arXiv:2004.11271v1 [math.AP] 23 Apr 2020

Geometric linearization of theories for incompressible
elastic materials and applications

Martin Jesenk and Bernd Schmid

December 23, 2021

Abstract

We derive geometrically linearized theories for incompressible materials from
nonlinear elasticity theory in the small displacement regime. Our nonlinear stored
energy densities may vary on the same (small) length scale as the typical displace-
ments. This allows for applications to multiwell energies as, e.g., encountered in
martensitic phases of shape memory alloys and models for nematic elastomers. Un-
der natural assumptions on the asymptotic behavior of such densities we prove
Gamma-convergence of the properly rescaled nonlinear energy functionals to the
relaxation of an effective model. The resulting limiting theory is geometrically lin-
earized in the sense that it acts on infinitesimal displacements rather than finite
deformations, but will in general still have a limiting stored energy density that
depends in a nonlinear way on the infinitesimal strains. Our results, in particular,
establish a rigorous link of existing finite and infinitesimal theories for incompressible
nematic elastomers.
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nematic elastomers.
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1 Introduction

The relation between nonlinear and linear models is a classical topic in elasticity theory.
While for finite (large or moderate) deformations the stress-strain relation of an elas-
tic material is nonlinear, in the regime of small displacements this relation is typically
given by a linear diagram. Dealing with hyperelastic materials, which can be described
by their associated stored energy functionals, we encounter a nonlinear (more precisely:
nonquadratic) energy density at finite deformations, while in the small displacement
regime the energy is a quadratic form that acts on the infinitesimal strains and whose
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coefficients are the elastic moduli of the material. Classically, the linear theory is ob-
tained from the nonlinear one by Taylor approximation and the matrix of the elastic
moduli is nothing but the Hessian of the nonlinear energy density at the identity matrix.

Although standard, this relation has been given a rigorous corroboration only compara-
tively recently by Dal Maso, Negri and Percivale who proved that the linearized theory
is the I'-limit of the nonlinear energy functionals and, in particular, energy minimizers
subject to suitable boundary values and body forces do indeed converge to minimizers
of the limiting linear model, see [I§].

These results have been generalized by the second author to multiwell energies in [27].
In such models the nonlinear energy densities are allowed to vary on the same length
scale as the typical (small) displacements. They describe, e.g., martensitic phases of
shape memory alloys which are modeled by multiple nearby energy wells. As a conse-
quence, passing to the regime of infinitesimal displacements will lead to still nonlinear
energy functionals which, however, act on linearized deformations, i.e., on infinitesimal
displacements. We thus obtain merely ‘geometrically’ rather than fully linearized the-
ories. Later we have revisited these results in [23] within a general I'-commutability
theory, which in addition allows for simultaneous homogenization and which had been
motivated by [7, 25, 22]. More recently, results have also been obtained for multiple
wells which remain at a macroscopic distance from each other with the help of a singular
perturbation, see [3].

From a more applied point of view, it has first been observed in [2] that the theory
developed in [27] can be applied to relate certain linear and nonlinear theories for nematic
elastomers. These materials are composite materials consisting of a nematic liquid crystal
coupled to a rubbery polymer matrix. Their elastic behavior can be modeled by an
energy density depending on the strain and a director field v which prefers tensile strains
in the direction of v. Minimizing over the internal variable v, one arrives at an energy
density with infinitely many wells, parameterized by v € S2.

The goal of the present work is to extend the aforementioned results of geometric lin-
earization to models for incompressible materials. Such an extension is most desirable
in view of applications. In particular, the (near) incompressibility of the rubber matrix
causes the bulk modulus of a nematic elastomer to be orders of magnitude larger than the
shear modulus, so that these materials are typically modeled as incompressible. From
a mathematical perspective such an assumption imposes non-trivial constraints: In the
nonlinear theory this amounts to requiring that the deformation gradients be volume
preserving, i.e., have constant determinant equal to 1. In the (geometrically) linearized
theory this leads to the condition that the displacement be solenoidal (i.e., divergence-
free). These conditions have been investigated previously also within relaxation results,
see [§] in the linear and [14], 13] in the nonlinear setting. In an abstract sense, our main
task is to investigate their interrelation in the small displacement regime and to answer
(positively) the question if linearization and imposing an incompressibility constraint do
commute.



To this end, our main contribution is a I'-convergence and a compactness result for a
sequence of functionals F. with nonlinear stored energy density W, for incompressible
materials in the regime of displacements scaling with ¢ — 0. In view of our general
set-up which allows for nonlinear energy densities varying on the scale ¢, e.g., caused by
multiple nearby wells, our primary aim is not to explicitly identify the energy density
of the limiting functional. Instead, we explicitly determine a limiting functional F with
density V given in terms of a suitable limit of rescalings of W,, acting on linearized
strains, so that the JF. I'-converge to its relaxation F.,. This will again be an integral
functional whose density is given by the ‘quasiconvexification on incompressible fields’

Vide of V.

This procedure accounts for that fact that in our setting, while there might be a direct
and straighforward connection of W, and V/, it is in general not to be expected that the
F. T'-converge to its F due to a lack of lower semicontinuity of the latter. In particular
in our applications to multiwell energies, one in general expects the presence of fine
phase mixtures, and there might be non-attainment of minimizers both in the nonlinear
and in the geometrically linearized setting. Instead, our results show that in the small
displacement regime the functionals F. can be replaced effectively with the explicitly
given functional &, in the sense that the I-limit of the F. is the relaxation F,q of F.
In particular, even under suitable displacement boundary conditions and body forces,
the minimal value of JF,q is the infimum of F and minimizers of F,q correspond to
(converging subsequences of) low energy sequences of .

While our main interest lies in establishing a general link between nonlinear and geomet-
rically linearized theories, it is also interesting to investigate special cases that allow for
an explicit identification of V9. This is the case for a single smooth energy well with e-
independent W. Indeed, most recently and independently this case has been considered
by Mainini and Percivale in [24] for smooth domains by quite different methods | Here
one indeed obtains that V19 = V/ is half the Hessian of W at Id, see Theorem [5.1] for a
precise statement. For incompressible variants of martensite we give conditions for the
validity of a linearized ‘well minimum formula’ in Theorem

Within such explicitly solvable models, we devote our special attention to establishing
a relation of the theory for incompressible nematic elastomers due to Bladon, Terentjev
and Warner, see [4], 28| [17), [14] to linearized theories investigated in [12, [IT]. Due to the
incompressibility constraint this is not covered by the results in [2]. Besides obtaining
a general link in this setting, as a byproduct of our analysis we also find some novel
explicit relaxation formulae that complete the picture obtained in [12], [T1].

3The preprint [24] appeared on arxiv.org three days prior to our contribution. We learned about this
work after finishing our results.



2 Main convergence results

Let the reference configuration of some incompressible material be given by a bounded
Lipschitz domain 2 C R”, and let 1 < p < oco. We suppose that for small € > 0 its
stored energy is given by a (nonlinear) density We :  x R™*" — R U {+o0} with the
following properties:

(NL1) regularity: W, is a Borel function,
(NL2) incompressibility: We(z, X) = +o0 if X ¢ SL(n),

(NL3) frame-indifference: W, (z, RX) = W,(z, X) for a.e. z € Q, every € > 0 and all
R € S0(n) and X € SL(n),

(NL4) growth assumption from below: there exist «, 8 > 0 such that
We(z, X) > adist?(X,S0(n)) — feP
for a.e. x € , every € > 0 and all X € SL(n).

Here SL(n) denotes the special linear group {X € R™*" : det X = 1}, and the physically
most relevant case is p = 2. Such densities include incompressible versions of [18] 27],
i.e. one-well energy densities with a non-degenerate minimum at rotations and multiple-
well densities with several minima lying in an e-neighbourhood of SO(n).

We suppose that the material satisfies a Dirichlet boundary condition at some portion
90, of its boundary 99Q. (We allow 99, = 0 though.) For a given sequence w. €
Whee(€; R™) with det Vw. = 1 a.e. for each ¢, the set of admissible deformations is
we + Wals’i (€2;R™) where, following [10], we define for any closed subset D C € the space

Wll)’p(Q;R") as the closure of {u|g : u € C®(R™\ D;R"™)} in WhP(Q;R™).

If we apply the external load ¢. to such a material, subject to a deformation y € w. +
Walg*(Q;]R"), then its total elastic energy consists of the deformation energy and the
potential energy of applied forces, i.e.

