{Qs} (k,k')ENO(Qs/c) k€Z(Qs/c)
5 o 1 2
T apd > Clu” — ] = n > Cluwf—w™| )
yeY keZ(Qsy<)
6d / 2 13 d
> (I-n)7 Z( Yo fyy = ut) £ Ol — w| )—0’55
{Qs} (yy)enNg(v) yey
Y Y il o - GRS S oo uep
{Qs} k€Z(Qs/c) {Qs} k€Z(Qs/c)

Note that by taking into account only interactions with (k, k) € No(Qs/-) we have neglected
some interactions “through the boundary” of @5/., which introduce an error on the boundary of
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the hard components. After a proper adjustment of the position of Qs this can be estimated by
the convexity and the Poincaré inequality, which gives the term —C’ed~!. Indeed, by (&) and the
Poincaré inequalities on the first hard phase C; we have

AT pimcpec
{Qs} keC1nNZ(Qs/e)

for some constant C*¢, we can take C° equal to the average of u$, over U{Qé} (C1NZ(Qs):)). Denote

by C; the set of k € Z% that are connected to C;. Combining the last estimate with the energy
bound and considering () we get

> X li-cpsc
{Qé} ke@l ﬂZ(QS/E)

Next, we choose R such that any two points do not interact if the distance between them is
greater than or equal to R. For each € > 0 one can adjust the position of the cubes @5/ in such a

way that
d € €|p £
SO DID DI Ee (R
{Qs} keémZ(QZ}/E)

where
Z(QF.) = {k € Z(Qs/c) : dist(k,0Qs/.) < R}.

Setting ./\A/O(Q(;/S) = No(Qs/:) N (C1 x C1), with the help of Jensen’s inequality we obtain

SDIED DR CLRTESTIED DI DI (A O R Caer)

{Q&} (k,k’)eﬁo(Qg/E) {QJ} (k,k’)eﬁo(Qg/a)
> 6_d ’ Y _ (OF) — ey Ce)) — 0155(1
> ) > fly:ys (u ) = (u )= C'5
{Qs} (yy)e(NF (Y)N(C1xC1)
_ 5_d Z Z .y usY — ey'y _ C/E(gd
- Td y7 y ,’LL u ) 5 °

{Qs} (y,y)e(NF (Y)N(C1 xC1)

Considering ([@8]) and summing up over all the connected components yields
5d ’ 9
SD DD DR (CLRTSSTORE 1 DR DI (SR B e
{Qs} (kK" )ENO(Qs/.) {Qs} (y,y)e(NF (Y)

Passing now in (B4) to the limit as ¢ — 0, we obtain the estimate

1iggfad2( S fkK )+ Y C|u;—w§|2)

{Qs} (k,k')ENO(Qs/e) k€Z(Qs/c)
5¢ ,
> (L=n)7g Z( S fyyud—ud)+ chug—wfélz)
{Qs} (w)ENo(Y) key
1
+o—miminft 3 (3 (uEP - - - Y fw - wt ),
{Qs} k€Z(Qs/c) k€Z(Qs/c)
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where the subscript § indicates the average on Q5.
Note that, using Proposition 8.2

| eotau))da

Qs
1 ,
= ﬁ/ ( Z f(yay/,ug—ug)+ZC|ug—wy(x)|2) dz
@ (y,y")ENF(Y) yey
54 ,
= (X -y S Clut - ulR) + O [l - whe) o). 55)
(y,y)ENF (V) yey Qs

Comparing (B3) and (B5), by the arbitrariness of the partition {Qs} and 1 > 0, and noting that
> xqs{uj} converge to {u¥} as 6 — 0 we then get

liminf/ (Jus¥? — [u¥|?) <0,
e—0 Q

which implies the strong convergence for all y € Y.

8.2 Minimizing movements

We now fix initial data u§ strongly converging to {u$} and with sup, F:(u?) < 4o0c0. Given 7 > 0
we define iteratively the functions u: ,, as the unique minimizers of the problems

. 1 d
mln{Fa(v) + % Z vy — (uf:r,nfl)k|2}7
keZ=(Q)
where we have set u; ; = ug.

Theorem 8.5. Suppose that f and all fﬁom are continuously twice differentiable. For all choices
of infinitesimal sequences € and T, the functions u™°(x,t) defined by

um(z,t) = (UZ 11/ )) /e

converge in C'/2((0,400); L2(2))T" to a vector function {u¥} with y € Y. The components of this
function are independent of y on each C; NY, so that we equivalently use the notation u; for their
common value. With this notation and setting

#(C;NY)

Cj = Td

forall j =0,...,N, {u¥} is characterized as the solution of the coupled system

aU‘ . ; a ’
cja—tj = dlv(fomm(Vuj)> - Z %f(y,y',uj —u¥)
(y,y")EN0(Y),y€C;
d / _
+ Z %f(ylvyauy _uj)v ]:17'-'5Na (56)

(', ¥)ENo(Y),yeCy
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8uy a , a ,
ot T > %f(y’y/’uy_“y)+ > %f(y’,y,uy —u¥), yeYnaC,
(v,y")ENo(Y) (v’ ,y)ENo(Y)

with u; satisfying Neumann boundary conditions
Vfﬂom(Vuj) v=20
on 92 x (0,400), and u¥ the coupling condition
w=u; ifyeC;NY (57)

and the initial conditions
u?(0,z) = uf(z).

