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TWO-PARAMETER ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSIONS FOR
ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS WITH SMALL GEOMETRIC
PERTURBATION AND HIGH CONTRAST RATIO

JINGRUN CHEN, LING LIN, ZHIWEN ZHANG, AND XIANG ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We consider the asymptotic solutions of an interface prob-
lem corresponding to an elliptic partial differential equation with Dirich-
let boundary condition and transmission condition, subject to the small
geometric perturbation and the high contrast ratio of the conductiv-
ity. We consider two types of perturbations: the first corresponds to a
thin layer coating a fixed bounded domain and the second is the per-
turbation of the interface. As the perturbation size tends to zero and
the ratio of the conductivities in two subdomains tends to zero, the
two-parameter asymptotic expansions on the fixed reference domain are
derived to any order after the single parameter expansions are solved be-
forehand. Our main tool is the asymptotic analysis based on the Taylor
expansions for the properly extended solutions on fixed domains. The
Neumann boundary condition and Robin boundary condition arise in
two-parameter expansions, depending on the relation of the geometric
perturbation size and the contrast ratio.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let D C R% d = 1,2,3, be a simply-connected Lipschitz continuous
domain. Consider the perturbation of the domain D given by the perturbed
boundary 0D, defined as

0D, ={a' : 2’ =x +eh(x)n(x) : x € D}, (1.1)

where ¢ € (0, go] for a fixed small number ¢y < 1 represents the small
characteristic size of the perturbation, h(x) is a continuous function defined
on 0D, and n(x) is the (outward) normal direction of D. For sufficiently
small ¢, the boundary 0D, uniquely defines a perturbed domain D.. If h
is non-negative, then D, contains D. We assume that h is a sufficiently
smooth function.
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The main problem of our concern is related to the following Dirichlet
boundary value elliptic problem imposed in the perturbed domain D.:

Lu. = f in D, (12)
us =g on 0D, ’

where L is the second order elliptic operator, having the divergence form

d d
Lu=— Z O, (0 ()0 u) + Z b (x)0p,u + c(x)u. (1.3)
ij=1 i=1
The second order coefficient functions alij: , 4,J = 1,---,d, form a non-
degenerate positive definite matrix a = (a"), i.e., a/* = a", and
d ..
D d(@)&g; >0, (1.4)
i,j=1
for every @ € DU D, and non-zero vector (€1,---,&q) € R% The coef-
ficients b%, i = 1,--- ,d, and ¢ are assumed smooth in R?. The boundary

value function ¢ is also assumed smooth in an open neighbourhood of dD.

If the coefficient a is assumed to be continuous everywhere, then the so-
lution w. is the perturbation of a classic elliptic equation with uncertainty
in characterizing the domain. How to quantify the uncertainty in the so-
lution due to the geometric perturbation, particularly when A is a random
function, is an interesting and important topic in uncertainty quantification.
The more challenging case is that a is not continuous across some interface.
Then the transmission condition should be specified on the jump interface.
In such cases, the interface may also be subject to small perturbations.

There are two scenarios of the geometric perturbations in the transmission
problems. The first one is to consider the previous domain perturbation
setup with a non-negative h, then D C D, and the interface is I' = 9D,
which is fixed and separates the domain D and the thin layer

Lc={a':&' =x +th(x)n(x),0 <t <e,x € dD,h(x)#0}.

We call this model the thin layer problem. The second scenario is to partition
a fixed domain D into two subdomains: D = D UD_ UT., where I'; is the
dividing interface, which is assumed as a perturbation from a fixed interface
I". The difference between I'. and I' can be also described by a function
h. The detailed definitions of DI, D7, T. will be specified later. We call
this model the perturbed interface problem. In the first problem, we attach a
thin layer L. to encircle the fixed domain D and the layer thickness vanishes
as € tends to zero. The interface there is fixed. In the second problem, we
partition a fixed domain D into two subdomains DZ by a perturbed interface
I'. and the two subdomains have comparable size.

All these perturbations can be either deterministic or random, depending
on whether h is a deterministic function or a random field. For the lat-
ter case, after h is expended in random space by Karhunen-Loéve theorem
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h(xz,w) = > hi(x)p;(w), or by the Monte Carlo samples h(x,w) ~ h;(x),
the problem usually can be transformed to a set of deterministic perturba-
tions if the correlation length of h is not vanishing. So, we only focus on
the deterministic h here; the application to the random case may follow the
standard approaches used in many literatures such as [20, 13, 3, 5].

There is a distinctive class of perturbations of the domain for the PDE
(1.2): the so called “rough boundary/rough domain”, in which the spatial
scale of the profile h also depends on e, for instance, D is perturbed by
the form ehe(x) = eh(x/¢) for a periodic function h (see [15] and references
therein). When the boundary condition itself also involves the similar multi-
scale feature, the multiscale finite element method was applied and analyzed
by [17].

To explicitly show the transmission condition and to introduce our sec-
ond asymptotic parameter other than the perturbation size €, we take the
simplest case of the thin layer problem corresponding to the first scenario
mentioned above. In this case, D C D., I' = 9D is the interface, separating
the domain D and the thin layer L. = D, \ D. Assume that the coefficients
b and c vanish and that a is scalar-valued and is piecewisely homogeneous
in D and L.. Then the corresponding transmission problem takes the form

—Au.=f in D,

—ocAu, = f in L.,

Uint = Uext, Onlint = 00pUexy on T,
us =0 on 0D,

(1.5)

where ¢ is a constant parameter representing the ratio of conductivity in two
different domains. uin; and ueyt are the restrictions of the solution u. on two
subdomains D and L., respectively. The similar form of the transmission
condition will be specified later for the general problems. If the material
property across the interface has a significant difference, then the value of o
can take a very small value or a very large value. The resulted transmission
problem in this high-contrast media is an important subject in multiscale
analysis and computation.

The elliptic model (1.2) and the transmission problem such as (1.5) orig-
inate from many applications such as diffusion processes, electrostatics,
porous media and heat conduction. One of our motivating examples is the
diffusion model of exciton in organic semiconductors ([14, 10, 4]). For the
discontinuous coefficient model (1.5), a well-known problem is the electro-
magnetic model for bodies coated with a dielectric layer L. with distinctive
material coefficients. In porous media applications, the permeability of sub-
surface regions is described as a quantity with high-contrast and multiscale
features.

We here mainly concern the asymptotic analysis in terms of the two differ-
ent parameters, € and o, where ¢ represents the amplitude of the geometric
perturbation on the domain or the interface, and o represents the ratio of
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different material coefficients. In this paper, we shall first consider the as-
ymptotic effect of each parameter separately and then work on the more
complicated two-parameter expansions.

Many theories and methods have been developed and used to study the
above elliptic problems and the interface problems. We review some general
methodologies on the asymptotic study for the solution u. subject to the
geometric perturbations. The first idea to handle the irregular domain D,
is the domain mapping, which is to find a smooth mapping to change the
irregular domain to a fixed reference domain. See the reference [20, 3, 11] for
the applications and the analysis of this method. This method works for any
irregular domain as long as a diffeomorphism can be found regardless it is a
small perturbation or not. By applying the diffeomorphism transformation,
all geometric information is transformed into a new differential operator
and a new boundary condition, which are both more complicated than the
original form on irregular domain. The second method, particularly for the
perturbed interface problem, is a generalization of calculus of variation to
the geometric setting — the shape derivative ([12, 13]). The method of
shape derivatives is widely used for the sensitivity analysis of the geometry
of the boundary and shape optimization. Although it is quite easy to obtain
the first few order derivatives, the calculation is very complicated for the
higher order derivatives. The last method, which is also our main tool
here, is the asymptotic expansion, which actually refers to a collection of
problem-specific methods and relies on the correct use of the ansétz ([19,
2, 1, 5]). In this method, by using a good regularity of the solution in the
correct (sub)domains, one can apply certain ansétz in the form of the series
expansion to approximate the boundary conditions on the fixed domain.
More details on the application of this method to our problems of concerns
will be reviewed and commented in subsequent sections.

The main motivation of this article is to give a comprehensive study on the
(formal) asymptotic expansions of the solutions to the above various elliptic
problems, including the thin layer problem and the interface problem, up
to an arbitrary order in theory. Specifically, we shall address the following
four problems.

(I) The first task is that for the elliptic model (1.2) with smooth a , we
want to have in D

Ue = ug + euq + 2ug + Sus + . .., (1.6)

in certain sense, where all terms w; are independent of € explicitly.
Then we want to construct a sequence {ul™} of functions satisfying
the following properties: (i) Each ul™ is the solution to a boundary
value problem defined only on the fixed domain D; (ii) The error
between the restriction of u. to D and ul® is limited to the order
O(e™*1); (iii) The numerical computation (which is not our objec-
tive in this paper) of ul™ should be easier than directly solving the
original equation (1.2). Note that u[ is not simply the partial sum
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oo™ up, because the latter may not satisfy a closed boundary
value problem.

(IT) The second task is to generalize the results in (I) to the thin layer
problem (1.5) for the case of the discontinuous coefficient a.

(ITI) The third one is the generalization of (II) to the high-contrast ma-
terial, i.e., o, the ratio of material coefficients across the interface
I, is very large or very small. We want to derive the two-parameter
expansions when the limits of both € and ¢ are considered. We are
concerned with the three scaling regimes for € and o: ¢/0 — 0,
e/o — o0, and /0 — ¢ € (0, c0). The final result is the boundary
value problem for each term in the two-parameter asymptotic ex-
pansions uint () = 3=, ,, Umn(x)e™ ", where m,n are integers, and
i is linked to the ratio of € and u, whose specific form depends on
the asymptotic regimes. We shall show that the three scalings will
give arise to the Dirichlet, Neumann or Robbin boundary condition
for wuy, n, respectively.

(IV) The last one is on the perturbed interface problem where the in-
terface Iz is not fixed as in (II) and (III), but is associated with a
perturbed domain partition D = D} U D UT.. Meanwhile, the
high-contrast ratio limit is also considered, and we derive the two-
parameter asymptotic expansions, where we find there is no special
dependence on the scaling of € and o.