[ Weta. V(o)) do - [ @) yla) da.
Q Q
We will assume that there is no net force or first moment by requiring
/Es(x) dr =0 and /fe(x)@)x dx = 0.
Q Q
(If H~1(0€2) > 0, the latter assumption can be weakened to [, ¢-(z) -z dz = 0.) If the

load and the boundary displacements are small, i.e. 0. =P~ Y, and w, = id + €ge for
some £, € LY (Q;R™) and g. € WH(Q;R") of order 1 as € — 0, then we also expect the



resulting deformations to be close to rigid motions. We accordingly rescale the energy
as

ge(y) — P fQ x Vy )) dr — %fg gz—:(x) : y(m) dz, ifyew.+ Walgi (Q§Rn),
00, otherwise.

Indeed as we will see, geometric rigidity implies that deformations y with energy €.(y)
of order 1 are in fact close to a rigid motion x — R(z + ¢), where R € SO(n), ¢ € R™.
In particular, if y(z) = w.(z) on a non-negligible part of the boundary, we may choose
R =1d. We introduce the rescaled displacement u (w.r.t. this rigid motion) as

RTy(x) —z—c
€

u(z) =
and observe that
= i/ We(z,Id + eVu(x)) dx — / lo(z) - Ru(z) da
el Ja Q

where we have used the frame indifference of W, and the assumptions on ..

Our aim is to derive an effective ‘geometrically linearized” model for such deformations,

e., to pass to a (possibly nonlinear) limiting integral functional acting on linearized
strains. These strains lie in the tangent space of SL(n) at Id (in the Lie algebra of
SL(n)), which is the space of all deviatoric matrices R}X" := {X € R™" : tr X = 0}. In
order to state our assumptions on the limiting densities, we use the following notation.
By Xoym = %(X + XT) we denote the projection onto the space of symmetric matrices
RE5 - The space of incompressible linear strains is RE T NRE =: RiX". Let us denote

the projections onto R}*™ and R" by

Xdov =X —ZXId and X5 := Xeym — £X1Id, respectively.

For the projected gradients we write

Cu = (VU)sym, Vdevt = (V)gev and Egeyu:= (Vu)js, respectively.

Any candidate V : Q@ x R®*™ — R for a density of the limiting functional on linearized
strains will satisfy the following conditions:

(L1) regularity: V is a Borel function satsifying the local Lipschitz property
V(,2) = V(z,Z)| < B(L+|Z2P~" + |Z'P~H|Z2 - Z'|.
for a.e. z € Qand all Z, 7" € R}",

(L2) linearized incompressibility: V(z, Z) = +oo if tr Z # 0,

(L3) linearized frame-indifference: V(z,Z) = V(z, Zsym) for a.e. z € Q and all
Z e R™™,



(L4) growth assumption from below and above: there exist «, 3 > 0 such that
alZyslP — B <V(z,2) < B|ZIP + B
for a.e. z € Q and all Z € R

In particular, the function V' is fully determined by the values on R "
For a simple, e-independent energy well at SO(n), the function V arises naturally as the
first non-trivial (quadratic) term in the Taylor expansion of W. In our more general

setting we define the rescaled densities

dev

Vi QxR SR, Vi(z, Z) := pWe(x,eEZ)

in analogy to [27], where here in addition we also take advantage of the exponential
function mapping R}*" to SL(n) in order for the domains of Vz, ¢ > 0, and V to

coincide. Then, as it will be precisely stated in Theorem Il we will require that V;

approximates V in an L'(Q; LS (RX")) sense.

In case 0, # 0, we will throughout assume that the boundary displacements g. €
Whee(Q,R™) given by w. = id + eg. satisfy

ge =g  in WHh(Q,R")

for some g € WH>°(Q,R™). Note that det Vw. = 1 a.e. implies tr Vg = 0 a.e.
Our main I'-convergence result connecting nonlinear and geometrically linear theories is

the following.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose W, and V satisfy the assumptions (NL1)-(NL4), resp., (L1)-
(L4). Assume that

lim sup Ve(z,Z) —V(x,Z)| de =0 for every r > 0. (C)
e20Jq zerpxn | z|<r

If 090 C 09 is a closed subset such that R™ \ 09 satisfies the cone property, then it
holds
I-lim F, = Frq

e—0

on LP(Q;R™), where for e >0

Fo(u) =4 L [o We(z,Id + eVu(z)) dz, ifu€ g- + Walgi(Q;R"), det(Td + eVau) = 1,
00, otherwise,

and
Frel(u) = fQ z, Cu(x)) dr, ifueg—{—Walg*(Q;R")’ divu = 0,
- 0, otherwise.

The function V is the iqc-envelope of V|gnxn, see Definition [Z1(b).
dev



Remark 2.2. (a) Theorem below shows that indeed Ji is the relaxation of the
functional F on LP(2;R"™), defined by

F(u) = {fg (z, Cu(z)) dz, ifu€ g+ Wyd (BR?), divu =0,

00, otherwise.

(b) Recall that a set A C R" satisfies the cone property, if there is a finite cone
I' = B,(0) "R+ B,(e1) with 0 < p < 1 such that for any 2 € A there is a rotation
Q@ € SO(n) such that z + QT' C A, compare, e.g., Remark I11.3.4 in [21].

(c) For the sake of simplicity, we did not include the load term. If (. — lin Lp’(Q; R"™),
one immediately also gets I'-convergence of F.(u)+ [, le-u dx t0 Frei(u)+ [, 0-u da.

Theorem 2.1] is complemented by the following compactness results. If 9Q, = ), due
to frame indifference we will only obtain compactness modulo rigid motions. If, on the
contrary, 0f), is non-negligible, we obtain compactness for the rescaled displacements

with R =1Id and ¢ = 0.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose . — £ in L (4 R™) and (y.) € WHP(Q;R") satisfies E.(y.) <
C for a constant C > 0.

(a) There exist rotations R. € SO(n) and vectors c. € R™ such that u.(z) := L(RTy.(z)—
r — c:) admits a subsequence which converges weakly in WYP(Q;R™) and thus
strongly in LP(Q; R™).

(b) IfH"1(99Q.) > 0, then u.(x) := 2(y-(x)—x) admits a subsequence which converges
weakly in WIP(Q; R™) and thus strongly in LP(Q; R™) to some u € g—l—WalS’i (;R™).

As a consequence we have the following convergence properties of low energy sequences.
Corollary 2.4. Suppose (. — { in LV (Q;R™) and (y.) € WHP(;R") satisfies

iy (B000) = g ) =0

(a) If 0 = 0, then there exist rotations R. € SO(n) and vectors c. € R™ such that, for
a subsequence, u. == 2 (RTy.—id—c.) = u in Wl’p(Q;R”), R. — Ry € SO(n) and

the pair (uo, Ro) is a minimizer of the functional 9re1 definied on LP(;R™) xSO(n)

by

gl ( R) = {fQ (z, Cu(z)) — €(z) - Ru(z)) dz, ifu € WHP(Q;R™), divu =0,
rel

otherwise.

Moreover, lim._q 86(:[/ ) min 91"el



(b) If H"=1(9) > 0, then, for a subsequence, uz := L(y. —id) = ug in W'P(Q;R™)
with uy € g+ W;&(Q;R") and ug s a minimizer of

Sr(f)( ) =

rel

{fQ (x,Cu(x)) —l(z) - u(x)) de, ifuecg+ Walg*(Q;R”), divu =0,

otherwise.

Moreover, lim._, E-(y:) = min ?Ee%

3 Quasiconvexity on incompressible fields

Let us first investigate the limiting functionals. Since I'-limits are always lower semicon-
tinuous, we begin by exploring the relaxation of functionals of the form

F(u)

0, else,

{ Jo f(2, Vu(z)) dz, if ue W'P(Q;R™) and divu =0,

on LP(Q;R") for some density f:Q x R} " — R.

The relaxation of the functional without the constraint on the divergence is given by the
quasiconvex envelope of f. Let us therefore introduce this concept for our setting and
present analogies.

Definition 3.1. (a) A Borel function f: R}X" — R U {co} is quasiconvez on incom-

pressible fields, abbr. igc, if for every X € R[ " it holds

/A X + Vo)) dy > |A|f(X)

for every bounded Lipschitz domain A C R™ and every ¢ € C°(A;R"™) with
divp = 0.