This limit function also coincides with the limit of gradient flows of F.

Proof. By the convexity of the functionals we can use the stability for minimizing movements
along F.. The results will follow by applying Theorem 11.2 in [I1], provided that we have strong
convergence of minimizing sequences (see [I1] Remark 11.2). This follows from Lemma [84] applied

iteratively with
1
gZ(’U,) = Z|u - (uf’,nfl)kﬁa
so that all sequences u ,, are strongly converging as ¢ — 0 (thanks to the strong convexity of the
[-limit). If we denote by {u?,,} their two-scale limit, by the fundamental theorem of I'-convergence
they solve iteratively an analogous minimization scheme with uZ? = {uf}, and {u¥ .} being the

unique minimizer of

N
1 :
min 27 Z /fﬁom(Vvy) dx
{j—l #(C;NY) yec;ny /2
1 1 2 / 4
S g [ @ - @R S [ e —oas) (s)
yeY (y:y")ENo(Y)

with the constrain that v¥ is constant on each component Cj.

Under the assumption that f and fﬁom are C? we can derive the Euler-Lagrange equations for
{u?,,}. It is convenient to separate the hard and soft phases by introducing the functions

uw;t =l ifye CiNY (59)

for j =1,..., N, and the set of indices Cy = Y\U?’:1 Cj.
For j =1,..., N we obtain

. ) . u;,n _ u;,nfl
~divV fl L (V™) + ¢~ —
T
0 /. T,n y' 0 / y' Tn
+ Z %f(yayuuj _u%—,n)_ Z %f(yvyuu‘r,n_uj ):O
(y,y")EN0(Y),y€C; (v, y)EN0(Y),y€C;

with Neumann boundary condition, that reads

Vim(Vul™) v=0 ondQ, j=1,...,N,

J
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where v stands for the exterior normal on 0f).
For fixed y € Cy we obtain instead

’ 0 / 0 /
Y Y / / o
Co =+ E auf(ya Yy 7ug,n - ug,n) - E 8uf(y » Ys u7y',n - ug,n) =0.
(y,9")ENo(Y) (v",y)ENO(Y)

Note the coupling condition (BI)).
We define the piecewise-constant trajectories

ui(t,x)) = u) ()

forj=1,...,N, and

uy(t,x) = uqy-,Ltq-J ()

for y € Cp, which converge uniformly in [0,+00) as 7 — 0 to functions wu;(¢, ) and u¥(t,z),
respectively. By passing to the limit in the Euler-Lagrange equations we obtain system (G6)). -

Remark 8.6. The limit system is not decoupled also if Cy = @), in which case we have the system
of partial differential equations for u; only

s ' ,
Cja—tj = div (fomm(Vuj)>

-3 > (04— )

J'#3 (y,y')ENo(Y),yeC;,y'€Cy

0
+ Z %f(y/vyauj’ _uj))-
(v, y)ENo(Y),yeC;,y’ €Cyy

Example 8.7. In the case of the energies in Example [(.3(2) the limit (u1 (¢, z), ua(t, z)) satisfies

8U2 8211,2

) —

ot 0x? U2+
8u1
— =Uu;— U

ot 1 2

up(2,0) = ug(z,0) = uo(a:)

Note that we may solve the ODE and obtain the integro-differential problem satisfied by u = us
only

Oou(x,t) 5 O%u(xw,t

ot Ox?
u(z,0) = u®(z)

)—ux uO(z)e™! tesftuxs s
(@)@ + [ e ulas)d

24



9 Appendix

Lemma 9.1. Let up = vg if k & Ujvzl Aj. Then we have

S kK e — ) — f(k K o — v
(k,k")ENG(R)
N

< OZ( S ey — vkv’)l/p (Fs(u) ¥ Fs(v))p_l/p (60)

j=1 keA,

Proof. We estimate

ST e f kK uk — ur) — Flk K v — )|

(k,k")ENO(Q)

= ¢ Z e (up — unr) — (v — )| (Jup — wpr P71 + o — v [P71)
(k,k’)ENo(£2)
N
= CZ Z elug, — v (| — we [P71 + o — v [P71)
J=1 (k,k")EN(Q),k€A;
3 1/p (p—1/p)
<o > men) (3 (el o= )
J=1 (k,k")ENo(Q),kEA; (kK )END(Q),kEA;
3 /e (r-1/p)
= CZ( D &k~ Uklp) ( S e (lun —uw P+ v — ’Uk/|p)> :
J=1 keA, (kYN0 ()

The thesis then follows by (&) and (@).
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