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UNFOLDING OPERATOR ON HEISENBERG GROUP AND
APPLICATIONS IN HOMOGENIZATION

A. K. NANDAKUMARAN AND A. SUFIAN

ABSTRACT. The periodic unfolding method is one of the latest tool after multi-scale
convergence to study multi-scale problems like homogenization problems. It provides a
good understanding of various micro scales involved in the problem which can be con-
veniently and easily applied to get the asymptotic limit. In this article, we develop the
periodic unfolding for the Heisenberg group which has a non-commutative group struc-
ture. In order to do this, the concept of greatest integer part, fractional part for the
Heisenberg group have been introduced corresponding to the periodic cell. Analogous to
the Euclidean unfolding operator, we prove the integral equality, L?-weak compactness,
unfolding gradient convergence and other related properties. Moreover, we have the
adjoint operator for the unfolding operator which can be recognized as an average op-
erator. As an application of the unfolding operator, we have homogenized the standard
elliptic PDE with oscillating coefficients. We have also considered an optimal control
problem and characterized the interior periodic optimal control in terms of unfolding
operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

The mathematical theory of homogenization was introduced in the 1970s in order
to describe the behavior of composite materials. Since then, several homogenization
methods have been developed. Among many methods developed in the last 50 years
two-scale convergence and unfolding methods are very effective techniques. The two-
scale convergence was introduced by Nguetseng [15] and later developed by Allaire in
[41] which has been extensively applied by various authors over the last few decades.
There are plenty of methods available for the Euclidean setting or, more precisely, in
the commutative group structure. The research on Homogenization in non-commutative
group structure is very limited. Among the early results on the homogenization in non-
commutative group structure, we cite the results by Biroli, Mosco, and Tchou [5]. In
this paper, the authors construct explicitly a periodic tilling associated with the Laplace
operator Ay associated with the Heisenberg group. They have analyzed the asymptotic
behavior of its eigenfunctions in a domain with isolated Heisenberg periodic holes with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on their boundaries. To establish the convergence to the
homogenized problem, they employ Tartar’s energy method. Another piece of work on
homogenization in the Heisenberg group is due to Biroli, Tchou and Zhikov in [6]. The
problem has revisited in [7] with less regular holes. Due to less regularity on the hole,
they could not employ the method as in [7], and they used the method introduced in [16]
by Zhikov. For further reading, we refer to the articles [3, 9] and references therein.

Now, coming back to the Euclidean setting, the method of two-scale convergence in R"
is deeply related to the group structure of R” and the definition of the periodic function
in terms of group translation. The concept of the tiling and the periodic function defined
in [5] for the Heisenberg group, motivates B. Franchi and M. C. Tesi in [7] to define
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the concept of two-scale convergence in the Heisenberg Group. As an application of this
two-scale convergence, they have investigated a Dirichlet problem for a generalized Kohn
Laplacian operator with strongly oscillating Heisenberg-periodic coefficients in a domain
that is perforated by interconnected Heisenberg-periodic pipes. They have proved all the
similar results as in Euclidean two-scale scale convergence.
One of the latest methods for homogenization is the periodic unfolding method introduced
by Cioranescu, Damlamian, and Griso in [10], where the micro scale is introduced at the
micro level of the problem before taking the limit, whereas in two-scale convergence, the
micro scale is recovered at the limit. The unfolding operator is also quite easy to apply
in multi-scale analysis and help to see more deeply the microscopic scale. For the sake of
the reader, we recall the two-scale convergence and unfolding operators in the Euclidean
space set-up. Let us recall the definition two-scale convergence and unfolding operator
for the Euclidean domain and will see how they are related to each other.

Let Y be the reference cell and €2 be a bounded domain of R". The smooth Y periodic
(Euclidean sense) function space is denoted by C3°(Y).

Definition 1 (Two-scale convergence). A family of function {u.} € L*(Q) is said to be
two-scale converges to ug € L*(Q x Y), if for any ¢ € C(Q; CF(Y)), we have

x 1
I . Y dr = — , ) dad 1
tig | el (.2 do = [ wolep)le,y) dudy 1)
Let
E.={keZ": ck+cY CQ}, Q. = U {ke +eY}, Ao = Q\Q. (see Figure 1).
keE.

x
The greatest integer part and fractional part with respect to Y are denote by [—] and
ely

T
{—} respectively. Note that the micro scale y is given in the limit uy = ug(x,y), y € Y.
ely

We now introduce this scale at € level itself using the scale decomposition of the Euclidean
space R". We will later give appropriate scale decomposition of the Heisenberg group.
For z € R", we can write the e—scale decomposition as

== (5

x x
where [—} and {—} are the integer and fractional parts, respectively with respect to
ely ely

the reference cell Y (see Figure 2). We introduce the scale y for varying {f} and we
ely
have the following definition.