(b) For any Borel function f on R} X", we define its igc-envelope by
F19(X) = sup{g(X) : g < [ is iqc}.

(c) For a function f defined on  x R}X", both definitions above are to be understood
for f(x,-) for a.e. x € Q.

(As in the unconstrained case, it would be sufficient to consider a single domain in (a)
and more general domains can be considered.)

Theorem 3.2. Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain and 9, C 02 a closed
(possibly empty) subset. Suppose f : Q x RIZ"™ — R is a Carathéodory function such
that for some p > 1 and o, 3 >0

a Xis|” — B < f(x, X) < BIX|P +1)



and

[f(2,X) = f(z,Y)] < B+ X+ [YPHIX — Y]
for almost all x € Q and all X,Y € RZ*". Moreover, let ug € WIP(Q;R") fulfil

dev
divug = 0. The lower semicontinuous envelope of the functional 3 on LP(2;R™), given

by
I(u) = { Jo [z, Vu(z)) dx, if ueug+ Walg*(Q;R") with divu = 0,

0, else,

is the functional

_ fiac(x, Vu(x)) dx, if u € ug + Wi Q; R™) with divu = 0,

0, else.

Moreover, the iqc-envelope of f is for a.e. x € Q and every X € RY*™ given by

dev

fe(@,X) = inf @ /A F(2, X + Vly)) dy

PEC (ARM)
div =0

where A C R™ is an arbitrary bounded Lipschitz domain.

Note that if f(z,X) = f(x, Xegm) for a.e. z € Q and every X € R}X", then also
19z, X) = f9(x, Xeym)-

Remark 3.3. The corresponding results without the incompressibility constraint are
standard and can be found, e.g., in [I6]. Indeed, also the case of divergence-free fields
has been already addressed in [8, [9] TT]. In [8, 9], the authors consider the relaxation in
the weak topology of WP and show the results even without the Lipschitz assumption.
For the convenience of the reader and since the bounds and the domains in our setting
do not coincide with theirs, we include a self-contained proof, relying on the techniques
from [8]. Furthermore, we will later need the following two lemmas, upon which the
proof rests.

In Lemmas 3.4l and B.5], we suppose that f and € fulfil the assumptions of Theorem
Fix any positive sequence b; /" oco. We define for every j € N

fj Q) x RV R, f](x,X) = f(.%',XdeV) =+ bj’tI“X‘p
and f = sup; ffc.

Lemma 3.4. For every solenoidal u € WHP(Q;R™), there exist solenoidal fields u; €
u+ CP(Q;R™) such that

f(z,Vuj(z)) de = /Qf(x,Vu(m)) dx.

lim |luj —ullpp =0 and lim
—00 Jj—oo Jq



Proof. Let us take any v € WHP(Q;R") with divu = 0. Each fj satisfies a p-growth
condition from above. Therefore, we may apply Lemma There exist fields z; €
W, P(€; R™) such that

l2jllr < % and /ij(x,VUj(x)) dx < /foc(x,Vu(x)) dx —1—%

with U; := u + z;. By the continuity and growth properties of f;, we may even assume
that z; € C2°(2;R"™). The functions Uj;, however, may not be solenoidal. For all j € N,
we have on the one hand

/ [i(x,VU;(z)) dx < / ffc(x,Vu(x)) dr+1
Q Q
< /ij(x,Vu(x)) dr+1= /Qf(x,Vu(m)) dr +1,

and on the other hand
/ fi(@, VU (@) d > / (al€ae U3 (@)l = B+ by div U ) da
Q Q

> /Q (c[(’EUj(x)]p —ﬁ) dx.

By Korn’s inequality, (U;)jen and therefore also (z)jen are bounded in W1P(Q;R™).
Moreover, b;|| div Uj||zr = bj|| div zj||z» is bounded uniformly in j. With the help of the
Bogovskii operator B : {z € LP(Q) : [, 2(x) dx =0} — Wol’p(Q;R") (see Theorem [A.3)),
we define wj := z; — B(divz;) € CX(Q;R™) and obtain the solenoidal functions u; €
u+ CP(Q;R™) by setting u; := u 4+ wj. By Theorem [A.3] and Poincare’s inequality, we
have
s = Usllwas = I1B(div 2)llwrs < Clldivzllzs < Cb

From

|f (2, VaeeUj (@)= f (2, Vuj (@) | < B(14]Vaee Uj (@) [P~ 4V (@) P71) | Vaey (Us—uj) (z))|
and Holder’s inequality, it follows that

/Q{f(x,vdeVUj(x)) — f(m,Vuj(m)){ dx
< C(1+ |VaoUjll" + IV |55 [ Vae (U5 = w)llze = 0
as j — oo. Therefore,

limsup/ f(x,Vuj(z)) de = limsup/ f(x,VaeyUj(z)) dx
Jj—00 Q Jj—00 Q
< limsup/ fi(x,VU;(x)) dx
j—00 Q
< limsup/ f](.lc(x,Vu(x)) dx
Q

Jj—00

:/Qf(x,Vu(x)) dx

10



by the monotone convergence theorem. On the other hand, we note that U; — u in
WLP(Q;R™) since U; — u in LP(§;R™) and (Uj)jen is bounded in W1P(Q; R"), whence
also u; — uw in WIP(;R") and u; — u in LP(§;R™). So by Theorem [AT] and Korn’s
inequality, for every k£ € N it holds

liminf/ f(x,Vuj(z)) de = liminf/ fr(z, Vuj(x)) dx
Q Q

j—o0 Jj—00

> liminf/ [ (@, Vuj(x)) do
Q

j—00
z/ﬂfgc(x,Vu(m)) dr.

Applying the monotone convergence theorem again, we see that the functions u; €
u+ C°(Q;R™) with divu; =0 and u; — v in LP(2;R™) satisfy

lim Qf(m,Vuj(x)) dr = sup/ﬂfgc(x,Vu(x)) dr = /Qf(x,Vu(m)) dr. O

Jj—roo kEN

Lemma 3.5. For a.e. xg € € it holds:

(a) If Xo € RLX", then

dev
) — 1
iqc _ — 3
f (I'Q,Xo) = f(.%'o,XQ) = <pecgl>°n(€1;R”) |A| /Af(m'o,Xo + V(p(y)) dy,

div =0

(b) whereas for Xo & Ri\", we have f(x0, X0) = 00.
Proof. Let us fix any xg €  such that f(xg,-) satisfies the local Lipschitz and the
growth condition stated in Theorem and any bounded Lipschitz domain A € R™.
The function

AxRY"T SR, (z,X) = f(zo, X) =: g(X)

dev

(independent of x) and the set A fulfil the conditions of Theorem Let us choose
any Xo € R}". The affine function # — Xy is solenoidal. Therefore, we may apply
Lemma [3.4] to obtain solenoidal ¢; € C2°(A;R™) for which

lim gub+v%@»@paéyﬁmdy=mmmm.

Jj—oo J A

From the definitions, it follows g = f(zo,+). Hence,

ﬂm%hmmﬁﬂﬂm%+wm»@

J—0Q

. 1 iqc iqc
> hmsupm/qu (x0, Xo + Voji(y)) dy > f'9%x0, Xo).

Jj—00

11



; qc _ : qc s
For each j € N clearly f; |Qngexvn < fj|QXRge><vn = f. Since f; |Qngexvn is iqc, by
definition we have
qc < iqc
f J ’QXREQ" < f

Hence, f(zg,Xo) = f19(20, Xo). The formula holds since

_ 1
F(wo, Xo) = lim / F (o, Xo+ Yoy () dy >
j—o0 ]A\ A

L/AJ”(ﬂcmXoJrVw(y)) dy

ApECc‘lOn(A;R") ‘A’
div =0
while for every j € N we have also
(20, Xo) = inf , Xo+V dy
i (o, Xo) e ) ‘A’/fg z0, Xo + Ve(y))

<, T T [ S Xo+ V() dy

div =0

- wecoo(fA ]R") ’A‘ / f o Xo V(p( )) dy

div =0

For part (b), it remains to note that for Xy ¢ R} X", we have

quc(xo,Xo) > —B + bj| trX0|p /‘ 0. O

Proof of Theorem [32. Let us first show the lim inf-inequality. Take arbitrary u € LP(Q; R™)
and a sequence u; — u. As usual, we may suppose that (J(u;)) is bounded. Hence, all
u; are solenoidal and lie in ug + Wals’i(Q; R™). From

C>I(uj) = /Qf(x,Vu](x)) dx > /Q(a|€uj(x)|p —B) dx

and Korn’s inequality, it follows that u; — w in WP(Q;R"™). Hence, also u € ug +
Walg*(Q; R™). Moreover, for every k € N

liminf J(u;) = hmlnf/ f(z, Vu;(z

_]*)OO J—00

:liminf/ fr(z, Vuj(x)) do

Jj—o0

J—00

> liminf/ (x,Vuj(x)) dx

by weak lower semicontinuity, and therefore, by the monotone convergence theorem,

lim inf J(u;) > sup/ [z, Vu(z)) de = / 192, Vu(z)) dz = I(u).