From Section 2 to Section 5, we solve each of these four problems in
each section. The techniques we used for (I) and (II) are different from
the existing methods. The two-parameter asymptotic expansions for (IIT)
and (IV) in this paper are new results. The main techniques we apply here
for all four problems are the Taylor expansion applied in various contents,
which all requires a good regularity of the underlying function. For the thin
layer problem or the interface problem, where the solution u. apparently
does not posses such smoothness on the interface, our idea is first to extend
each smooth component of the solution u. on each subdomain onto some
e-independent domains before applying any asymptotic expansions. This
is achieved by imposing certain Cauchy problems on the interface when
interpreting the elliptic equation as a time-evolution equation in which the
normal direction of the interface is the time marching direction. The second
important idea is to apply the inverse Lax-Wendroff procedure ([18]) to
convert the high order derivatives in the normal direction on the interface
to those along the tangent directions and the first order normal derivative,
for which the original transmission condition on the interface is utilized.

To end this introduction, we review several existing works which are
closely related to the problems we considered here. The work in [5] con-
sidered the thin layer problem (1.5) with a fixed o as ¢ — 0. The main idea
in [5] is to write the differential operator £ in terms of local coordinate in the
thin layer L., and apply the ansétz £ =) - ,e"L, to derive a system of
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(infinitely number of) recursive equations for the expansion of the solution
in this dilated layer. Then with the aid of the transmission condition on the
interface I', the boundary conditions of these equations in the layer L. are
linked to the solutions in the interior (fixed) domain D. In [1], to assist the
construction of local solutions in the multiscale finite element methods for
the elliptic equations in high-contrast media, the authors derived asymp-
totic expansions for the solutions of the elliptic problems with high contrast
ratio, i.e., o tends to 0 or co. But their analysis is for the fixed domain and
interface.

2. THE ELLIPTIC PROBLEM WITH SMOOTH COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we study the equation (1.2) on D, by assuming that a(x)
is sufficiently smooth everywhere and h(x) in (1.1) is also sufficiently smooth
on 0D. This means that the Taylor expansion for these two functions are
available up to any order. The signs of h(x) can be arbitrary at different
x € 0D and the operator £ in (1.3) is not limited to the Laplace operator.

Recall that the perturbed thin layer L. is defined by

L.={a': &' =x +th(x)n(x),0 <t <e,xcdD,h(x)#0}.

The condition h(x) # 0 ensures that L. is also a domain (open set). De-
pending on the sign of the function h, we can decompose the thin layer L.
into the interior layer L. i,y and the external layer L. ext:

LE = Le,int U Ls,exta
where
Leint =L ND={a' : 2’ =+ th(x)n(x),0 <t <e,x € dD,h(x) <0},
Leext =L\ D ={a' : @' = x + th(x)n(x),0 <t < e,z € 0D, h(x) > 0}.

L. int C D and Le ¢xtND = (). Then D, is the interior of (D \ Le int) U Le ext-
Refer to the schematic illustration in Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. Schematic illustration of the domain perturba-
tion. The regular domain D is in the “ball” shape and the
perturbed domain D, is in the “ellipse” shape.
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2.1. Approximate expansions. The problem (1.2) is defined on the e-
dependent domain D,. We extend it to a fixed domain D U D, and justify
this extension in Section 2.1.1. Then in Section 2.1.2; we use the Taylor
expansion near 0D to derive the asymptotic expansion u. = 27@0 MUy,
for which the inverse Lax-Wendroff procedure is applied to convert the high
order normal derivatives into the first order normal derivative and the tan-
gential derivatives along the boundary 9D.

[5] already derived the first three terms, ug, u; and uy. But the method
we give below seems simpler and does not require the dilation technique and
any asymptotic form for the differential operator £ used in [5]. Actually,
that kind of singular perturbation suits for the case that the solution itself
develops a sharp peak in the thin layer, such as the traditional boundary
layer analysis in fluid mechanics. However, the problem here does not have
this feature and the solutions on D and D, both behave very normally at the
order O(1). We find that the direct expansion for the boundary condition
of u. in an appropriate way is sufficient to derive the boundary condition of
u,. To present our main technique, we start with the smooth a case in this
section and then show how to generalize to the discontinuous a in Section 3.

2.1.1. The extension of the solution to the fixred domain. Note that DUD, is
increasing in € since L ot always expands as € increases. So it is convenient
to make the extension to the whole domain D U D, since we only consider
e € (0, go]. On this fixed domain D U D, the solution is known on the
part D.; we thus consider the difference A, which consists of the disjoint
thin layers:

Ae:= (DU D) \E = Lcint UN., where N; := L ext \ Le ext-

Denote the solution extended on A, by ., and assume that @, and u. have
the same values and the same normal derivatives on the common boundary
0D.. Specifically, 1. is the unique solution to the following Cauchy problem
posed in the thin layers L. j,; and Ng:

{ﬁaa —f in Lo UN,

- ) (2.1)
Ue = Us = g, Oplie = Onuc on 9D,

where u,, the solution to equation (1.2), is presumably given, n is the out-
ward normal of D, on 0D.. Note that 0D, is a proper subset of the bound-
aries of L. in; and N;. The problem (2.1) is actually a Cauchy problem of
e, not a boundary-valued elliptic problem, because the value and the “ve-
locity” of . are specified on 9D, — a part of its complete boundary. The
boundary 0D, satisfies the noncharacteristic condition Zgjzl ainin; # 0
trivially since L is, by assumption, an elliptic operator satisfying (1.4). Thus
by the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya theorem ([7]), the solution on 9D can propa-
gate to the boundary 04, and the above Cauchy problem (2.1) is well-posed
for sufficiently small gg.
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Remark 2.1. The above method of extending the solution to a larger (and
e-indepedent) domain can also preserve the regularity of the solution and
helps clarify the rigorous meaning of the Taylor expansion we shall apply.
This extension idea by the use of the Cauchy problem of a time-evolution
equation will be applied repeatedly in this paper, especially for the interface
problem so that each smooth component of the solution on each subdomain
may be approrimated by the Taylor expansion along some interface.

Now it is clear that we can define a function w. piecewisely on the whole
(fixed) domain D U D, = D, U A, as follows:

we(x) = {“5("”) i D, (2.2)

Ge(x) in A..

This definition is justified by the boundary condition in (2.1) which dictates
that u. and 4. coincide on the common boundary 0D.. Then w, satisfies
the equation on the fixed domain

Lw: =f in DUD,,, (2.3)
and on the e-dependent boundary.
we =g¢, on dD;.. (2.4)

Note that (2.4) does not serve as a boundary condition to the equation (2.3).
we is simply a combination of u. from the boundary value problem (1.2) and
e from the Cauchy problem (2.1) . The above argument of extension ensures
that w. has the same regularity of u., but on DU D, .

2.1.2. Asymptotic expansion on the whole domain. By the above extension,
we can assume the following ansétz for w;,

we(x) =Y e"wy(x) for x € DUD,,. (2.5)
n=0

Plug this ansétz into the equation (2.3), and match the terms at the same
order of €, then we obtain the following equations for w,, in D U D,:

Lwy, = 50,nf- (26)

Here 6; j = 1if i = j and 0; ; = 0 if i # j.
For the condition (2.4), we = g on 0D,, by noticing the fact that = +
eh(z)n(x) € 0D, for all ¢ € 9D, we have

we (z+eh(@)n(x)) = e"wn(@+eh(x)n(z)) = g(a+eh(z)n(z)). (2.7)
n=0

The Taylor expansions in € on the right-hand side read

© x k
wy, (x + eh(xz)n(x)) = Z g(hk(!))@,]fbwn(w), (2.8)
k=0



(@)
g +ch(@)n(z)) =Y o Ong(@), (2.9)
k=0 '
where for any vector field n(z) = (ni(x), -+ ,nq(z)), the k-th directional

derivative along n at & = xg is defined by

d
or ‘m:mo = < Z 1 (20) Oy,
=1

Then (2.7), (2.8) and (2.9) together lead to

) k
r=x

0ok T k ook T k
6”275 (hk(! ) Owy, (x) = 275 (h(! ) o g(x),
0 k=0

k
k=0

3

n

which, by a change of the indices m = k + n, is equivalent to

00 m k 00 _m 2N
S e S PO gt ) = 3 S ),
m=0 k=0 ' m=0 ’

Then by matching the terms with the same order of €, we obtain that

m k m
3O i) = PO g

k! m)!
k=0

i.e.,

O w,_p(x), Ym > 1.

h(x))™ " (h(x))"
wn(e) = PO gz - > (bie)
(2.10)
This provides a recursive expression of the boundary condition on 9D for
the m-th order term w,,.
Define u,, as the restriction of w,, to D. Then u. =Y o> " u,. By (2.6)
and (2.10), u, satisfies the following sequence of boundary value problems
on D where the boundary conditions on 0D are defined recursively:

= in D
Lug=f in D, (2.11)
up =g ondD,
and for n > 1,
Lu, =0 in D,
(2.12)

n n k
! — !

1

O u,_p(x) on dD.
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In particular, for n = 1, 2,3, the above boundary conditions on 9D are

ui(x) = h(x)ong(x) — h(x)Onuo(x), (2.13)
2 2
us(x) = (h(‘;))a,ig(:n) ~ h(2)dpus () — ( (;’)) 02 uo(z), (2.14)
3 2 3
@) = PO 520 @) - ni@ponuata) - PO gz (w) - LE g ),
(2.15)

Remark 2.2. Using the shape calculus method, one may also derive a
“shape-Taylor expansion” of u. on any compact set K C DN D, (see [12]
and the references therein),

ue(x) = uo(x) + ed[U](x) + idQ[U, Ul(x) + O(e?),

where ug is the solution to (2.11), d[U] is the first order shape derivative on
the boundary variation U, which is given by the Dirichlet problem

LA[U] =0 in D,

dlU] =U - ndp(g —up) on dD.
d?[U,U’] is the second order shape derivative, i.e., the “shape Hessian”,
on the pair (U,U’) of boundary variations, which is given by the Dirichlet
problem

LA2[U, U’ =0 in D,
d?[U, U] = 0oy (g — up) — Oyd[U’] — dyrd[U]  on OD.

It is easy to see that when the boundary variation U (x) is given by U(x) =
h(z)n(zx) for x € D, then d[U] = uy and d*[U,U] = 2uy. Therefore the

shape calculus method produces the same result as our method.

The right-hand side of the boundary condition (2.12) for each u,, involves
the normal derivatives of all lower order terms. The inverse Lax-Wendroff
procedure, which is used to construct high order numerical methods such
as in [18], enables us to convert the high order normal derivatives into the
first order normal derivative and the tangential derivatives on the boundary
0D. See Lemma 2.3 below. This conversion procedure here seems only
optional in theory, but as we shall show in Section 3, for piecewisely smooth
coefficients, this step is essential for the use of transmission conditions on
the interface to link the interior solution and the exterior solution.