Definition 2 (Unfolding operator). For ¢ Lebesgue-measurable real valued function on
Q, the unfolding operator T¢ is defined as follows:

¢<5 [g}y—l—éy) for (z,y) € Qe xY

(2)
0 for (z,y) € Ac x Y.

°(¢)(x,y) = {

The method of periodic unfolding is based on the concept of two-scale convergence.
The test functions used in two scale have one macro scale x which tells position in 2

x
another is micro-scale — which tells position of x in the reference cell. In unfolding

€
this concept concept is used very explicitly. More-precisely, if we view our domain as
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a

0 Ag
FicUure 1. Tiling of € in the Euclidean set up

0= U {ke +eY'} and ¢ € C°(€; CZ(Y). Then, we can write (1) as

keE.

lim [ w.(z)y (z) dx

e—0 Q

_ ‘%Z]{: /MY e ()0 <$ g) dx

= lim Z / ue (ke + ey) (ke + ey, y) dy
ke+kY

e—0

‘m;z%//“s Jen)u [, +evn) i

|Y| iy | T (we) () T2(0°) () dady

1 uo(z, Y)Y (x,y) dedy.
|Y| QxY
Observe that definition of two-scale convergence reduced to weakly convergence in
L*(Q x Y) and it is easy to apply as it is technicality less demanding.

There are some advantages of using this method; for example, while doing optimal
control problems in periodic setup, the optimal control is easily characterized by the
unfolding of the adjoint state, which helps to analyze asymptotic behavior see [2, 3, 12,

3, 14]. This method reduces the definition of two-scale convergence in LP(Q)) to weak
convergence of the unfolding sequence in LP(Q2 x Y) for 1 < p < oo. This is a very
effective method in analyzing the various multi-scale problems; for details, see [1, 11] and
references therein.

The unfolding method in R" is intensely dependent on the group structure of R". we
aim to develop a similar type of unfolding operator for the Heisenberg group. As we
have already mentioned that the concept of periodic functions and tiling in Heisenberg
group was introduced in [5], which motivates us to define the greatest integer part for
x € H', that is [z]y and fractional {z}y. Using these definitions, we have defined un-
folding operator T¢ in the Heisenberg group. The definition of T° for H', keeps periodic
function unchanged. As an application of this unfolding operator, we have considered a

PDE —divyg(A®Vy) with Heisenberg-periodic oscillating coefficients in an open bounded
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domain 2 C H'. This model PDE is also considered in [7], in a perforated domain where
they have used two-scale convergence to analyze the asymptotic behavior. Our aim is to
introduce unfolding in Heisenberg group. Though we have applied it only to a standard
problem, we hope to apply to more general problems and probably introduce unfolding
to other non-commutative groups.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition and
properties of periodic and non-periodic function spaces in Heisenberg group. In Section
3, definition of [z|g, {z}y, unfolding operators and adjoint operators are introduced.
Properties and their proof are also given here. Finally, in Section 4, we consider a model
PDE with oscillating coefficients, homogenize it and also shown the characterization of
the interior periodic optimal control for the interior periodic optimal control problem.
We did not present the final homogenization of the optimal control problem as it follows
along similar lines.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Here, we introduce required notations which will be used through out the article and
some preliminaries. We denote the 1-dimensional Heisenberg group by H' = R* and a
typical point in H' is denoted by & = (21, 2o, 23). For p = (p1,p2, p3), ¢ = (a1, 2, ¢3) € H',
the group operation is

p-q=(p1+ q,p2+ @2, p3 + @3 + 2(p2qi — P1¢2).
1

The inverse of x € H' is 27! = (—x, —x2, —23). The family of non-isotropic dilations are
denoted by &, defined as
Sx(z) = (Axq, Awg, N223) for x € H'.
The left translation operator corresponding to p € H' denoted by 7, defined as
7,(z) = p.x for x € H".

We consider the following homogeneous norm with respect to d; for « € H

il = max{\/x% a3, \/|x§,|}.

The associated distance between any p,q € H' given as

d(p.q)=lp™" - all~.
There is a relation between this distance and Euclidean distance (see [7]), which is stated
in the following proposition.