J—0o0 kEN

12



The existence of a recovery sequence for u € wug + Walg*(Q;]R") follows from Lem-
mas B4 and For all other functions, this is a consequence of the lim inf-inequality.
O

4 Proof of the main convergence results

Now we prove our main convergence and compactness results Theorem 2.1}, Theorem 23]
and Corollary 2.4

4.1 The liminf-inequality

Proof of the liminf-inequality in Theorem [2. For any x > 0 we define a frame indif-
ferent approximation W, , of W, on © x R"*" with good growth behavior at oo by
setting

)

We H(m,X) — Wg(x, (det X)*l/nX) + /<;|(det X)fl/nX _X p7 %f det X > 0,
+oo, if det X <0,

and
We (2, X) := min {W&,{(az, X), k* dist? (X, SO(n)) + r2eP}.

The corresponding symmetric approximation of V is
Vie(x, X) := V(2, Xqey) + 60 72| tr X|P.
Notice that for every X € R™" with det X > 0
dist?(X,80(n)) < 2P~ ! dist? ((det X) /"X, SO(n)) + 2P| (det X) V"X — X",
and so for ¢ = 21 P min{a, k} > 0

Wen(z, X) > adist? ((det X) "/ X,80(n)) — Be? + k|(det X)X — X |7
> cdist? (X, SO0(n)) — geP,

whence for a.e. x € Q and all X € R"*™ also
We k(z, X) > cdist?(X,SO(n)) — SeP.
For x € Q and Y € R™ ", we set
Ver(z,Y) = gipWaﬁ(x,Id +eY) and V. u(2,Y):= EipWE,,@(ﬂU,Id +eY).

Let 7 > 0 and Y € RIS with [Y| < 7. Since R[" is the Lie algebra of the Lie group

sym
nxn

SL(n), the exponential map is a diffeomorphism from a neighborhood Uy of 0 in R}

13



to a neighborhood Uyg of Id in SL(n) whose inverse is the matrix logarithm. Since these
mappings preserve symmetry, for £ so small that X, := Id + Y € Uyq there is a unique
Z. € Up NR{X™ such that

(det X)X, = %
Since on the other hand
(det Xo) V"X, = (1 - £trY + O(?)) (Id + €Y)
=1Id + eYgey + O(e?) = eYaev 4 O(2),

we have that
Z. = eYqey + O(e?).

Also note that
(det X.)"Y/"X, — X, = ( 1Y + O(e?))(Id + £Y)
(trY)Id + O(e?).
In both estimates the error terms only depend on r. It follows that
Ver(a,Y) = Va(z,e 1 2.) = V(a,e 1 Z) + V(z,e 1 Z:) + kn P2 trY + O(e) P
= Vi, e ' Z) = V(x,e 1 Z) + V(x, Yaey + O(€)) + sn P2 trY + O(e) P,

and with the help of the Scorza-Dragoni theorem we obtain

lim [ sup |‘7;,R(x, Y)—Vi(z,Y)| de = 0.
e—0 Q|Y|<r

Now note that by the growth assumptions on V' and the identity dist(X.,SO(n)) =Y,
which holds due to the symmetry of Y,

Vi@, Y) < flYaer|” + B+ sn P2 tr Y|P
1
< —p/{Q dist?(X.,SO(n)) + x2
€

for sufficiently large x. This shows that |V, .(z,Y) — Vi (z,Y)| < HZ,H(.%', Y)—Vi(z,Y)]
for a.e. z € Q and Y € R with |Y| <. Thus we also have

Sym

lim [ sup |V, x(z,Y)—Vi(z,Y)| de = 0.
e—0 QY|<r

We define the functionals

Jo Ver(z,Vu(z)) dze, veg.+ Wals’i(Q;R"),
o0, else,

o) = §
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and
Jo(Vi)®(z, €u(x)) dz, v € g+ Wb (GRY),
0, else,

Frelw(v) = {

and observe that the functionals J , satisfy a uniform p-Garding inequality:
Fonlv) > / (gip dist?(Id + £Vo(z), SO(n)) — 5) dz > ¢||Voll2, — C|vl2,
Q

for suitable constants ¢, ¢, C > 0 independent of €. Here the last step follows from a
nonlinear version of Korn’s inequality which is a consequence of the geometric rigidity
theorem proved in [19] (for p = 2 and extended to general p in [I5])[ By construction
the densities W , also satisfy a uniform p-growth assumption from above:

1
—B < Vep(z,Y) < 8—p(/<;2 dist?(Id + €Y, SO(n)) + k%) < K|V [P + &2

Finally we remark that standard relaxation results (Theorem [A.] Korn’s inequality and
Theorem 9.8 in [16]) identify Jy . as the LP-lower semicontinuous envelope of

T.(0) { Jo Vi(z, €v(z)) dz, v Eg—i—Walg*(Q;R”),

00, else.

Suppose now that v, — u in LP(2). Without loss of generality we may assume F,(u.) <
oo for all e, i.e., us € g- + Wg& (€;R™) and Id 4 eVu, € SL(n) for all . By the uniform

p-Garding inequality we then also have u. — u in WP(Q;R") and u € g+ Walg* (;R™).
As a consequence to the above we may invoke Theorem 3.2 in [23] to obtain

liminf &, (u.) = hmmfffg w(Ue) > Frel i (u)

e—0

for every x sufficiently large. From Lemma [3.5] it follows

Viae(z, X), trX =0,
00, else.

Ve, x) 7 |
By the monotone convergence theorem Jyc .,/ Frel as £ 00, and thus

lirer;iélf Fe(us) > Frer(u). O

“There exists a constant C, depending only on Q and p, such that for every v € W?(Q,R™)
HVUHLP(Q’RHXH) < C(H dist (Id + Vo, SO(TL)) HLP(Q) + ||'U||LP(Q’RTL)).

For a proof see, e.g., Theorem A.8 in [23].
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4.2 Recovery sequence

For the construction of recovery sequences, we will need two auxiliary results. First we
approximate solenoidal fields by fields corresponding to displacements in the non-linear
theory of incompressible materials.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose u € C°(R™;R") is a solenoidal vector field. There exist ue €
C°(R™;R™) such that

suppus C suppu, Vo€ R":Id+eVuc(z) € SL(n) and |us — ul|ox — 0

for any k € N as € 0.

Proof. The initial value problem

aty(t7 .%') = u(y(t7 .%')), y(07 1‘) =z

has a unique smooth solution y : R x R®™ — R". Clearly, if u(x) = 0, then y(-,z) = =.
Since divu = 0, the induced flow is volume preserving, and we have

det V,y(t, x) = det V,y(0,2) =1
for all (¢,z) € R x R™.

Now define u. € C®(R™R") by u.(z) = 1(y(e,z) — 2) so that Id + eVu.(z) =
V.y(e,x) € SL(n). Since y is smooth, we also have

ue — Owy(0,-) =u and ngue — atny(O, )= me(o, )= VFu

uniformly on R" as claimed. O

Moreover, we will need a result on extensions of solenoidal fields with a given zero set.
The result was shown in [§] (see Proposition 3.8) for the case D = ). We adapt that
proof to our more general setting.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose 2,8 C R™ are bounded Lipschitz domains and D C R™ a
closed set such that D C Q C . Then for any solenoidal u € Wll)’p(Q;R") there exists

a function v € WE)’SBQ,(Q'; R™) such that w = v a.e. in Q and diveo =0 in .