Lemma 2.3. Let u satisfy Lu = f where L is the elliptic operator in (1.3).
Then all the normal derivatives Oku on a smooth surface T' with order k > 2
can be expressed in terms of the boundary I', the restrictions of the function
w and its normal derivative Opu on T, and the coefficient functions a™, b,
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¢, i,j=1,---,d. Therefore for every k > 2, every smooth surface I', every
elliptic operator L and every smooth function f, there exists an operator

Fircrls-]

acting on a pair of functions defined on I' such that for any smooth func-
tion u satisfying Lu = f, its k-th normal derivative Ofu on T is given by
Firc,flu, Opul.

In addition, it is easy to see the following properties of the operator
Fir.c.fl- -] from the linearity of L:

Fir.crlu, Onu] + Fir 2,00, Onv] = Frr £ o[t + v, Opu + Opv],

cFyr r.flu,Onu] = Fir ceflcu, cOpul, Ve eR,

where u and v solve Lu = f and Lv = @ respectively. In particular, taking
c =0 in the last equality yields Fj, 1 0[0,0] = 0.

For the proof of this lemma, refer to Theorem 1 in Section 4.6 of [7].
The crucial assumption for the proof is the noncharacteristic condition of T,
which is automatically guaranteed by the ellipticity of £. This lemma will
be used later multiple times and the dependency on I' and £ in the notation
of the mapping F' may be dropped out if they are self-explanatory.

With this notation F', the boundary condition for u,(n > 1) in (2.12) can
be formally written as

Un(m) = (h(:,))azg(m) - h(m)anunfl(m)

n k
h(x)
-2 ((/-c')Fk,aD@,ak,nf[un—k, Onttn—i) (@)
k=2 ’

To demonstrate the above theory and show how the conversion of the
higher order normal derivatives works, in Appendix A, we present two ex-
amples in 2D. The first is our motivating example of exciton diffusion and
the second is the Poisson equation. Furthermore, in Appendix A, we demon-
strate how to generalize our method to the Neumann boundary condition
and the reaction-diffusion equation with nonlinear terms.

2.2. The partial sums. We have formally derived the hierarchic systems
of the boundary value problems for the expansion terms {u,} in Section
2.1. We next derive the closed boundary value problems which the partial
sums approximately satisfy. The procedure is the same as in [5]. Define the
partial sums

ol (@) = Zakuk(w), n > 0.
k=0
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On the boundary 0D, by using (2.12), we have

() =Y ePug(a)
k=0
n gk x k n k T J
k=0 k=0 j=1
L e (h(=))" L (@)
=k§05 (bt )agg@)_;e(j, Y ogln )

It is worth pointing out that the system of the boundary value problems for
vl is defined recursively. To obtain v, one needs to solve the boundary
value problems from vl (i.e., ug) up to v, Thus, in total, (n + 1)
Dirichlet boundary value problems have to be solved. However, it is possible
to directly solve one boundary value problem to obtain the approximation
with the same order as v[™ by replacing the v!" 7! terms on the right-hand
side of (2.16) by v, Then one obtains the following closed boundary value
problem, whose solution is denoted by wlm:

Lul" = f in D,
i ak(h(w)) i sk(h(w))k
|

k
Z T@ﬁu[n] (x) = Z

k=0 ’ k=0

Ok g(x) on dD. (2.17)

In particular, the boundary value problems for v} and ul? are

Lull = f in D,
ultl + ehdpult = g + ehdpg on OD,

Lu? = f in D,
62h2 €2h2
ul? + ehdpul? + ?(fbum =g+ ¢chOng + Taﬁg on 0D.

The following theorem gives the approximation error of vl whose proof
is given in Appendix B.1.

Assumption 2.4. Assume D C D, C D,, and 0D € C*°. Let the operator
L given by (1.3) be strictly elliptic in De, and have the coefficients a,
b, ¢ belong to C*(D,) and ¢ > 0. Also assume f,g € C*®(De,) and
h e C>*(0D).

Theorem 2.5. Under the Assumption 2.4, ¥Yn,m > 0,
= O(e"h). (2.18)

H”M - UEHHM(D)
The following approximation error of u™ has been proved in [5] for n =
0,1,2,

Jut! - = 0",

UEHHl(D)
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Note that although u[® and v[" have the same approximation order, there
might still be a considerable difference in the accuracy of their approximation
errors due to the effects of the prefactors. The numerical results in [5] show
that the approximation ul™ produces much less accurate results than v
for n = 1,2. This can be easily confirmed by the following simple one-
dimensional example:

u/=2 inD.=(0, 1+¢),
ue(0) = u(14+¢) =0.

The true solution is u.(x) = 22 — (1 + €)z. The equation for ug reads

uyg =2 in D = (0, 1),
uo(0) = up(1) =0,

2

with the solution ug(z) = x* — x. Then the equation for u; is

u{=0 in D= (0, 1),
u1(0) =0, wui(1)=—uy(l) =—-1.
So uy(x) = —z, and then the partial sum vl (z) = ug(z) + euy (z) = 22 —
x —ez. Hence
o () — ug(x) = 0.

The equation for ul!l is

(uh)"=2 in D=0, 1),
u(0) =0, (1) +e(uM)(1) = 0.

142
We find wl!l (v) = 2% — 1—:_ 837, which is a worse approximation than v/l
€
since
i) e’ 5
u(x) —us(x) = T35 O(e%).

1]

To attain the zero error as v!!l, one needs to proceed to the next order u2

by solving

(uP)"=2 in D= (0, 1),
ul@(0) =0, (1) +e(u@) (1) +€*=0.

It turns out ul?(z) = vlll(z) = 22 — 2 — ex.

3. THE THIN LAYER PROBLEM

Next, we generalize the above method from the continuous material co-
efficients a(x) to the transmission problem associated with the piecewisely
smooth coefficients. The Taylor expansion used in Section 2.1 is still appli-
cable since we essentially apply the expansion on each subdomain where a
is smooth. The next step is to use Lemma 2.3 (the inverse Lax-Wendroff
procedure) to convert the high order normal derivatives on the interface to
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the first order normal derivative and the tangential derivatives. This critical
step facilitates the transmission condition given on the interface to build the
connection between the solutions on each subdomain.

For ease of exposition, we only deal with the outward perturbation where
h(x) > 0 for all x € dD. So D is a (proper) subset of D, and the difference
D, \b is the thin layer L.. The transmission condition is thus imposed on

I''={x€dD:h(x)>0}CaD.

Note that T' = D NOL. and D\ T = {x € D : h(x) = 0} = 0D N dD..
Assume that the second order coefficients a™/, 4, j = 1,--- ,d, are piecewisely
smooth and have jumps only across the transmission interface I'. In addition,
the term f on the right-hand side of the equation is also allowed (but not
necessarily) to have jumps on I'. Specifically, we assume for i,j =1,--- ,d,

. a? (x) for wt(x)  for x
Zj(m):{ mt( ) f €D f(m):{ f ( ) f eD

al (x) forx e L.’ foxt(x) forx € L’

ext

a

ij ) . Y . iJ
where a;7, and fi,; are smooth functions on D while ag, and fex smooth

on L,, and in general, a?ﬁt(m) # ag(t(a:) forx €I
Write
Uint (@) for & € D,
u(w) — 1nt( )
uext () for @ € L,
then the transmission problem of our concern takes the form:
( .
£uint = fint m D,
Luext = fext in Le,

d d
it = 7 MO, Uiy = .m0 T 1
Uint = Uext, Qi i Oz ; Uing = AextNiOz;Uext ON L, (3 )
t,j=1 1,j=1

Uing = ¢ on 0D NOD,
Uext = ¢ on 0D.NIL..

3.1. Asymptotic expansions in D and L.. Conceptually, we may first
extend the domain of uey; to a fixed larger domain L., as in Section 2.1.1,
and for simplicity we still use wueyt for its extension. Assume the following
two ansétze for ui,y and ueyt respectively:

Uint () = D "Uint (@) for @ € D, (3.2)
n=0

Uext (T) = Zanuexm(w) for x € L. (3.3)
n=0

Plug these ansétze into (3.1), and match the terms at the same order of ¢,
then we obtain the following equations for win,, and et n,

£uint,n = 6O,nfint in D, and ['Uext,n = 6O,nfext in L507
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and the transmission conditions on I' for wint , and Uexn,

Uint,n = Uext,n, (34)
d d
E aintniaxjuint,n = § aextniaxjuext,n- (35)
i,7=1 i,7=1

The boundary conditions on 9D, N 9D for Uint,p IS Uint,n = 00,ng aNd Uext,n
share the same condition on D, N OL..

Our goal is to derive the correct boundary conditions on 9D for uin -
Note that we already have these conditions on 9D NJD,, thus it remains to
find the boundary conditions on I' for wint,,. To this end, we actually first
derive the boundary conditions on I' for uextrn, and then convert uextr, to
Uintn Dy the transmission conditions (3.4) and (3.5).

To work on the exterior solution uext, which behaves nicely in L.,, we
apply the Taylor expansion method used in Section 2.1.2 to the ansétz (3.3)
with the boundary condition uext = g on 0D, N OL.. The obtained result is
the following recursive expression of the boundary conditions on I' for uext p:

Uext,0 = ga

Uext,n = § k' 8 'n Wext,n—k

h™ (3.6)
= 78719 hOntext n—1

- E Ey, 0k, m fext uext n—k» anuext,n—k]y Vn > 1,

\

where the operator Iy r is the operator Fjr .y introduced in Lemma 2.3
and the subindices I' and £ are dropped for simplicity.

To handle the terms Optextn—k on the right-hand side of (3.6), we need
the following lemma, proven in Appendix B.2.

Lemma 3.1. For any integer n = 0 and any € I', one can uniquely
determine the value of the normal derivative Opuecxtn(x) on I' from the in-
formation of wint,n by using (3.4) and (3.5). More precisely, Opuecxt.n(x) for
x € I only depends on

the normal vector n = n(x) and
the value of uing n (') for all ' € T' and
OnUintn(x) and

the second order coefficients amt(w) and ant(m) i,j=1,---,d.