Proposition 3. The function d is a distance in H'. Further, it is homogeneous and left
translation invariant, that is for any p,q,xz € H' and A > 0,

d(0rq,0xx) = Md(q,x) and d(7pq, T,x) = d(q, x).
For any bounded subset Q of H', there exist positive constant c(S2), c2(Q) such that

a1 (Q)|p — qlrs < d(p.q) < () |p — qlrs.

Here | - |gs denotes the FEuclidean norm.

In particular the induced topology by d and the Euclidean topology are coincide on H*.
The usual Lebesgue measure is the left and right invariant Haar measure for the group.
For any measurable set S C H', the Lebesgue measure of S is denoted by |S|. Because
of the anisotropic dilation &, for A > 0, we have |5,(S)| = A*|S|. That is why the vector

space dimension of H' is 3, but the Hausdorff dimension is 4.
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The Lie algebra of the left invariant vector field of H' is given by
0 0 0 0 0
Xi=—+209—, Xo=— — 20— d Xg=—.
! 81‘1 + Lo 81'3’ 2 al‘g = 8903’ an 3 8x3
The only non-trivial commutator relation is,
(X1, Xo] = X1 Xy — Xo X = —4X5.

The horizontal vector field HH' is the span of the vector field {X;, X5}. Hence, we will
identify a section ¢ of HH' with the function ¢ = (¢1, @) : H' — R

Function Spaces. (see [7]): Through out this article, Q@ € H' is a bounded domain.
For any integer k& > 0, C*(Q), C*(Q) denote the usual differentiable function spaces in
the Euclidean sense. We denote by C*(Q; HH'), for k > 0, the set of all C* section of
HH'. Now, we will define gradient and divergence as follows.

Definition 4. Let f € C'(Q) and ¢ = (¢1,¢0) € CH(Q; HH') is a continuously differ-
entiable section of HH', we define:

va = (le, ng) and diVHgZS = X1¢1 + ngbg.

Note that both Vy, divyg are left invariant differential operators. Also, Vg f can be
defined as a section of HH' as

Vi f = (X1f)Xi + (Xof) Xo.
The Heisenberg gradient Vi can be written in terms of Euclidean gradient V as

1 0 2z
0 1 2z

Similarly, divge = div(C*¢), where div is the Euclidean divergence in R* and C* is the
transpose of the matrix C'

Vuy =C(z)V, where C=C(x)= {

For 1 < p < oo, LP(Q) denotes the usual Euclidean p-integrable space. Here, we will
introduce all the necessary non-periodic function spaces
(i) The set of all smooth sections of HH' is denoted by C*(2; HH'). Similarly the
compactly supported smooth sections of HH' is denoted C°(€2; HH').
(ii) Analogous to standard Euclidean H'(Q2) Sobolev space, we have the following
Heisenberg Sobolev spaces

Hy(Q) ={f € L*(Q) : Xif, Xof € L*()}.

Further, C*°(Q) N Hy () is dense in Hjy(Q).
Through out this article, we will denote the cube [0,2]* by Y. We have this cube of
side length 2 instead of [0, 1]* to avoid the intersection of tiles in the Heisenberg periodic
setting. A set G C H! is said to be Y-periodic if for any z € H! and k € Z3, the
translations 7o (z) € G. The space H! is indeed Y-periodic. In this article, we will use
H' as Y-periodic set just like R" = E—J ([0,1)" + k)

kezn

(i) Periodic function: Let f be a real valued function defined on H'. The function f
will be called Y-periodic if for any any k € Z?,

f(mor(2)) = f(x) for all x € H'.

A section ¢ in HH' is called Y-periodic if the canonical co-ordinates are Y-

periodic.
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(ii) We denote C'5(Y), the space of smooth real valued Y-periodic functions.
(iii) For 1 < p < oo, we denote by L% x(Y'), the space of Y- periodic functions such
that fly € LP(Y) endowed with the norm || f|| (v
(iv) Similarly, H} 5(Y) denotes the space of all f € Ly such that X;f € L*(6,(Y))
for all A > 0 endowed with the norm || f||z1(y). This is a Hilbert space.
We now introduce the periodic vector valued function spaces:

(i) We denote C2°(; C(Y)), the space of all smooth functions on € x H' such
that for any ¢ € C°(;CEu(Y)), © — ¢(x,-) is C from Q — CZFy(Y) with
compact support.

(ii) The space of periodic smooth sections is denoted by CZy(Y; HH').