Proof. We extend the function u to ' by employing the extension operator
E: WEP(Q;R™) — WP (R™;R™)

from Theorem [A.5] and multiplying the new function with a suitable cut-off function so
as to get a function w € WBSBQ,(Q/;R") with w|g = u a.e. Then

O:/ divw(z) dx :/ divw(z) du.
' Q\Q

16



Since '\ Q is a Lipschitz domain, by Theorem [A:3] there exists a function w’ € I/VO1 PO\
Q;R™) such that divw’ = divw on Q' \ Q. Then, regarding w’ as a function defined on
R"™, the function v := w — w’ has the desired properties. O

Proof of existence of a recovery sequence in Theorem [21. Let us take any solenoidal func-
tion u € g + Walg’i(Q,R”), and let n > 0 be arbitrary. We define V, : Q x R™*" — R
by Vy(z,Z) := V(z,Z + €g(z)). Since g € WH(Q;R"), this function satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem By Lemmas 3.4 and B3], there exists a solenoidal v7 €
u— g+ C(€;R") such that [[v" —u + g|pr(@) < 1 and

/QVg(x, ¢v'l(x)) dx < /QVgiqC(x, Cu(z) — Eg(z)) de +n = /QViqC(x, Cu(z)) dx +n,

where we have used that V% (z, X —€g(z)) = Vi9(z, X) for all X € RX" and a.e. x € Q
by Definition B.Il Choose some open ball B with Q@ CC B. By Proposition we may
extend v to some w" € Wég*UaB(B,R") with divw” = 0 on B.

By Theorem[A.4] solenoidal functions from CS°(B\0S,) are dense in {v € Wals’anB (B,R™) :
dive = 0}. Thus we obtain a solenoidal ¢"7 € C°(B \ 09,;R"™) such that |¢" —
w77||W1,p(B) < 7. Our assumptions on V and Holder’s inequality yield
[ Wil €w(a) ~ Vi, €7(a)| o
Q
~1 —1
< C(1+ €l + €677 Y 1€ — 7)1y,

where [|€¢"]|rq) < [|€w"]|1r(q) + 7 so that, upon choosing ¢" sufficiently close to w",
we can also achieve that

/Q ‘Vg(ﬂz, Cw'(x)) — Vy(x, Qfgb"(x))‘ dr <mn,

and thus
/ Vy(x, €p(x)) da < / Vi (z, €u(z)) dx + 2n.
Q

Q

According to Lemma [A]] there exist ¢ € C2°(B\ 9€4;R™) such that
Ve € R" : Id +eVe!(z) € SL(n) and ||¢? — ¢"[|c1mny — 0.

Let us extend g. and g to functions in W1°°(B;R"™) with the help of Theorem [A5l Note
that still g. — g in W5H°°(B;R"). We define functions u? : Q — R" by

ul(x) = ¢2(x) + ge(x + ed(x))

for € small enough. Since the inner functions id + e¢¢ are diffeomorphisms for ¢ suffi-
ciently small, we have ul € W1H*°(Q; R") and

Vul(z) = Vol(x) + Vge(z + e¢l(x))(Id + eVY),

17



see, e.g. [26, Lemma 2.3.2]. Therefore, [|[ud|lp100g) < C. We also have ul € g +
Walg’i(Q,]R"). Namely, by approximating g. in W1P(B;R") with a sequence of smooth
functions ¢g¥ € C®(R";R"), we obtain functions ¢ 4 g* o (id + ¢?) — ¢* lying in
C2(R™ \ 094;R") and approximating uZ — g. in WP(;R™). Moreover, uZ is in the
domain of ¥ since for

yl :==id + eu! = (id + eg.) o (id + €¢7)

we have

Vy! = (Id +eVge(- +e¢2))(Id 4+ eV¢Y)
and in particular det VyZ =1 a.e.

As ¢ — ¢" and g. — ¢ uniformly and g is continuous, we have that ud — ¢”7 + ¢ in
LP(S;R™), where |[¢"7 + g — ul[1p(q) < 27. Moreover, we claim that

Vu! — V¢ + Vg in LP(Q;R™™).
We first note that V¢ — V¢ uniformly and
[eVge(- +ed?) VPl Loy < Ce — 0

as € — 0. Hence, it remains to show Vg.(- + ¢?) — Vg in LP(Q).

For given § > 0 we can choose a continuous H € C(B;R™*") such that |Vg—H|[1»(p) <
0. Then

[Vge(- +ed?) — V(o)
<|[IVge(- +ed?) = Vg(- +edD) | o) + V(- +e¢2) — H(- +ed) || (o)
+|H(-+¢e¢?) — Hlrr) + [1H = V4l 1r(0)-

Here the first and the third term on the right hand side tend to 0 as € — 0, while the
fourth term is bounded by §. Since ¢, := id +¢e¢? is a diffeomorphism from  to ¢ (£2)
with || det Voot L= < 1+ Ce, for the second term we obtain

[ Vsl +co2(e)) — Hla+ el do < (14C2) [ [Vg() - H@P dy <228
Q B
if € is small enough. Collecting terms we obtain

Ve (- +e¢) =Vl rra) < 46

for € sufficiently small, which concludes the proof of the claim since § > 0 was arbitrary.

The polar decomposition yields

Id + eVu! = Rl
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for some mappings R{ : R™ — SO(n) and Z! : R — R}*". Thus, we may rewrite

1 1 1
Wl Id + eVul) = S We(a, R = Wl %) = Vi(a, Z1).

From

ez = \/(Id +eVu)T(Id + eVul) = Id + e€ul + O(e?)
and the above claim it follows that ZZ — €¢"+€Eg in LP(Q). Now with r := sup, max | Z7|

we have

limsup/ \Ve(z, Z)(x)) — V(x, Z2(2z))| de < lim [ sup |Vi(z,X)—V(z,X)| dz =0.
e=0  JO e=0Jq | x|<r

Moreover, (L1) and Hélder’s inequality yield

/\sz Vy(z, €¢"(2))| da

< O+ 12215 + 186" + €9l o)1 22 = &g + ") o) — O-

lim —/ We(z,Id + eVul(z)) doe = lim | Vi(x,Z!(x)) dx

e—0 (o)

=lim [ V(z,Z!(x)) dov = /QVg(x,Qfgb"(x)) dx

e—0 0

Summarizing, we have seen that u — ¢"+g in LP(Q;R™), where ||¢" +g—ull Lr) < 27,
and

lim &, (u) < / Vi9(z, u(z)) dz + 21 = Fra(u) + 27.
e—0 [¢)

Finally, as n was arbitrary, we find a recovery sequence by passing to a suitable diagonal
sequence. For u ¢ g+ Walg*(Q,R”) the existence of a recovery sequence is trivial. O

4.3 Compactness

As we will see, compactness modulo rigid motions follows directly with the help of a
geometric rigidity argument. Full compactness for the case with Dirichlet boundary
conditions is more involved. This has been first shown in [I8] for p = 2 and single well
energies. Although the proof given there can be adapted to our more general setup in a
straightforward way, we include a more direct argument below.

The following lemma is needed for Dirichlet boundary conditions. It provides a simplified
alternative to Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 in [18].
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose that S C R" is such that H"1(S) > 0. Then there is a constant
C > 0 such that

\R—Im+kygc/ﬂ3x—m—ddﬂm4m)
S
for all R € SO(n) and c € R".

Proof. If not, then for any k € N we find Ry € SO(n) and ¢; € R™ such that
Ry — 1d| + |cx| > k:/s Ryt — 7 — cg| dH" ().
We first observe that (cx) must be bounded because of
H1(8) x| < /5 Rt — & — o] dH" () + | Ry — Idy/sym\ 430 ()
< IRy~ 1] + 7 lar]

Passing to a subsequence, we can now assume that Ry — R and ¢; — c¢ for some
R € S0(n) and ¢ € R™. Sending k — oo, we obtain

/ |Rz — 2 — ¢| dH" " (z) =0,
S

so that Rz — x = ¢ for H" -a.e. x € S. Let xy be one of these x and set Sy = S — .
Then for H" l-a.e. x € Sy we have Rx — x = 0. Now 3" 1(Sp) > 0 implies that there
are n— 1 linearly independent eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalue 1 of R. Since
R € SO(n), we then must have R = Id und thus also ¢ = 0.