Now the transmission conditions (3.4) and (3.5), serve the bridge from
Uext,n tO Uint,n, With the aid of Lemma 3.1. Then the calculation following
the procedure in the proof of Lemma 3.1 shows that (3.6) leads to the
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following final results for the boundary condition of {uint,} on I':

Uint,0 = 9,
A" " pk
Uint,n = Faﬁ,g - hQ1 - ﬁFkﬁk,nfext [uint,n—ka ‘Jk:] ,VTL > 1;
! — k!
(3.7)
where for any « € 0D,

o Qint(n)anuint,nfk + Z‘ij:l(afﬁt - ag(t)niarj Uint,n—k

qr(x) : Qent (1) :

d d
Qext(n) 1= Z agctninjv Qint(n) := Z aiﬁtninﬁ
i,j=1 i,j=1
Remark 3.2. Since we have h = 0 and Uiny,n, = Oo,ng on the boundary
0D\ T, the boundary conditions (3.7) also holds on 0D \T' and thus on the
whole boundary 0D.

As an illuminating example, let us consider the elliptic operator £ =
—V - (co(2)V) with a discontinuous o (), which has been studied in Example
A.2 when o(x) is a smooth function.

Example 3.3. Set g =0 and L= -V - (o(x)V). Assume

B Oimt(x) forx € D,
o(@) = { oext(T) for x € L, (3:8)

where iny and oext are smooth functions on D and IT_;O respectively, and in
general, they are distinct on the common boundary. To ensure the ellipticity
of L, we assume that oiny and oexy are both positive everywhere in their
domain. Then the transmission condition (3.5) reads

Oint anuint,n = Oext an,uext,n-

Thus we deduce
Oint anuint,n

(3.9)

OnUext n =
Oext

Next, we compute explicitly the boundary conditions on I' for the first three
orders Uing n -
Order n = 0. The boundary condition (3.7) on I' for uint o is simply

Uint.0 = 0. (3.10)
Order n = 1. The boundary condition (3.6) on I' for uext1 reads
Uext,l(w) = _h(a:)anuext,ﬂ(w)-
Then by (3.4) and (3.9), we obtain the boundary condition on I' for win1:
hUint

Uint,1 = _Tanuint,o- (3.11)
ext
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Order n = 2. Applying the boundary condition (A.8) for ug in Example
A.2 10 Uext,2 ylelds

h2 fext

20ext

h? (ﬁnaext

Uext,2 = _hanuext,l + ? + ﬁ) anuext@ +

Oext
K is the curvature of 0D, defined in Example A.2. Then substituting (3.4)
and (3.9) into the last equation gives the boundary condition on I' for wing -

h2 fext

206xt

(3.12)

Uint,2 = ——— OnUint,1

2
hoint h*oing (anaext
Oext 206xt

+ H) 8nuint,0 +
Oext
3.2. The approximate boundary conditions for the partial sums.

Define the partial sums

1nt

[n] x) = Zekuim,k(w) for x € D,
ol (x) = -

(EZ]t (x) = fokuext,k(w) for x € L,,.

As in Section 2.2, the goal here is to derive the recursive boundary condition
for the partial sums and to find the closed boundary value problems for the
approximations [

[n]

To derive the boundary conditions that the partial sums v, satisfy, we
have two equivalent approaches. The first one is to directly derive the bound-

[n]

ot from the boundary conditions for wiyg, which are

[n]

ext

ary conditions for v;

already obtained above; the second approach is to apply (2.16) to v and

[n ]

then transfer to v;; via the following transmission conditions

[n] _  [n]
Uint = Vexts
d
ij [n]
§ :aintnZ Zj 1nt § :a’ tnlaﬁl?gvexw
i,j=1 4,j=1

which can be easily deduced from (3.4) and (3.5). Let us continue to work
on Example 3.3 to illustrate the first approach.
Order n = 1. On the boundary 0D, (3.10) and (3.11) give

n hUinta _ chont
Vipt = —€ mUint,0 = —
Oext Oext

Ol (3.13)

T ¥int

Then we are motivated to introduce the following Robin boundary value
problem for w:

Lul = f in D,

) .14
ultl 4 %&mm =0 ondD. (3.14)

Oext
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Order n = 2. On the boundary 0D, (3.12) and (3.13) show

2 21,2
2] ehoint , [0 € hoint €°h“0int [ OnOext
Uint = — On Uiy — OnUint,1 + + K ) OnUint,0 +

Oext Oext 20ext Oext

212 212
ehoint n , € hZ0int [ OnOext o] , € R fext
= ———0Onvjy + K ) Opvyy + ———,
Oext 206xt Oext 20ext

thus the closed Robin boundary value problem for u[? can be imposed as:
Lu? = f in D,

W2y Mg
Oext 20ext

272
+ li) Opul?l = M on 0D.

Oext
(3.15)
To compare with the results derived in [5] where the coefficient o is piece-
wise constant, we set oy = 0p and eyt = 1 and h(x) > 0 for all € ID.
Then (3.14) becomes

Lol = f in D,
ull + ehogdpul =0 on 4D,

21,2
2] _ e“h*oint (an,o'ext

Oext

which is the same as that in [5]. The equation (3.15) becomes

Lu@ = f in D,

ekh

22 f
(2] _ 2] _
ul*l + ehoy (1 5 )8nu

2
Multiplying the boundary condition for ul2 by (1+ %) yields

on 0D.

exh e2k2h? exh\ e2h?f
hdibd P V) _ 2] = i
(1+ 2 )“ +5h00(1 )a"“ (1+ 2 ) 2
that is,
h 2p2
(1 + %)um + chogdpul? = £ 5 / +0(e?).

By neglecting the third order term O(e?), we have the same equation in [5]
for ul?.

4. THE THIN LAYER PROBLEM WITH HIGH-CONTRAST RATIO

From this section, we take into account of the contrast ratio parame-
ter o together with the geometric perturbation parameter €. This section
considers the following transmission problem on D.:

—AUint = fint in D,

—0AuUext = fext in Le,

Uing = Uext OnUingt = 00pUext, on I, (4'1)
Ut =g on 0D, NOD,

Uext = ¢ on 0D.NIL,

52h2fext
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where o is a positive constant. The geometry of the domains are exactly
the same as in Section 3, i.e., D C D, and L. = D.\ D. T is the interface
separating two materials with different conductivity. A large o means a
large conductivity in the thin layer L. and a small 0 means a (relatively)
large conductivity in the interior D.

We want to investigate the limiting behavior, as well as the asymptotic
expansions, of the interior solution iy as ¢ — 0 and ¢ — 0 or 0 — .
Before we present the abstract analysis, let us first heuristically show how
three scaling regimens can appear by considering a simple 1D example.

Example 4.1. Let D = (0, 1), D, = (—¢cho, 1+ chy) with two numbers
ho,h1 = 0, and take fint = fext = —2 and g = 1. Then it is easy to find the
interior solution is

hoh
Uint (2) =2 — Az + B — = 160, (4.2)
o
and the exterior solution is
2_A hoh
S SR Ye) —hoe < 2 <0,
Uext (T) = 7
. 2 Azt A-1
roAry +(1—A+B)—h°h15(], 1<z <1+ he,
o o
(4.3)
where
Ao o+ 2hie + (h? — h3)e? B o+ hie — h3e? _ 2+ (ho+h1)52‘
o+ (ho+ hi)e ’ o+ (ho+ hy)e’ o+ (ho+ hi)e

The limiting behavior of the interior solution (4.2) and exterior solution

(4.3) for this example is different in the following three cases
(i) e/o — 0,
(ii) o/e — 0,

(iii) €/0 — ¢, where ¢ € (0, o0).

In Case (i), as € and p := /o0 tend to 0, we have the interior solution
(4.2) uing(xr) — 22 — 2 +1 ~ O(1), and the exterior solution ey (z) ~
O(c™ 1) +0(1) + O(u) = O(pu/e) + O(1).

In Case (ii), introduce A := o /e, then both € and A go to 0, If hohy > 0,
i.e., the domain perturbation is applied to the whole boundary 0D, then u;yt
is at the order O(A~1); otherwise, one has hg = 0 or hy = 0, and s0 iy () ~
O(1). In both circumstances, ey is at the order O(c~!) = O(e~1A71).

In Case (iii), as ¢ = 0 and £/0 — ¢, Uint(x) ~ O(1) and wueyt is at the
order O(c™1) = O(e71).

For general problems, the scalings of the magnitudes of wjy, and Uext
behave exactly the same as in the above example. In the next, we develop
the two-parameter asymptotic analysis for the general transmission problem
(4.1) by discussing the above three cases. The results we obtained below
are written recursively up to any order in an abstract way. The readers can
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find explicit boundary conditions and solvability conditions for some lower
order terms for each case in Appendix C.

4.1. Case (i): ¢/0 — 0, ¢ — 0. We now treat ¢ and
p=cjo

as independent small parameters. Introduce the rescaled exterior solution
Uext = ElUext, then rewrite the original equation (4.1) in terms of w,; and

Uext -

—Atuiny = fint in D,

—Allext = fifext in Le,

Uext = EUint, Onllext = UWOnUint on I, (4.4)
Uing = g on 0D N oD,

llext = €9 on 0D NIL..

\

Assume u;iye and eyt have double asymptotic expansions
o0
m, n
uint(m) = § uint,m,n(iv)6 w, xc Da
m,n=0

00
aCXt(x) = Z ﬂoxt,m,n(w)gm,un, T € Leo-

m,n=0

After substituting these into (4.4) and equating terms of each pair of powers
of € and u, we get the following results:

- Auint,m,n = 50,m50,nfint in D,

- Aﬂext,m,n = 50,m51,nfext in Leoa

- Uint,m—1,n» m =1
Uext,m,n = on I
0, m=20
~ o a'n,uint,m,n—la n=1
6nuext,m,n = on I,
0, n=>0

Uint,m,n = 60,m50,ng on 0D, NOD.

For the boundary condition #ex = €g on 9D, N L., applying the Taylor
expansion method as in Section 2 and Section 3 yields the following recursive
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boundary conditions on I' for eyt m.n:

Uext,0,n = 0,

hm— 1
aext,m,n :5O,n(7n78m 1 Z k! 8 uextm k,n
hm—l
:5O,nma;nilg - ha’naext,m—l,n
m hk
- Z?Fk Ok, m&gnfext[uextm knaanuextm kn] Vm = 1.