(iii) The space HL(Y;HH') is defined as the set {¢ = (¢1,¢2)} of all measurable
sections of HH' such that ¢ € (Hj, (V).

(iv) The space V5 (Y) is the completion of {u € C3’u(Y;HH')} with respect to the
following norm

HUHng;H(Y) = HUHL;H(Y;HHU + ”diVHUHL;H(Y)
Now, we will state a version of Theorem 2.16 from [7], which will be used in our analysis.

Theorem 5. Let F' € L*(Q; Vi (Y)*) such that

/Q<F(x), o(z, ')>V§§gﬂ(y)*,v§fﬁ(y)dﬂ7 =0

for all ¢(x,y) € L*(%; V#?I‘E’H(Y)) with divg,¢ = 0 for a.e v € Q. Then, F = V2, with
e L L, u(Y)/R).

3. DEFINITION AND PROPERTIES OF UNFOLDING OPERATOR

It has been proved in [5] for Y = [—~1,1)? that there is a canonical tiling of H' associated
with the structure of H' as a group with dilations, defined as follows,

Definition 6. Let ¢ > 0 be fived. Let a typical point of Z* is denoted by k = (ki1, kg, k3).
Define Y = 0.(2k - Y). Then {YS : k € Z3} is tiling a of H', i.e.,

(i) YENYF=¢ ifk#h

(i) H' = | J 6.(2k - V).

keZ3

The above tilling also holds for Y = [0,2)*. We will use the tiling of Q with Y = [0, 2)®.
A slightly modified definition of greatest integer function will be used. Let x € H', then
x € 2k -Y for some k € Z3. So, for some y € Y, we can write x = 2k - y. Hence, we have

T = 2k’1 + Y1, To = 2]{72 + Y2, T3 = 2]{?3 -+ Ys + 4(k2y1 — k’ly2>.

It shows that 2k, 2ky, and 2k3 are the greatest even integer less than xq, x5 and

(23 — 4koys + 4y1 ko). This leads us to define greatest even integer function. For any r € R
define [r].= greatest even integers less than or equal to r. Analogous definition of even
fractional part is {r}. = r — [r].. For any x € H', define

(el = 3 (il [l foa — 2([o)e{r} - [oa)ofwa})))

2
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The fractional part of  in H', is defined by,

{z}u =2l -«
= ($1 - [xl]e, Tg — [$2]e, T3 — [$3 - 2([I2]e{$1}e - [xl]e{xQ}e) e 2([$2]e$1 - [$1]e$2))

]
= ({z1}e, {@2}e, w3 — [23 — 2([T2]e {71 }e — [T1]e{T2}e)]e — 2([T2e1 — [21]e2))

Now, note that x; = [x;]e + {z;} for ¢ = 1,2. Using this identity, we have

2([wo)err — [T1]em2) = 2([o]e[T1]e + [T2]e{mi}e) — [T1]e[2]e — [T1]e{T2}e
= 2([mo]e{z1}e — [T1]e{m2}e)

Hence, for z € H', the definition for the fractional part can be rewritten as

{2t = ({71}e, {22}e, 23— [13 = 2([v2]e{ @1 }e — [T1]e{@2}e)]e — 2([za]e{z1}e — [T1]e{22}e))

Now for any = € .(2k - V'), we can recover k from z as

k= (ky, ko, k) = % (2] - [2] - |3 —2leo/eledar/ede + 20 /elefan/z) ) )

£ g le

Hence using the definition of | |y and {}y, we can write

k= [%x} and x = 26, [%xh{ -0, {6éa:}H.

H

Let ¢ > 0, and  C H' is a bounded domain. Let E. = {k € Z* : Y7 C Q}, Q. = U Ye,

keE.
and A, = Q\Q.. Now with the above notations, we are in a position to define unfolding
operator in the context of Heisenberg group.

Definition 7. Let ¢ > 0, then the e-unfolding of a function ¢ : 2 — R s the function
T°¢ : Q2 x Y — R which defined as

E . 1T for (xz,y) € Q. X Y,
T(¢)(z,y) = ( ( [s } ) >
0 for (z,y) €
The operator Te is called unfolding operator.
Now we will see some important properties of T¢ in following propositions.

Proposition 8. Let the unfolding operator T¢ defined as above, then T¢ is linear and

for g1, ¢2 - Q@ = R, T (dr1¢p2) = T7(¢1)T" (¢2).

This follows directly from the definition. The first important result to be proved is an
L' integral identity.

Proposition 9. Let ¢ € L*(Q). Then,
1
/ pdr = — T°(¢) dxdy,
Qe |Y| Qxy
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Proof.