Set A, = R, — Id and choose a subsequence such that = A and = c

_Ar __Ck_
[Ak|+ck | Ag|+lck
for suitable A € R™"*" and ¢ € R™. Note that then A is antisymmetric. Letting k — oo
in

Apx Ck 1
12k/( _ dH" (2
o T + 1o~ TAx] + el (=)

gives

/ Az — | d3H1(2) = 0.
S

Analogously as above it follows that there are n — 1 linearly independent eigenvectors
corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 of A. Since A is antisymmetric it cannot be of rank
1, so we obtain A = 0 and then also ¢ = 0. This contradicts

1= | Ag| |cx|

= — A+ || =0. O
Al + ol T A+ e AT
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Proof of Theorem [Z3. Suppose y. € WIP(Q;R") satisfies €.(y.) < C. It follows from
geometric rigidity |20} I5] that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

1 1 -
C > e—p/QWE(x,Vyg(x)) - /Qﬁg(x) “ye(z) drx

1 S T n)) — BeP 1‘—1 0 xT) - xT Xz
Zg—p/ﬂ(adls‘c (Vye(z),S0(n)) — peP) d E/an() ye(z) d

> / C‘Vye(x) — R P dz — |9 — / ge(x) ) Ye(®) — Re(z + o) de
Q € Q €
for suitable rotations R. € SO(n) and arbitrary c¢. € R™, where we have also used the

invariance properties of /.. Choose c. := ﬁ Jo(RTy. () — x) dz. For

RY - —
ua(x) = eya(x)g & caa

we obtain .
C+ 1918 > c| Vue(@)lI7s — 1€l por lluell e

so that Poincaré inequality shows that (u.) is bounded in W1P(Q; R"), and the assertion
of (a) follows.

In order to prove (b) we first apply the assertion of (a) to find R. € SO(n) and é& € R*
such that, for a subsequence, 4. := %(nge —id — &) — @ in W'P(Q;R"). By the
trace theorem, the restriction of @. to 0. is bounded in L'(9§;R") and satisfies
Ue(z) = é(}?gwe(x) —x —C) = %(Rgx — 1 — &)+ Rlg.(2) for H" -ae. © € 9Q,.
Lemma [£.3] now implies

[RE —1d| + |é:| < Cé‘/ (I=(2)| + |g-(x)]) dFH"~H(z) < Ce

*

so that, upon passing to a further subsequence, we have %(Re —1Id) —» A and % —c
for some A € R™*"™ and ¢ € R". We thus get

- R.—Id)r R.é
= Rt (z) + (e )z 4
€ € €

— a(z) + Az + ¢ =: u(x)

and y. € we + Walg’i(Q;]R") for all £ implies u € g + Walg’i(Q;]R").

4.4 Low energy sequences

The following proof follows along standard arguments in the theory of I'-convegence
with only mild extra effort to treat the R-dependent limit. We include it for the sake of
completeness.
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Proof of Corollary [24 Denoting by eZ.(x) € R}X" the matrix logarithm of Vw. =
Id + eVg.(x) so that e = Id + eVg. with || Z.||1~ < C, we see that

inf  E.(w) < E(we) = / Ve(z, Ze(z)) do — / lo(z) - go(z) dz < C
weLP(R™) o) Q

because of condition (C). This shows that for arbitrary low energy sequence (ye), Ec(ye)
is bounded. From Theorem [2Z3] we obtain R. € SO(n) and c¢. € R" such that, for a

subsequence, u; = M — u in WHP(€;R"™), where in the case (b) one may
choose R. = R =1d and c8 = 0. Passing to a further subsequence, we also have R, — R
for some R € SO(n).

Take any v € g + Walg’i(Q; R™) with dive = 0 and choose a recovery sequence (v.) for v
with respect to the I'-convergence of F. — F.o. Let R’ € SO(n) be arbitrary if 9Q, = ()
and R’ = R =1Id if H""1(0Q4) > 0. Set z.(x) := R'(x + ev.(z)). Then

Fre(u) — /Qf(x) - Ru(z) dx < liminf <’J"€(u€) — /Qf;(x) - Reug(z) daz)

e—0

= hren_)%lf Ec(ye)
< limsup €. (ye)
e—0

= limsu inf E(w
00T wer(omn) =(w)

< limsup €. (z¢)

e—0

e—0

- rel / € RU

and so 9re1 (u,R) < 953 (v, R') and ?(Z)( ) < ’J"Ee% (v) in the situation of ( ) respectively,

rel

= lim <3" (ve) — / lo(z) - R'vo(x) daz)

(b). The choice (v, R') = (u, R) furthermore gives lim._,¢ &.(y.) = min g

lim. 0 €:(ye) = min 3"53

1ol » Tespectively,

. This concludes the proof. ]

5 Applications

In this section we discuss three applications: single well materials, incompressible vari-
ants of martensite and nematic elastomers. We always assume that p = 2, @ C R™ be
a bounded Lipschitz domain, 0, C 9 be a closed subset such that R™ \ 0, satisfies
the cone condition and the loads £, = el. satisfy £, — £ in L?(€; R™).

5.1 Linear elasticity for incompressible materials

As a first straightforward application we extend the passage from nonlinear elasticity to
linear elasticity in [I8§] to incompressible materials, cf. also [27]. We assume the following
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for the stored energy function W : Q x R™"™ — R U {+o0}

e W is a frame-indifferent Borel function,
o W(z,X)=+o00if X & SL(n),
o W(z,R)=0 for a.e. z € Q and all R € SO(n),

o W(zx,X) > adist’(X,S0(n)) for a.e. € Q and all X € SL(n) for some a > 0.

Furthermore, we assume that W is twice differentiable with respect to X on 2 x {X €
SL(n) : dist(X,S80(n)) < e} for some € > 0. Then also the mapping Q x R}*" — R,
Z + W(z,e?) is twice differentiable with respect to Z in a neighbourhood of 0, and we

denote its Hessian by
d2
Z)=—| W(x,e?).
Q. 2)= 4| W)

We assume that the Taylor expansion up to second order is uniform in z:

lim ¢ 2 esssup sup \W(x,ez) -1 (z,Z)| = 0.
t—0 TEQ |Z|<t 2

Note that, without loss of generality, we may assume that W coincides on  x {X €
SL(n) : dist(X,S0(n)) < ¢} with a non-negative finite function W : Q x {X € R**" :
dist(X,S0(n)) < ¢} — R that is twice differentiable with respect to X. E.g., set
W(z,X) = W (x, Psp,n)X ), where Pgp ) : R"*"™ — SL(n) is the projection onto SL(n)
which is well-defined and smooth close to SL(n).) Since W (x,-) is minimal at Id with
value 0, we see that (independently of the particular extension)

Q(x,X) = DXW (x,1d)[X, X].
Our assumption can then equivalently be reformulated as

lim ¢~ 2 esssup sup |W(z,Id + X) — 3Q(z, X)| = 0.
t—=0 zeQ | X|<t

Theorem 5.1. Under the above assumptions, the functions W, := W (independent
of €) and V := 1Q fulfil the conditions (NL1)-(NL4), (L1)-(L4) and (C). Hence, the
assertions of Theorem [2.1), Theorem [2Z.3 and Corollary hold true with V = 1Q.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of our assumptions stated above and the fact that
Q' = @ due to Q being convex. O
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5.2 Incompressible martensitic variants

It is also straightforward to extend the geometric linearization of multiple wells from
[27] to the incompressible setting. To this end, we consider a finite number N of single
well energies W; . : SL(n) — R satisfying

Wi (X) > adist?(X,S0(n)) — B

which are minimized at U;(e) = Ui € SL(n), where U; € R]*™, and given by

ils
Wi(X) = %(al-(\/XTX —Ui(e)), VXTX — Ui(e)) + e*w;
+o([VXTX — Ui(e)?)

fori=1,..., N with positive definite ay, ..., any € RE" and minimal values wy, ..., wy.
Then define W, by the ‘well minimum formula’

minlSiSN Wi,e(X), X € SL(’I’L),

WeX) = {—i—oo X ¢ SL(n).

nxn

Theorem 5.2. Under the above assumptions, the functions W, and V : R - R

ils
given by
1 .
V(Z) = 3 IISI%DN <ai(X — Ui),X — U¢> + w;

fulfil the conditions (NL1)-(NL4), (L1)-(L4) and (C). Hence, the assertions of Theorem
(21, Theorem 2.3 and Corollary hold true.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of our assumptions. O

5.3 Incompressible nematic elastomers

We consider a nonlinear model for nematic elastomers proposed by Bladon, Terentjev
and Warner, see [4], and analyzed by DeSimone and Dolzmann in [17]. Here the stored
energy is given by

0'1(X)2 + 0'2()()2 + 0'3(X)2

2 2 2
75,1 Ye,2 75,3

)

W.(X) = -3

for det X = 1 and is oo otherwise. The ¢;(X) are the singular values of X in their
ascending order and 0 < 7.1 < 72 < 73 are e-dependent parameters such that
Ve, 17e,27Ye,3 = 1, which describe the preferred strains. Indeed, one has

3
argmin W, = {X € SL(3) : W.(X) =0} = U SO(3) Z’yg,ie,‘ ® e;,
{e1,e2,e3}ER =1
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where R is the set of orthonormal bases of R3, cf. [17]. We make the assumption that the
preferred strains are O(e) close to SO(3), i.e., the 7. ; are of the form . ; = 1+¢ep; +o(¢)
for some p;, 1 = 1,2, 3 or, equivalently,

fYE,i = e&‘pi(E) - eEpi-i-O(&‘)’ Z - 17 2737

for suitable p;(e) — p; as € — 0. Notice that Z?Zl pi(e) =0 for all e.