(4.5)
Next, we transform these boundary conditions on I' for text m.n into those

for Uing,m,n- One has on the interface I

KM
- m -
Uint,m,n =Uext,m+1,n = 5O,n 7'871, g — hOptiext,m,n
m+1
- E k 2Ok, m+101,n fext [uext m+1—k,n» anuext m+1—k n]

Thus for m = 0, we have on I’

_ 9, n =0,
Uint,0,n :60,719 - hanuext,o,n =
hOpint 0,0 1, nz=l;

and form>1andn=0,on

m m hF pmtl
Uint,m,0 :mﬁ,@”g - Z HFk,O[Uint,m—k,o, 0] — mFmH,O[O, 0]
k=2
hm ™ Rk
:ﬁazlg - Z HFk,O[uint,m—ki), 0}
k=2

Note that here we used the trivial fact F,41,0[0,0] = 0 by definition
Form,n>1,on T

hk:

Uint,m,n = — hanuint,m,n—l X —Fy O[umt m—k,n» OnWing ;m+1—kn— 1]

k=2
hm-l—l

mt 1)l Frt1.61  fexe [0 Ontint,0,n—1]-

4.2. Case (ii): 0/¢ — 0, ¢ = 0. Now both ¢ and

Ai=o/e
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are small parameters. Introduce eyt = OUext = Aelext. Then (4.1) becomes

(

—Atint = fint in D,

—Allext = fext in Le,

Uext = ENUing  Onllext = OpUing, on I,
Ut =g on 0D, NOD,

Uext = EAg on 0D NOL..

We have to further study two subcases and treat them separately.

4.2.1. Case (ii)1: T' # 9D, or D N 9D, # (. This means the domain
perturbation is only applied to a proper subset I' of the boundary 9D.
Assume the double asymptotic expansions

S
uint(m) = Z Uint,m,n(x)em)\ny zeD,

m,n=0

0o
aext(m) = Z 7lext,m,n(w)c‘gm)\n, T € LEQ-

m,n=0
Substituting these into (4.1) and equating terms of each pair of powers of €
and A, we find that
- Auint,m,n = 50,m50,nfint in D,
- Aaextﬂnm, = 50,m50,nfext in Lam

. on I,
0, otherwise

~ {uint,m—l,n—ly m,n 2 1

Uext,m,n =

8n'&cxt,m,n = an,uint,m,n on I,

Uint,m,n = 50,m50,ng on 0D, NID.
Applying the Taylor expansion method to the boundary condition text =
eAg on 0D, N 0L., we obtain the following recursive boundary conditions
on I' for Uext,m,n:

( ~
Uext,0,n = 0,
pm—1 m hk
N -1 kA
Uext,m,n :51,nm8;? g — Z Hanuext,mfk,n
k=1
hm—l 1
:51,nmazbi g— ha’nuext,m—l,n
m Bk
- Z ﬁFk,ék,szg,nfcxt [uext,mfk,rn anuext,mfk,n]a Ym > 1.
k=2

(4.6)
Next, we convert these boundary conditions for tiextm,,» into those for
Uint,m,n- 1t turns out that the Neumann boundary condition on I' appears in



23

this case. For m =0, on I

Uint,0,n = aext,l,n+1 = 60,ng - hanaext,O,nJrl = 50,ng - han,uint,O,n+1a
thus we get for n > 1,

o . 61,ng 1 .
nUWint,0,n = A - Euint,o,n—la
moreover, we have for m =n =0, on I
. 1,
anuint,O,O = anuext,O,O = _Euext,l,o =0.
Form >1and n =0, one has on I,
8'n,uint,m,() = 8naext,m,0
1 _
1. Lkl ) A
- — Euext,m—l—l,o - TFk,ék,erlfext [uext,m-i-l—k:,ﬂa a'n,uext,m—‘rl—l~c,0]
k=2 ’
m—+1 _
hk 1

=) 0 Flobm 1 fexe [0 Ontint mr1-k0l;
k=2

and for m,n > 1, on I

8nuint,m,n = naext,m,n
m—1 1 m+1 hk*l
_ m . A .
—51,n ml an, g — ﬁuext,erl,n - Ll Fk:,()[uext,m—&-l—k,na a'rLuext,m—&-l—k:,n]
! = !
hm—l 1 m hk—l
m
:51,71 8n g — 7T Uint,m,n—1 — Fk,O[uint,m—k,n—ly 8'rl.uint,m—l—l—k,n]
m! h k!
k=2
Bm

~ g i rrrol0 Ontineonl:

Note that the boundary conditions on 0D for uinm, are the mixture
of the Neumann conditions on I" and the Dirichlet conditions intmn =
d0.mdo,ng on OD \ T

4.2.2. Case (ii)y: T = 0D, or D N 9D, = (. In this case, the domain
perturbation is applied to the whole boundary dD. It turns out that u, is
at the order O(A~1). So we assume

Uing () = i": i Uint,mn(x)e™A", € D.

m=0n=-—1

Consequently, the transmission conditions on I' = 0D become

N Uint,m—1,n—1, m 21
Uext,m,n = on 0D,
0, m=20

Ont n>=0
anuin‘c,m,n = nextm.n - on dD.
0, n=-—1
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In addition, (4.6) still holds. We already have Onuint,m,—1 = 0; on 0D, and
forn >0, on 0D
a'n,uint,m,n =0OnUext m,n

hm 1 1 .
=01 n 6m Euext,m—l—l,n

m+1 k—1
h .
- § Ey. Ok, m+100,n fext [uext m+1—k,n» 8nuext,m—I—1—!4:,71]~

Thus on 0D, one has for m =0, n > 0,

51,ng 1 ~ 51,719 1
8nuin‘c,O,n = h - Euext,l,n = h - Euint,O,n—l;
and for m > 1, n > 0,
hm 1 1 hm
8nuint,m,n :51 am Euint,m,n—l - mFerl,&mecxt [07 a'n,uint,O,n]

hk 1
- E k! FkO ulntm kn— 1a8nu1ntm+1 kn]

The above Neumann boundary value problems for wing m,, are not well-
posed, since the solution to the Poisson equation with pure Neumann bound-
ary condition

—Au=f, inD,
Ontt = g, on 9D,

can only be determined up to constant. However, note that a necessary
condition for the existence of a solution to the Neumann problem is

Lo~y

Applying this solvability condition to the Neumann problem for int m.n+1
leads to an additional boundary integral condition for win m n. Specifically,
the following solvability conditions can uniquely determine it m n:

U; 1)
/ Lz / (5—1,nfint +/ 0,n97 n =0,
op h D op I

and form > 1, n > 0,

—1

Uint hm

/ mt,m,n — 50 n am
op h

hk 1
- Z/ il Fk:O Uint,m— k:naanumt m+1— kn—l—l]
oD

B 7F 0,0
/8D (m—i—l). m+1,0— lnfext[ numtOnJrl]
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4.3. Case (iii): ¢/0c — c € (0, ), € — 0. For this case, we introduce the
small parameter

0=

£
— —c,
g

and also rescale the exterior solution texy = €uext as in Case (i). Plugging
the ansétz

0o
uint(m) = Z uint,m,n(m)gm‘gn xeD,

m,n=0

o
Uext(T) = Z Uext,mn(x)e™0"  x € Lgy.

m,n=0

into (4.4) yields the following

- AUint,m,n = 50,m50,nfint in D, (47)
- Aaext,m,n = 50,m60,ncfext + 5O,m51,nfext in Lsov (48)
in — ) 2 1
71ext,’m,n = {u bl " on F? (49)
0, m =20
a in — 8 in ) > 1
Onliext,mn = { it LT b " onl’, (4'10)
T Canuint,m,nv n=20
Uint,m,n = 00,m00,ng ON 0D:NOD. (4.11)

From the boundary condition eyt = €9 on 0D-NO L., the recursive boundary
conditions on I' for texi,m,n are derived in (4.5). The derivation of the
boundary conditions of wint,m,n from those of eyt m,n is below.

For m =0, one has on I’

Uint,0,n = Uext,1,n :6O,ng - ha’nuext,o,n

_Jg- chOnUint,0,05 n =20,
_Chanuint,(),n - hanuint,o,nfla n = 1.

Thus we obtain the following Robin boundary conditions

9 n =0,
Uint,0,n Chanuint,(),n =
_hanuint,o,n—ly n=1
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Form>1andn=0,onT,

Uint,m,0 :aext,erl,O

hm Tk
m - -
76 g — hOp texs ,m,0 — Z ﬁFk,ék’m_ﬂcfext [uext,m—l—l—kz,O) 8TI.uext,m—l-1—1@,0]
k=2
h™ m, Ny
778 Chanuint,m,() - Z EFk,O[uint,mfk,Oy Canuint,m+17k,0]
k=2
hm+1

o mFm+1vcf9xt [07 ca’nuint,0,0],

hence the Robin boundary condition on I" is

m
Uint,m,0 + Chanuint,m,o a g — E k" Fk ,0 umt m—k,0s Canumt m+1—k O]

hm+1

a mFm+l,cfext [07 Canuint,O,O]-

For m,n > 1, on I', we have

Uint,m,n :aext,erl,n
m+1
N h N
= - ha’nuext,m,n - k' Ey, Ok m+101,n fext [Uext m+1—kns a’nuext,m—l—l—k,n}a
k=2
= - Chanuint,m,n - hanuint,m,nfl
m k
- E EFk,O[uint,m—k,n) Canuint,m—i-l—k,n + a'n,uint,m—i—l—lc,n—l]
k=2
herl

- mFm+ly61,nfext [0, cOnUint,0,n + OnUint,0.n—1],

and thus the Robin boundary condition on I is

Uint,m,n + Chanuint,m,n
hm+1

= — hanuint,m,n—l - mFm—&-l,&l,nfext [07 8nuint,0,n—1 + Canuint,ﬂ,n]

- § ]{Z' FkO ulntm knaanumt m+1—kn—1 +Canu1nt m+1— kn}

To summarize the above three cases, we find that the limit ¢/0 — ¢ is
quite important: the value of ¢ determines the type of the boundary condi-
tions in the asymptotic series. ¢ = 0 means € decays faster than ¢ or ¢ is
not a small value, and our result shows that the boundary conditions for the
asymptotic expansions remain the Dirichlet type. ¢ = oo corresponds to a
very small conductivity in the exterior layer, and in this case, it is interesting
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to see the Neumann conditions on 9D for all terms in the asymptotic expan-
sions. The case of ¢ € (0,00) that leads to the Robin boundary conditions
can be regarded as between the above two extreme cases.

5. ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION FOR THE PERTURBED INTERFACE PROBLEM

The previous sections on the interface problem assume that the interface
is the boundary of the fixed domain D. The geometric perturbation is only
applied to the outside layer. In this section, we focus on the situation where
the interface is perturbed. The setting is the following. Assume D is a
smooth bounded domain and is partitioned into two subdomains separated
by an interface I';:

D=DruD_ UT.. (5.1)
I'. = 9DZ N dD] is assumed smooth. The interface I'c is modelled in a
perturbative way. Assume there is a fixed interface I' and let n(x) be the
unit normal vector on I' pointing outward of D~. That is, the whole domain
D has a fixed decomposition D = D~UDTUT. Then we define I'; for € < &g

I.={a':2' =z +ch(x)n(z),z cT}. (5.2)
We consider the following interface problem on D with transmission con-
dition on the interface I'.:
V- (0% (@)Vut(2)) = f(z) in DE,
uf (@) =uz (®), o' (2)0n.ul (®) =0 (T)0n.u; (®) onlc, (53)
uf =g ondDNAIDE,

where 0% () > 0 for every * € DF, and n.(x) is the unit normal vector

on I'c pointing outward of DZ. Denote u. restricted on DI and D by
ul and u_, respectively. For this interface problem (5.3), the variational
formulation reads as follows: Seek u. € H}(D) such that

/D+0+Vuj-VUdac+/D_a_Vu;-Vvda::/vadm Vv € H} (D). (5.4)

We assume that o& are defined on sufficiently large domains such that for
every sufficiently small e, 0 € C®(DZF). We also assume f € C°°(D).

Then, ut € C®(DZ).
Assume the coefficient o(x) is the piecewise homogeneous case:

1 D
o(a:):{’ rele, (5.5)
o, ©xecD_,

where ¢ is a positive constant. We are interested in the high-contrast ratio
limit, which corresponds to a very small or very large value of o.

[13] has studied the first order and second order perturbations to the
problem (5.3) by the method of shape calculus for small . The second
order approximation was obtained by considering the Hessian with respect
to the perturbation function h on the reference interface I'. We shall show



28 J. CHEN, L. LIN, Z. ZHANG, AND X. ZHOU

FIGURE 2. Schematic illustration of the interface perturba-
tions and extensions for two different cases of the interface
problem. The unperturbed interfaces I' are the vertical diam-
eter (left) and the inner circle (right) respectively, while the
perturbed interfaces I'c are the dashed lines for both cases.
The unperturbed, e-perturbed and gp-perturbed subdomains
are respectively DT = aUbUc, D™ = dUeU f; DI = aUbU f,
D =dUcUe; DI =aUeU f, D =dUbUc. uf are
extended to the sufficiently large fixed domains D+ U D} =
aUbUcUeU fand D™UD; =dUbUcUeU f respectively.
The Cauchy problems for %X are imposed in the thin layers
AT =cUeand AZ =bU f respectively.

how to derive the expansions for small € up to any order by the method of
Taylor expansion. The main tool used here is similar to our previous work
in [9] to calculate the first order derivative. After deriving the e-expansion,
we proceed to the two-parameter expansion.

5.1. Asymptotic expansions in e.

5.1.1. The extension of uZ. The first technical issue when applying the Tay-
lor expansion is how to extend the solutions uZ of (5.4) from their own
subdomains D¥ onto the larger and fixed domains which both include the
interface I'c for all € € [0,&0]. Such domains are chosen as D¥ U DZ. On

these fixed domains D* U Dg;, ugc are known on the parts DF; we thus

consider the differences AF which consist of the disjoint thin layers:
AF = (D*uDZ)\ DF = (D*\ D) U (DE\ D).

Refer to Figure 2. Denote the solution extended on A by @+, and assume
that %X and uf have the same values and the same normal derivatives on
the common boundary I'.. Specifically, ﬂsi are constructed as the unique

solutions to the following Cauchy problems posed in the thin layers D* \Digi
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and Dgf) \Disi respectively:

{ (o(@)ViZ(z)) = f(z) in AX = (D*\ DF) U (DX \ D¥),

i =ut, Opif = Opul on I',,

where uZ, the solution to equation (5.4), are presumably given. As in Sec-
tion 2.1. 1 the Cauchy-Kovalevskaya theorem [7] guarantees that such exten-
sions can be realized analytically for sufficiently small ¢y so that the Taylor
expansion can be applied in a neighbourhood of T'.

5.1.2. Asymptotic expansions on the fized subdomains D*. For ease of no-
tation, we will still use uZ to denote their extensions defined above. Let us

consider

uf = ud 4 euf + i + ... (5.6)

First, for the transmission condition ul = uZ on I'. in (5.3), by (5.2) we
have

ul (x +eh(z)n(z)) = u- (x + ch(z)n(z)), =T,
and by (5.6), we have

Zs (x +eh(x Zau (x +eh(x)n(xz)), xel.

Then the Taylor expansions in € on both sides as before can yield

i<h(w)) 3k+ (m):i(h( )) 8.%7 () mEF,

k! nUn—k k! n-n—k
k=0 ’ k=0
thus
~ (h(z))*
[un(@)] = =Y P k(@) onT. (5.7)
k=1

where [v] := v — v~ deontes the jump across the subdomains from D~ to
DT.

On the other hand, from the variational form (5.4), we obtain

/ otVul - Vo da:—l—/ o~ Vu; -Vodez
D+ -

—/ G+Vu;“-V'Ud:B+/ U_Vua_'Vvd:c:/ fvde,
D 8D. D

where 3D, = (DF \ D¥) U (D*\ DF) = (D= \ DZ) U (D= \ D), and the
integrand on §D; is taken with a minus sign over D} \ D* = D=\ D_ and
a plus sign over DT\ DI = D_ \ D~. Note that

DY\DFf=D-\D  ={z+tn(z):xz €T, h(z) >0, 0 <t <ch(zx)},

(5.8)

DI\D" =D \D. ={z+tn(x):xz €T, h(x) <0, eh(x) <t <0}.
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To handle the integration [ p, in (5.8), we introduce the curvilinear co-

ordinates (&,t) in a sufficiently small tubular neighborhood of I, which are
defined by

x = 0(8) +1in(§),

where & = (&1, ,&4-1) € Q — 6(&) € T is a parametrization of the
interface I' and n(€) := n(6(£)). Then for any smooth function g, by
making use of a change of variables, we have

[ e[ ([ T e s meenia)e 69

where J(&,t) is the Jacobian determinant of the mapping (§,t) — «. By
Appendix B.3, (5.9) is equivalent to

/6 , dl@)de = /F < /Osh(O) §(6,1) det(I + tW) dt> dse(8),  (5.10)

where §(0,t) := g(0 +tn(0)), @ € I', I denotes the identity matrix, W =
(W,7) is the matrix representation of the Weingarten map, and dSr(0) de-
notes the surface area element on the hypersurface I'.

The equality (5.10) is the major foundation to apply the asymptotic ex-
pansion. We show how to proceed this task by considering the first two

orders u(:)t and uf: Since
g(0,t)det(I +tW) = g(0,0) + O(t) = g(0) + O(t), (5.11)
then

/ g(x)dx = 5/ h(6)g(0) dSp(0) + O(<?). (5.12)
6D I

Note that on I', we have the following orthogonal decomposition of the
gradient operator:

V =Vr +ndy,
where Vr denotes the surface gradient operator. Then
[oVug] - Vv = [6Vrug] - Vrv + [00pug) Opv on T (5.13)

Substituting (5.6) into (5.8), and applying (5.12) and (5.13), we are led to

1 1
Zs”/ otVu,! - Vode + Z 5”/ o Vu, -Vvdx
n=0 D+ n=0 -

— 5/ h([oVruo] - Vv + [00pug) Onv) dSp + O(e2) = / fode.
r D
Now we collect terms with equal powers of € and obtain:

/ U+VUS_'VUd$+/ J_Vug-Vvdac:/ foda; (5.14)
D+ - D
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/ JJrVu;r -Vodx + / o Vu; -Vudex

br ) (5.15)

— / h([anuo] - Vo + [00nug] 8nv) dSr =0 W e H&(D).
r

These weak formulations together with (5.7) with n = 0,1, lead to the
following two PDEs for ug and w1, respectively:

—V - (0(x)Vug(x)) = f(z) in DTUD™,
[ug(x)] = [o(x)Opuo(x)] =0 on T, (5.16)
u=g¢g ondD.

and

~V (o(x)Vui(x)) =0 in DTUD,
[u1] = —h [Onuo], [00nu1] = Vr - (h|o]Vrug) onT, (5.17)
u; =0 on 0D.

The equations for higher order terms, u,,n > 2, can be derived in the
same way by considering the higher order Taylor approximations for (5.11).

5.2. Two-parameter expansions. The expansion of high-contrast ratio
without interface perturbation is derived in [1]. In the sequel, we show
the two-parameter expansion results by combining our € expansion and the
o-expansion in [1]. We need to consider the following two different cases:

(i) e = 0,0 — o0,
(ii) e = 0,0 — 0.

Note that ¢ is defined on the subdomain D_ by (5.5). For Case (i), the
solution is still bounded; for Case (ii), the solution on D_ behaves at the
order O(1/0). The difference between these two cases is mainly a scaling
factor 1/0. We focus on Case (i) here. The derivation for Case (ii) can be
found in Appendix C.

In Case (i), we have ¢ — 0 and 0 — +o00. We introduce p = 1/0 and
treat € and p as independent small parameters. Assume ul and u_ have
double asymptotic expansions

uf(x) = Z ui}n(m)am,u", x € D,
m,n=0
and introduce the notation
[o@)
um (T) = uin ()", @€ D, (5.18)
n=0

From the condition (5.7) we obtain

[up.] =0, [ui.]=—h[Onhuo.] onT, (5.19)
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Substituting (5.18) into (5.19) and matching the terms with the same
order of y yield that
Ug, = uafn, n >0, (5.20)
uy, = ufn + h[Opuo,n] n > 0. (5.21)
For the piecewisely homogeneous case of o considered here, (5.14) and (5.15)

become that for all v € H}(D),

Vuf{, -Vude +/ oVug . - Vode = / fvda; (5.22)
D

D+

Vuf -Vodx + / UVUL -Vovdx

D+

- / h[(Vru(J{,, — anua,) -Vrv + (anu(; - a@nua,)ﬁnv] dSr = 0. (5.23)
r
Substituting (5.18) into (5.22) and (5.23), we have that for all v € HZ (D),

/ Vg - Voda =0, (5.24)
.