— T¢(¢) dxdy = // (51&; 0.y ) dxdy
7] oy 7000 = 51 ) )
= Z / /¢ (2k) - 0.y) dxdy
keE. | :
= <(2k) - 6.y)|YEld
keE-
= > B(0-(2k) - 0y)e* V| dy
e ‘Y‘/

We make the following change of variable as
21 =e(2ky + 1), 22 = €(2ka 4 y2), 23 = €°(2ks + ys + 4(kays — k11p)).

We have dz = e*dy. By applying the above change of variable, we get the following
equality

1
— ) dady = Z 2dz= [ ¢
Il
The above integral identity gives us the following proposition.
Proposition 10. (1) Forp € (1,00) the operator T¢ is linear continuous map from

LP(Q) to LP(Q x V).

1 ) B - _
(2) M/QXYT (qﬁ)dacdy—/ggzﬁdx Aeqﬁdx Qeqﬁdx

1 €
(3) ‘/Q(bdx_m Q><YT¢ S

(4) 11T (0) |l vy < Y17 16]lr (0

0] d
A

Here, we are considering the domain as a bounded open subset of H'. Since the Hausdorff
dimension of H' is 4 implies that the cardinality of the set

{k € Z* : YZ N 0N is non-empty}

1

is O| | Hence [A.] = O(e). Also xa. — 0 point wise as € — 0. Hence, we get the
€

following proposition.

Proposition 11. Let u. be a bounded sequence in L*(Q) with p € (1,00) and v € LY(Q),

1 1
with — 4+ — =1, then/ uv — 0 as e — 0.
P q .

Proof. Observe that x5, — 0 as ¢ — 0. Using the Lebesgue dominated convergence

theorem, we get / Xa.|[v[fdx — 0, and then by using the Holder’s inequality we have

Q
/ uv — 0. O



Remark 12. In the theory the homogenization or multiscale analysis the final goal is
to pass to the limit ¢ — 0. If functions in some integral satisfy the hypothesis of the
Proposition 11; say for example, u. and v are as in the Proposition 11, then, we use the
following convention,

/ wo=— [ Tu)T(9)
Q

N |Y| QXY

that is instead of writing approximately equal, we choose to write equality since at the
end, we will pass to the limit ¢ — 0.

Lemma 13. Let ¢ € C°(2). Then, || T°(¢) — ¢lloc = 0 in Q x Y.

Proof. Since ¢ is a compactly supported smooth function, it is Lipschitz say with Lipschitz
constant L. Consider

T*(0)(@,y) — 6(x)| = 6 (20 |01 - 8y) = ()
<L ’x — 2. [@]H oLy

H

]RS

<Cd (255 [5%1;}]1{ 6. {5%;(;} . 26. [5;4}}1 - 56y>
<d (55 {5595} , (Ly) < Ce.

The last two inequalities follows from Proposition 3. Passing to the limit ¢ — 0 gives
the desired result. O

Since C2°(Q2) is dense in L*(€2), above lemma leads to the following;
Lemma 14. Forv € L*(), we have T*(v) — v strongly in L*(Q2 x Y).

Now, we recall the definition of two-scale convergence given in [7] for the Heisenberg
group.

Definition 15. A family of function {u.} € L*(Q) is said to be two-scale converges in
H' to ug € L*(Q x Y), if for any ¢ € CZ(Q; CFu(Y)), we have

1

tiy | () (2.01(2)) do = 7 . ol y)b(e.y) dady. 3)

We have already discussed in the introduction that two scale convergence of a sequence
in L?(Q) is equivalent to weak convergence of the unfolded sequence in L*(2 x Y). This
result also holds in Heisenberg group, which is stated in the following proposition,

Proposition 16. Let v. be a bounded sequence in L*(QY). Then the following statements
are equivalent,

(1) v, two-scale converges in H' to vy € L*(2 x Y).
(2) T¢(v.) weakly converges to vy € L*(1 x Y).

Proof. The proof is based on the Lemma 13. For ¢ € C°(Q; CFy(Y)), for € > 0 small
enough, consider the following

[ (@) = [ 1wo (5 (2[50] ) -6to)w) +ot) @)
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Let v, to scale converges to vy in H' and T° — ¢, weakly in L*(Q x Y). By passing to
the € — 0 on both side of (4), we get,

1
|YW QxY |YT QxY

As ¢ € O (% CLyY) is arbitrary, implies vo(x,y) = Uo(7,y) a.e. in 2 x Y.

vo(w,y)o(x,y) drvdy = oo(7, y)o(z, ).