Theorem 5.3. Under the above assumptions, the functions W, and V : R3*3 = R given
by

~+00, trZ #0

fulfil the conditions (NL1)-(NL4), (L1)-(L4) and (C). Hence, the assertions of Theorem
21, Theorem [2.3 and Corollary hold true.

V(Z) = {22 L (MNilZagm) —pi)?, 0wz =0,

In fact, as in this particular case the quasiconvex envelope of W, is known, see Theo-
rem 4 in [I7], besides providing a general link between the nonlinear and linear theory,
Theorem [5.3] can also be used to identify the density of the limit functional. Generalizing
[12} 1], here we also provide an explicit expression if not necessarily two of the constants

p1, P2, p3 are equal.

Proposition 5.4. Let p1 < pa < p3 fulfil p1 + p2 + p3 = 0. The igc-envelope of the
function

3
2
f Ri:ﬁ - R f =2 Z Z sym Pi)
i=1
where N\j = \j(Zsym) denote the eigenvalues of Zsym in the ascending order is given by
07 )\1 > P1, )‘3 < 3,
Fi9°(7) = 3\ —p1)% A1 <p1, A3 —p3 < o —pa,
f(Z), A= p1 < A2 —p2 < Az — p3,

3(A3 —p3)%, A2 —p2 < A1 —p1, A3 > ps.

Proof of Theorem[2.3. In order to check that W, satisfies the required lower bound,
we first note that an elementary analysis shows that on {u = (1, po, u3) € (0,00)3 :
papzps = 1} the mapping pu = (u1, g2, p3) = p3 + p3 + p3 is minimized precisely at
p = (1,1,1) and satsifies 3 + p3 + p3 > 3+CZ§ L (i — 1)? for some ¢ > 0 there. Using

this for u; = (X) , 4 =1,2,3, combined with the quadratic growth of W, at oo, shows
that
3 3
0i(X) c 2
W) = ey (TR -a) s 2 52 (0:(X) =)
im1 e i=1
c e c
2 c 42 2
> Z’Z(C;Z(X) —1)?—ce? = 7 dist*(X,80(3)) — €&,
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We have to compute V. : R3X? — R, V.(Z) = €%I/Vf_;(e‘fz). Denoting by A1 (X) < A2(X) <

A3(X) the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix X € R3X3

sym» by Taylor expansion we have

oi(e?) = N (VesZ"esZ) = 1 + eNi(Zsym) + O(e?)

for Z € R33 i =1,2,3, since

Ve eZ = \J(1d + 27 + 0(e2)(Id + £Z + O(c?))

= \/Id + 26 Zgym + O(e2)
=1Id + e Zsym + O(£?).

Furthermore,
3 3
Zgi(efz)Q = ZA (s/eeZTeeZ) = |V es 2T esZ|2 = |52,
i=1 i=1
From tr Z = 0, it follows

5 2

|e€Z|2 _ <Id +eZ + %Zz + 0(63)> : (Id +eZ + %Z2 + 0(53)>
=3422:Z+2722:1d+ O(?)
= 3+252‘Zsym’2 +O(€3)'

The error terms are uniform on bounded subsets of Rg?f’. Expanding
Vo = e 2P =1 2ep;(e) + 25707 (e) + O(e%)

and using that 25’:1 pi(e) = 0, we find that
W ( = -3+ ZO’Z “2)2(1 — 2epi(e) + 2e%p3(e) + O(e?))

3
= 34|72 4 Z 1—1—28)\ (Zsym) + O(e ))(—28p,()+2€ 2(e) + O(e ))
i=1

3

= 262| Zoym|? + Z — 4%pi(e)Xi (Zsym)) + O(E®)
=1

Hence,

3
Ve(Z) = 2’Zsym’2 + Z (QP?(E) - 4Pi(5))‘i(Zsym)) + O(e)
i=1
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converges uniformly in Z on compact subsets of RB’XB’ to

3
Z z sym pz) 2 .

This function satisfies the required growth assumptions. The necessary Lipschitz esti-
mate follows from

V(Z) - 2,0@ + )\ sym) + )‘ (Zéym)) (Al(ZSym) )‘ (Zéym)) O

HMw

The quasiconvex envelope of Wy is known, see Theorem 4 in [I7]. For X € R"*™ with
det X =1 is given by

0 71X >, X <y
? Ve, 1 — ) Ye,3 — )
o1(X) 2 Ye,1 o1(X) a3(X) ~ 2(X)
WI(X) = G ) 2 =3 1) j L(ng’a <(X§E2 ’
£ o1 g2 o3
plald T ot il
o3 Ye,3 g2 g1 g3
( Ye,3 ) +203(X) -3, Ve,2 < Ve, 7 Ye,3 > 1.
and equals +oo if det X # 1. It may be viewed upon as
WE(X) = inf / W.(Vu(z)) dx
ucw+Wy P (Q

for Q := (0,1)% and w(z) := Xu.
Let us take arbitrary Z € R}X". Define w.(z) := ¢?z (and correspondingly g.(z) =
Eza Id;y, 99, := 90 and F. as in Theorem 2. Since g. — ¢ in Wh°(Q;R") with

g(x) = Zx, it follows from the properties of I'-convergence and the representation formula
from Theorem that

1 _
6—2W§C(efz ) = inf F. — minFre) = V(Zsym)-

Since f from Proposition 5.4l equals V' |gnxn, we can determine f'9° by using this conver-
dev
gence.

Proof of Proposition [5.4]. Since Vi€ is completely determined on RIX™, let us take ar-
bitrary Z € R{}*". Then
O_i(eeZ) — )\i(eaZ) — eaAi(Z)
and since
O'z‘( eeZ )

Ve, i

= ND=epi=0) Z 1 4 e(\(Z) — pi) + ole)
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Therefore, for small € the case % > 1 is equivalent to A\;(Z) — p; > 0. By employing

for
o = N2 =20iE) 1 — (\(Z) — p;) + ole),

the approximation

2
(1+m)2+1+—x—3:1+2x+x2+2(1—x+x2+0(x2))—3:3x2+0(x2),

we arrive at

ez i
(L) 4225 =3 3(c(0(2) — pi) + 0(e))? + ol
e, o2 i(ef?) — (e(\i(Z) )62 ) ( ):3()\2‘(2)_10@')2_"0(1)'

Hence, with A\; = \;j(2)

0’ J(Z) C [pl’p?)],
fqu( ) — 3()‘1 - P1)27 )\1 < P1, )‘3 — pP3 < )\2 — P2,
V(Z), A1t —p1 < A2 —p2 < A3 — ps,

3(A3 —p3)%, Ao —p2 < A1 —p1, Az > ps.
O

By employing Z?:l()‘i — p;) = 0, we may present the formula in an alternative form
that perhaps more clearly shows what happens by this kind of convexification:

; o(Z) C [p1, p3l,

Al — )2—1-2(% 2, A1 < p1, A3 — p3 < Ao — pa,
M —p1)2+ A2 —p2)2 + (A3 —p3)% A —p1 < da—p2 < A3 — ps,
(Qa—p1)t e p2)>2+()\3—/)3)2, A2 — p2 < A1 —p1, A3 > ps.

—~ O

S1(2) =

—~

[\)

A Appendix

For easy reference we list some basic results on relaxation, the Bogovskii operator and
a particular form of the extension theorem for Sobolev mappings.

A.1 Relaxation

Statement II1.7 from [I] establishes a relation between the relaxation of an integral
functional and the quasiconvexification of its density:

Theorem A.1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set. Suppose f : Q x R™*™ — R is a
Carathéodory function which satisfies for some p > 1 and 5 > 0

0< flz,X) < B(1+|XP)
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for almost all x € Q and all X € R™*™. Define for u € LP(Q; R™)
fQ f(z,Vu(z)) dz, ue WLP(Q;Rm)’

0, else.