/ Vuy - Vo de = / h[Vpua’O -Vro + anua’oﬁnv] dsr, (5.25)
D- r

and for n > 0,

/ Vug, - Vudz + / Vug - Vode = (507,1/ fvde; (5.26)
D+ ’ D- ’ D
Vui, - Vodz + / Vuy g - Vode
D+ ’ D~ ’
- / h[(Vpuan - V[‘U&n+1) -Vro + (anu({n - 8nuan+1)(‘)nv] dSr = 0.
r
(5.27)

From (5.20) and the weak formulation (5.24) (5.26), we have the following
PDEs for each term:

—Augy=0 inD7,
Ontgy =0 onT, (5.28)
ugo =g ondD”NID;
and for n > 0,
—Auafn =donf in DT,
ug, = ug, onT, (5.29)
ua:n =dong on dDTNAOD;
and for n > 1,
—Auan = 61,nf in D™,
Ontg , = 6nu(’in_1 on T, (5.30)
ug, =0 ondD” NID.
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We also list the PDEs for the terms with m = 1:
—Auj =0 inD",
8nuio = —VF . (thu&O) on F,
u;o=0 ondD” NID;

and for n > 0,

+ _0 in Dt
—Auy, =0 in DT,
+ - + —
Uy, =up, — h(@nuOm — 8nu07n) on T,

ufn =0 ondDTNOD;

and
—Au;, =0 in D™,
8"”1_,71 = nuin—l +Vr- [h(Vpuafn_l — Vpu&n)] on I,
u, =0 ondD”NID.
Here we need to pay attention to a special situation that 0D~ = T,

or equivalently, 9D~ N 9D = (). Refer to the right panel in Figure 2. The
boundary value problems above then may become Neumann problems, which
are uniquely solvable only up to an arbitrary constant. To determine those
constants, as we have done in Section 4.2.2, we need the solvability condition
from the next order. For m = 0, and n > 1, the solvability condition for
(5.30) reads

/anu({n_ldsp = —51,n/ fdx. (5.31)
r D—

5.28) shows that us, = Cy. To determine Cy, we need to look at ul,
0,0 0,0
which satisfies

—Au&o =f in DT,
uafo =Cyp onl, (5.32)
u[{o =g ondD,
by (5.29). By the solvability condition (5.31), we have [.OnugodSr =
— p- [ dx, which uniquely determines the constant

. fD— f + fp(8n¢2 + 8n¢3)
fp 6n¢1 7

where ¢; solve the following equations, respectively,

Co =

—A¢1 =0 in D+, —Agf)g = f in D+, —A¢3 =0 in D+,
¢p1=1 onl, ¢p2=0 onT, ¢p3=0 onT,
¢1 =0 ondD, ¢o =0 ondD, ¢3 =g on JdD.

(5.33)
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APPENDIX A. EXAMPLES AND GENERALIZATIONS FOR SECTION 2

A.1. Two examples. The following two 2D examples demonstrate how the
explicit form of the operator Fj r . s can be obtained in Lemma 2.3.

Example A.1. Consider
Lu=—00%u — aasu +cu

over D = (0, L1)x (0, L) with constants o > 0, ¢ > 0 and the homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition g = 0. Suppose the domain perturbation is only
applied to the right boundary T = {(L1,y):0 <y < La} in the following
form

I. ={(Li+¢eh(y),y): 0<y < La}. (A1)
Then, ('3,]2 = 8’;, Vk > 0. The conversion of all partial derivatives of a
function w(x,y) with respect to x with k > 2 to the partial derivatives with
respect to y relies on the repeated use of the partial differential equation

Lw = —cd*w — a@jw +cw = ¢. (A.2)
Explicit forms when k =2 and k = 3 are as follows.
k=2: From (A.2), we have

Pw=-2 4 Y g, (A.3)
o o
which implies
¢ | co 2
Fs 490, 1] = e + Y 9,90-

k = 3: Differentiating (A.2) with respect to x yields
—0d3w — a@j@xw + cOyw = 0y,
and thus

8§w = (—aajaxw + cOpw — 8wq5) , (A.4)

Q=

which implies

1
F3 (90, 91] = p (—002g1 + cg1 — 0:9) -

Using the above formulas, we can convert all partial derivatives of ug and
up with k=2 and k = 3 in (2.14) and (2.15) to the partial derivatives with
respect to y with the following explicit forms.
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= 2: Using uo(L1,y) =0, 0 <y < Lo for ug in (A.3), we have

1
d7uo(L1,y) = ——f(L1y).
Solving Luy = 0 produces

cui (L1,
Puy(Ly,y) = 1(01y) — Ojui (L1, ).

k = 3: Substituting uo(x,y) into (A.4) and evaluating at © = Ly yield

1
8§UO(L17y) = ; (_Gajaxu()(l/hy) + ca:CUO(Llay) - 8xf(L17y)) :
Example A.2. Consider
L=-V-(o(x)V))=-0A-V05-V

in 2D with the scalar-valued smooth function o > 0 and set g = 0. Assume
the 1D boundary OD has a parametrization by the arc length s — 6(s). Then
at each point 0(s), the unit tangent vector T(s) is 0'(s) and the curvature
k(s) is defined as

7'(s) = —k(s)n(s), equivalently, r(s)=1(s) n/(s).
In a sufficiently small tubular neighborhood of 0D, the curvilinear coordi-

nates (s,t) are uniquely defined by x = 0(s) + tn(s). The gradient and the
Laplace operators in curvilinear coordinates are

V= T(s)mas + n(s)0o;,

and
1 K(s)

T 1+ tr(s) O (1 + tr(s) aS) 1 + tr(s)

8t+8t21

respectively.
Then the operator L has the new form in terms of (s,t),

B o 1 ok(S)
Lu= 1+ t/i(S)aS (1 + t/{(s)asu> 1+ tk(s) O
(915(783’&
1+ tr(s)

— 8n0'6tu.

— 00U —

Note that OF = OF, Vk > 0.
Explicit forms for Fy 4[-,-| and F34[-,-] are as follows.
k = 2: Consider the equation Lw = ¢ on 0D (i.e., t=0 )
—a(@fw + KOpw + a,%w) — 0500sw — OnpoOpw = o,
which implies
—f = 9595w — 9% — 0w — kO, (A.6)

g (o

Pw =

n

Thus

0o Ono
0590 — ——g1 — 0290 — Kg1.
g g

o
F> 490, 1] = T
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= 3: For simplicity we assume constant coefficient o in the following cal-
culation. Differentiating the equation Lw = ¢ with respect to t at
t =0 yields

o (KOs + 2k0? — 020y + k>0 — KO} — O} )w = D4

Thus,
3 / 2 _ o2 2 2 On¢
Opw =(K'0s + 2605 — 050n, + K“O0p, — KO, )W — ——
B (; 5 (A7)
=(K'0s + 3507 — 000 + 2620 )w — =+ .

In the last equality, we use (A.6) for O2w. Therefore

— O
Fi g0, 91] = (505 + 360%)go + (267 — 02)g1 + —

¢.

Using the above formulas, we can convert all partial derivatives of ug and
up with k =2 and k = 3 in (2.14) and (2.15) to the partial derivatives with
respect to y with the following explicit forms

k=2: On 0D, from (A.6), we have

On
8,,27,’&0 = —i i Uy — KOpUo
o

Thus the boundary condition (2.14) for ug on 0D is reduced to

h? [ On h?
Uy = —hOpuq + — (—a + m)@nuo + —f (A.8)

2\ o 20

Similarly, for n > 1, we have on 0D
0 0s

(ﬁun = —KkOpUn — ﬂﬁnun — —Uﬁsun — 652un.
o o

k =3: From (A.7), we have on 0D

a?lun :F3,60,nf[una 8nun]

K —

Uan F+ (1= do) (W0, + 3502 Jun + (26 — 02 ) O,

:50,71

A.2. Neumann boundary conditions. If the Neumann boundary condi-
tion dpu. = g rather than the Dirichlet boundary condition is prescribed on
the boundary 0D, for the equation (1.2), the above method in §2.1.2 still
works straightforwardly. w. = ¢ in (2.4) becomes Opwe = g on dD. now.
So (2.7) becomes

Z £"Opwn (z + eh(z)n(z)) = g(x + eh(z)n(z)) for x € D.

n=0
The Taylor expansions (2.8) and (2.9) are still applicable along the normal
direction n and the new conditions corresponding to (2.10) can be obtained
by following the previous procedure there.
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For ease of exposition, let us just show the specific forms for Example A.1
when the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition is imposed on I'c de-
fined in (A.1). The unit normal vector n(x,y) on I'c parallels to (1, —eh/(y)),
thus Y 07 " Opwy(z,y) = 0 on I is written as

o0

E:s”(aﬂmALl%-de%y)—eh%yﬁ%um(L1+6h@D£O)==0

n=0

Then the Taylor expansion gives arise to

>3 O

ak+lwm—k(L1a y) =

00 m— 1
Zz’:‘m 88wm 1— k(Lla )
m=1 k=0

Then after matching each order €™, we have that
drwo(L1,y) =0, (A.9)
and for m > 1,

m k m—
Z (h(:,))aiﬂ k(L1,y) Z

k=0 ’ k=0

,_.

Y)Or Oy w11 (L1,y).

In particular, the boundary conditions for m = 1,2 are
Bpwi + h(y)wo — I (y)dywo = 0,
1 2
Duwn + h(y)ws + 5 ((9)) 0wt — W ()01 — hy)W (1)0sdyw0 = 0.
A.3. Nonlinear equations. For some nonlinear partial differential equa-
tions, we may still use the above Taylor expansion method in Section 2.1.2

to derive a sequence of u, in the asymptotic expansion. We illustrate this
generalization by the following example.

Example A.3. Consider the following nonlinear equation with Dirichlet
boundary condition:

~Aug +u. —ud=f in D,
us =0 on dD;,

Assume the ansdtz as before ue =Y o2 €™uy, then

0o [es] 3

S~ Ay + ) — <Z gnun> —f

n=0 n=0
Successively equating coefficients of like powers €™ yields

—Aug + ug —ug = f,
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and forn > 1,

31 o
2 _ 20,11 in—1
—Aun + Uy — SUOUn = E WUO Uy Uy q -
0vi1s e iy 120 0- *1- n—1-:
tgtipttip_1=3
i1+2ig+--+(n—1)ip, _1=n

In particular, the equations for the first few terms are

— Aug +uy — 3udu; =0, (A.10)
— Aug +ug — 3u§u2 = 3u0u%, (A.11)
— Aug +ug — 3u§u3 = Guguiug + u:f (A.12)

Note that all these equations for n > 1 are linear. The boundary conditions
on 0D for each uy are exactly the same as in (2.12).

APPENDIX B. COLLECTION OF PROOFS

B.1. Proof of Theorem 2.5. The proof will rely on the following result:

Lemma B.1. Let us assume in addition to Assumption 2./, that Lw = 0
in D. Then

ol oy < € (1= Som)llel 2oy + Il o) )
where C' depends only on d, m, 0D and the coefficients a?, b?, c.