Flu) == {

The sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous envelope of ?‘Wl,p(Q;Rm) s given by

swlse Flyy 1,0 (urm) (1) = / f¥€(z, Vu(x)) dx
Q

for each u € WHP(Q;R™).
The following complementary result that is a reduced version of Theorem 9.8 in [16] is
useful in cases with given boundary data:

Lemma A.2. Let Q C R" be a bounded open set and 1 < p < co. Let f : QxR™*" —» R
be a Carathéodory function satisfying 0 < |f(z, X)| < (1 + |X|P) for every X € R™*™.
If u € WHP(Q;R™), then there exist uj € u + Wol’p(Q;Rm) such that

luj —ullppy =0 and lim [ f(z,Vu;(x)) dov = / fo(, V() d.
Q

J—00 [¢)

A.2 Bogovskii operator

The so called Bogovskii operator ensures the solvability of the problem divv = f within
VVO1 P(Q;R"™) for functions f with zero mean. The existence of such an operator was
shown in, e.g., [5 211 [].

Theorem A.3. Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain having the cone property and 1 < p <
oo. There exists a linear operator B = Bg ), : LP(Q) — Wol’p(Q;R") with the following
properties:

o For every f € LP(Q) with [, f(x) dx =0, it holds
divBf = f.
e B is bounded. Namely, for every f € LP(Q)
V(B e irnxny < Cllfllr0)-
The constant C depends only on 2 and p, and is translation- and scaling-invariant.
o If feCX(N), then Bf € C(;R™).

With this result one may show the following density result with constraint on the diver-
gence, see Theorem I11.4.1 in [21]:

Theorem A.4. If U C R" is a bounded domain satisfying the cone property, then
{u e C*U) : divu = 0} is dense in {u € Wol’p(U,]R") sdivu = 0}.
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A.3 Extension theorem

Let © C R™ be an open set and D C Q a closed subset. The space Wll)’p (;R™) is
defined as the closure of {ulq : u € C°(R™\ D;R™)} in W1P(Q; R™). Its properties were
thoroughly explored in [10]. We state a simplified version of Theorem 1.3 from that
article regarding existence of an extension operator:

Theorem A.5. Suppose that Q C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz domain and D C Q be a
closed subset. For any p € [1,00]| there exists a bounded linear operator

E: WEP(Q) — WEP(R™)

such that (Eu)|lq = u a.e. on .

Acknowledgment

Both authors thank the hospitality of the Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut Oberwol-
fach, where part of this work was carried out.

References

[1] E. AcerBi, F. Fusco. Semicontinuity problems in the Calculus of variations.
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 86 (1984), 125-145.

[2] V. AGOSTINIANI, A. DESIMONE. I'-convergence of energies for nematic elastomers
in the small strain limit. Contin. Mech. Thermodyn. 23 (2011), 257-274.

[3] R. ALICANDRO, G. DAL MAsO, G. LAZZARONI, M. PALOMBARO. Derivation of

a linearised elasticity model from singularly perturbed multiwell energy functionals.
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 230 (2018), 1-45.

[4] P. BLaADON, E. M. TERENTJEV, M. WARNER. Transitions and instabilities in
liquid crystal elastomers. Phys. Rev. E 47, R3838(R)

[5] M. E. BoGOVSKIL Solutions of some problems of vector analysis, associated with
the operators div and grad (Russian). Theory of cubature formulas and the ap-
plication of functional analysis to problems of mathematical physics, pp. 540,
149, Trudy Sem. S. L. Soboleva, No. 1, 1980, Akad. Nauk SSSR Sibirsk. Otdel.,
Inst. Mat., Novosibirsk, 1980.

[6] W. BORCHERS, H. SOHR. On the equations rot v = g and divu = f with zero
boundary conditions. Hokkaido Math. J. 19 (1990), no. 1, 67-87.

[7] A. BRAIDES. A homogenization theorem for weakly almost periodic functionals.
Rend. Accad. Naz. Sci. XL 104 (1986), 261-281.

30



8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[20]

A. BRAIDES.  Relazation of functionals with constraints on the divergence.
Ann. Univ. Ferrara Sez. VII (N.S.) 33 (1987), 157-177 (1988).

A. BRAIDES, I. FONSEcA, G. LEONI. A-quasiconvexity: relazation and homoge-
nization. ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 5 (2000), 539-577.

K. BREWSTER, D. MITREA, I. MITREA, AND M. MITREA. FEuxtending Sobolev

functions with partially vanishing traces from locally (e, 6)-domains and applications
to mized boundary problems. J. Funct. Anal., 266 (2014), no. 7, 4314-4421.

P. CESANA. Relazation of multiwell energies in linearized elasticity and applications
to nematic elastomers. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 197 (2010), no. 3, 903-923.

P. CesaNA, A. DESIMONE. Quasiconvexr envelopes of energies for nematic elas-
tomers in the small strain regime and applications. J. Mech. Phys. Solids. 59 (2011),
787-803.

M. CICALESE, N. Fusco. A note on relaxation with constraints on the determinant.
ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 25 (2019), Art. 41, 15 pp.

S. ConTi, G. DOLZMANN. On the theory of relaxation in nonlinear elasticity with
constraints on the determinant. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 217 (2015), no. 2,
413-437.

S. CONTI AND B. SCHWEIZER. Rigidity and gamma convergence for solid-solid
phase transitions with SO(2) invariance. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 59(6):830-868,
2006.

B. DACOROGNA. Direct methods in the calculus of variations. Second edition. Ap-
plied Mathematical Sciences, 78. Springer, New York, 2008.

A. DESIMONE, G. DOLZMANN. Macroscopic response of nematic elastomers via
relaxzation of a class of SO(8)-invariant energies. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 161
(2002), no. 3, 181-204

G. DAL MAso, M. NEGRI, D. PERCIVALE. Linearized elasticity as I'-limit of finite

elasticity. Calculus of variations, nonsmooth analysis and related topics. Set-Valued
Anal. 10 (2002), no. 2-3, 165-183.

G. FRIESECKE, R. D. JAMES, S. MULLER. A theorem on geometric rigidity and

the derivation of nonlinear plate theory from three-dimensional elasticity. Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 55 (2002), 1461-1506.

G. FRIESECKE, R. D. JAMES, S. MULLER. A hierarchy of plate models derived

from nonlinear elasticity by Gamma-convergence. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 180
(2006), 183-236.

31



[21]

22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

G. P. GALDIL. An introduction to the mathematical theory of the Navier-Stokes
equations. Steady-state problems. Second edition. Springer Monographs in Mathe-
matics. Springer, New York, 2011.

A. GLORIA AND S. NEUKAMM. Commutability of homogenization and linearization

at identity in finite elasticity and applications. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non
Linéaire 28 (2011), 941-964.

M. JESENKO, B. SCHMIDT. Closure and commutability results for Gamma-limits

and the geometric linearization and homogenization of multi-well energy functionals.
STAM J. Math. Anal. 46 (2014). 2525-2553.

E. MAININI, D. PERCIVALE. Linearization of elasticity models for incompressible
materials. Preprint. Available at: https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.09286

S. MULLER AND S. NEUKAMM. On the commutability of homogenization and lin-
earization in finite elasticity. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 201 (2011), 465-500.

J. NECAS. Direct methods in the theory of elliptic equations. Springer Monographs
in Mathematics. Springer, Heidelberg, 2012.

B. ScHMIDT. Linear Gamma-limits of multiwell energies in nonlinear elasticity
theory. Contin. Mech. Thermodyn. 20 (2008), no. 6, 375-396.

M. WARNER, E. M. TERENTJEV. Liquid Crystal Elastomers. Clarendon, Oxford,
2003

32



	1 Introduction
	2 Main convergence results
	3 Quasiconvexity on incompressible fields
	4 Proof of the main convergence results
	4.1 The liminf-inequality
	4.2 Recovery sequence
	4.3 Compactness
	4.4 Low energy sequences

	5 Applications
	5.1 Linear elasticity for incompressible materials
	5.2 Incompressible martensitic variants
	5.3 Incompressible nematic elastomers

	A Appendix
	A.1 Relaxation
	A.2 Bogovskii operator
	A.3 Extension theorem