Proof. By Theorem 3 in [16], there exists ¢ € H™ (D) for which ¢ = w on
0D and

[l zrm () < Cllwl]

Then using Corollary 8.7 and Theorem 8.13 in [8], we have

a3 oDy < Cllwllgmap)-

leollzmpy < C((1 = o) w2y + I9llm(p) ).
Combining the above two inequalities yields the asserted inequality. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5. The boundary condition us = g on 0D, can be rewrit-
ten as

uz(z + eh(z)n(x)) = g(x + eh(x)n(x)), Ve e dD.
By the Taylor expansion to the (n + 1)-th order, we have
n k n k
ek (h(z)) ¥ (h(x))

ue(x) = Z T@ﬁg(m)—z Taﬁue(m)—i—(’)(anﬂ), x € 0D.
k=0 ' k=1 '

Thus by using (2.16), we find on 0D

n k
ol =) Ek(hé!w))ag (ue — o"H) 4 O(en Y. (B.1)

k=1



40 J. CHEN, L. LIN, Z. ZHANG, AND X. ZHOU

Then (2.18) can be proved by induction on n. Actually, for n = 0, (2.18)
follows from (B.1) and Lemma B.1. Now suppose we have proved (2.18) for
all k < n, then by trace inequality, we would have

105 (ue — U[n_k]) | zrmap) = OE" Y, vm>0.
Plugging these into (B.1) yields

HU[”] — U O@e™th).

HHm(aD) =

Therefore (2.18) follows by Lemma B.1. This completes the induction and
the proof of (2.18). O

B.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1.

Proof. Let e;, i = 1,--- ,d, denote the standard basis for R%. We first note

that every partial derivative 0,,, ¢« = 1,--- ,d, can be expressed in terms
of the unit normal vector n = (nq,--- ,ng), the normal derivative 9,, and
a tangential derivative 0, along a certain tangent vector T, = e; — n;n.
In fact, it is clear that every 7;, ¢ = 1,---,d, is a tangent vector, since

7; - = 0. Recall the elementary facts that 0,, may be understood as the
directional derivative 0., and that the directional derivative 0, is a linear
functional of a direction vector v. Thus we deduce

Oy, = De, = N0, + Or,.

Then (3.5) can be written as

d
5 CL tnznj nulntn+ § alnthaTjulntn

,j=1 t,j=1
d d

. ij 2: ]

= E aextninjanuext,n"i' aextniaﬂ'juext,n-
i,j=1 2,7=1

By (3.4), Or jUext,n in the last sum amounts to Or  Uint . Thus we can solve

E amtnzn] numtn+ g ( Qi — ext) nia‘rjuint,n

. 1 s 1
8nuext,n = b= d b=
Z At N,
ij=1
Note that Z” LG tnm] # 0 due to the elliptic condition (1.4). The proof

is complete. O
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B.3. Proof of (5.10). To compute |J(&,t)|, we make use of the Weingarten
equations in the differential geometry of hypersurfaces [6], which give the
linear expansions of the derivatives of the unit normal vector n to the hy-

persurface I' in terms of the tangent vectors d¢,0, j =1,--- ,d — 1
d—1 )
Oem=> W,70:,0, i=1,---,d-1, (B.2)
j=1

where W = (Wij ) is the matrix representation of the so called shape oper-

ator or Weingarten map W, and is given by
' d—1
Wi P =— Z hikgkjy
k=1

where (h;i) is the matrix representation of the second fundamental form, and
(g%7) is the inverse of the matrix representation (gi;) of the first fundamental
form, and all the above matrix representations are with respect to the basis
0g,0,1=1,---,d—1. By (B.2), we compute

U

-1
Ok = 0,0 +tdgm = (6, +tW;7)0,0, i=1,--,d—1,
1

<.
I

where 5/ is equal to 1 if # = j and 0 otherwise. Thus we obtain for suffi-
ciently small |¢],

|J(&,t)|d€ =|det(I + tW)||det(O¢, x, - - - , 0, ,x,m)|dE
=det(I + tW)dSr(0),

where I denotes the identity matrix, and dSp(€) denotes the surface area
element on the hypersurface I'. Consequently, (5.9) becomes

/EDE F(zx)dz = /F(/Oeh(e) F(0,t)det(I + tW) dt> dSr(0), (B.3)

where F(0,t) := F (6 +tn(0)), 6 € T.

APPENDIX C. EXPLICIT FORMULA OF BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FOR LOW
ORDER TERMS OF TWO-PARAMETER EXPANSION IN
SECTION 4

{Uint,m,n } satisfy the equations
_Auint,m,n = 50,m50,nfint inD.

Their boundary conditions for a few lower order are listed below.
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C.1. Case (i). The boundary conditions of the expansion {uintm,n} on 0D
for the first a few terms (m + n < 2) are listed below:

Uint,0,0 = §5  Uint,1,0 = ROng,

h2 h?
Uint 2,0 = =009 — —Fh0lg,0],
2 2
and
Uint,0,1 = —NOpUint,0,0, Uint,0,2 = —hOnUint,0,1,
2
Uint,1,1 = _hanuint,l,(] - ?FQ,fext [07 3nuint,o,0]-

C.2. Case (ii);. The Neumann boundary conditions on 0D for uint s, with
m+n < 2 read

g 1

Onlint,0,0 = 0, OnUint,0,1 = 5 7, Uint,0,0,

1 h
OnUint,0,2 = 3, Uint,0,1, OnUint,1,0 = —§Fz,fext [0,0],

h h
OnUint,2,0 = —5 2,0[0, OnUing,1,0) — 5 I3 fexe [0, 0],

1 h

Onlint,1,1 = Ong — 7 Uint, 1,0 — §F2,0[0, OnUing,0,1)-

C.3. Case (ii)2. The Neumann boundary conditions on 0D for uint s, with
m+n < 2read

OnUint,0,—1 = OnWint,1,—1 = OnUint,2,—1 = OnlUint,3,—1 = 0,
1 g 1 1

OnUint,0,0 = — 7 Uint,0,~1; OnUint,0,1 = 7 7 Uintoo; OnUint,0,2 = —7 Uint,0,1,
1 h
OnUint,1,0 = = Uit 11— 2F2,fext [0, OnUint,0,0]5
1 h 2
8nuint,Q,O = hulnt 2,—1 — 9 F2,0[uint,0,717 8nuint,1,0] - F 3, fext [O, 8nuint,0,0]a
1 h

OnUint,1,1 = Ong — —Uint,1,0 — §F2,0[0, OnWint,0,1)-

h

The corresponding solvability conditions to give the the unique solutions
Uint,m,n+1 are the following.

/ UintO—l _/ f / Uint,0,0 _/ g / Uint01 _
- 7 — int, -4 — P - — Y%
op D op h op I
Uln 1,—1
/ —mvLol _/ 2F2 Foxt [0 On Uint ,0 0]
oD aD

Uin h
/ t,l,O / ang / §F2 0[0 anulnt()l]
oD oD oD

ulnt 2,—1 h h?
= - —F O[Umt 0,—1, anumt,l,()] F3 fext [0 8nu1nt 0 0]-
aD ap 2 ap 6
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C.4. Case (iii). The Robin boundary conditions on 9D for uintm,n With

m +n < 2 have the following expressions:

Uint,0,0 + chOnUint,0,0 = 9,

Uint,0,1 + ChOnUint,0,1 = —hOpUint,0,0,
Uint,0,2 + ChOnUint,0,2 = —hOnUint 0,1,
2
Uint,1,0 T ch@nuinm,o = hong — ?FZ,cfext [07 Canuint,O,OL
W, R B3
Uint,2,0 + ChOnUing 2,0 = ?3,19 Ty 9,0[Uint,0,0, COnUint,1,0] — EFS,cfext [0, cOnUint,0,0],
2
Uing,1,1 + ChOnUing,1,1 = —hOpUing,1,0 — ?FQ,fext [0, OnUing,0,0 + COnUing,0,1)-

ApPENDIX D. CASE (11) IN SECTION 5

For Case (ii), we treat € and o as independent small parameters. Therefore

we assume v and uZ have double asymptotic expansions

ul (x) = Z uh o (x)e"o", xe DY,

u; (x) = i i Uy ()™, T E D™,

m=0n=-—1

Note that for u_ (x), the terms o™ start from n = —1. Define

o0
u, (x) = Zuﬁn(az)an, xc DT,
n=0

Uy, (T) = Uy, n(T)0™, T ED.

(D.1)

(D.2)

Inserting (D.1)(D.2) into the last three equations and collecting terms

with equal powers of o, we obtain on I

uO7_1 - 07

— _ .t
uO,n - uO,n’ nz 07
’LLL_l - _hanuO’_l,

uy, = ui’:n + h[Opuon] n = 0;

o T T T
o9 UU
S Ot s W
N N N N
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and for n > 0, and all v € H}(D)
Vug, - Vodz +/ Vug,,_q - Vode = 60,71/ fvdex; (D.7)
D+ ’ D~ ’ D

Vufn -Vodx + Vui,_;-Vvde
D+ ’ D- ’

— / h[(VFuan — Vrug,, 1) - Vrv+ (8nu('{n — 8nu57n_1)8nv] dSr = 0.
r
(D.8)
Therefore we deduce from (D.3), (5.20) and (D.7) that: ug _; satisfies
—Auy_y=f D",
“(;,—1 =0 onT,
Uy _q = 0 ondD NoD.
Forn >0, uan satisfies
—Auafn = 50,nf in D+,

3nuar’n = Opug,_; onl,
“Sr,n =00ng on ODTNOD;

and Ug satisfies
—Auy, =0 in D7,

uan = uan on I,
Uy, = do,ng on 0D~ NOD.

Similarly, from (D.5), (D.6) and (D.8), we obtain that uj _, satisfies
—Au; ;=0 inD7,

up g = —h@nua’_l on I,
up g = 0 ondD NID.

Forn >0, u?n satisfies
—Auf, =0 in DY,

anuin = Opuy,, 1 — Vr- [h(Vpuafn — Vpu&n_l)] onT,
uin =0 ondDTNOD;

and u ,, satisfies
—Auy, =0 inD",

uy, = uin + h(&nu({n — 8nuan) on T,
uy, = 0 ondD NoD.
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In this Case (ii), there is no emergence of the pure Neumann boundary
value problem, even for the situation in the right panel in Figure 2.
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