O
3.1. Averaging and adjoint operators: Let u € LP(Q2) and v € LY(2 x V). Then, we
compute

1

4] QXyTa(U)(x,y) v(z,y) =

VT Jory (255 [5%41&}1 : 56y> v(z,y) drdy

m// u (255 [5%:(:}]1{-563;) v(z,y) dedy

/ / 6.))0(0-(2K) - 6.2, )< d=dy

keE.

Applying the following change of variable

x1 = e(2k1 +y1), v2 = e(2ka + o), T3 = €°(2k3 + y3 + 4(katy — y2k1)),
we obtain
1

|YW QXY

/ / 02, {51:1:}H) dxdz
k,eE i 5:(2k-Y)

= Z /55(2ky u(z) (|Y|/ ( 20, [51;1:] 0.2, {6é(x)}H) dz) dx

keE.

_ /Q u(z) (% /Y o (2. [50] 0oz {51(0))) dz) dz.

This motivates the following definition

T (u)(z,y)v(z,y)

Definition 17. For p € LP(Q2), the averaging operator U. : LP(Q x Y) — LP(Q) is
defined as

U-(6)(x) = 0% K (2A56 012],, 02 (61 (@)} dz ace. for € 0.
a.e. x € N\

Using the above definition of U. in (5), we have; for ¢ € LP(Q2) and ¢ € LY (Q2 x Y),

/Q U(6) (2)0b(x) m b))

Hence, this implies, the adjoint operator of T¢ is U. in the above sense. Now, we will see
how unfolding operator behave with gradient.
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3.2. Unfolding of the gradient: Throughout this article, we will denote Vi and Vi,
the gradient with respect to x and y respectively on the Heisenberg group. Now, we will
see the relation between Vi and Vy,. Recall the horizontal vector fields

0 0 0 0
Xi=—+2090—, Xo= — — 20—
! 81'1 + x28x3’ 2 8x2 xlal‘g
0 0 0 0
Y= —+2yp—, Vo= — — 2y —.
! oy V2 Y3 ? 0y s 0ys3

Let ¢ € Hy;(Q) and let x € Y. Then
T°(¢)(2,y) = d(e(2ky + y1), (2ka + ya), €%(2ks + ys + 4(kayr — K1y2)) = ¢(0-(2k - y)).
By applying the horizontal vector filed Y; on T¢(¢), we get

V(T (8) (2, 9) = (% ; 2y£) (6(6.(2k - )

= 55—32(55(% -y)) + 26°(2k2 + m)ﬁ(é&(% X))

8(133
9o 9o

=T~ (6_) + T (22)T° (8_) (z,y) =T (X19)(x,y)

45 X3

Similarly, we have Y5(T*(¢)(x,y)) = €T°(X2(¢). Hence using these two relations, we get
Viy(T5(0) (%, y)) = eT°(Vud) (2, y).

Similarly, divyg and divg, denote the divergence with respect to x and y respectively and
have the following relation;

divig, (T*(9)(2,y)) = £T*(dived) (2, y).

Theorem 18. Let u. be a sequence in Hg(Q) such that u. — u weakly in Hg (). Then
There exist a unique uy € L*(Q; Hy y(Y)/R) such that

(1) T¢(u.) — u strongly in L*(Q x Y)

(2) T*(Vgu.) — Vgu + Vg, u weakly in (L*(Q x Y))?

Proof. First, we will show that the limit of 7°(u.) is independent of y. Let T¢(u.) — @
weakly L*(2 x Y) and we need to show that a(z,y) = @(x). To see this, for 1 €
CX(Q2 xY)), consider the following

/ eT*(Vyue)(z,y) dedy
QxY (6)
— [ Ve @) e ey = - [ 1) odivei(.y

QxY QxY

As T¢(Vgu,) is bounded in L*(2 x Y), we have / eT*(Vyue)Y(z,y) — 0 as € — 0.
QxYy
By letting € — 0 in (6) to get

/ IAL(I, y)diVH,yw(xv y) =0
QxYy
for all ¢ € C°(Q2 x Y). Hence Vg ,4(z,y) = 0, implies that @ is independent of y.

11



On the other hand by weak convergence of u., we have uw = My () = 4, where My (4) =
1
m/ (z,y)dy. So, we have the weak convergence of T°(u.) — u in L*(Q x Y). Now
Y

for the norm convergence, consider
/ (T¢(us) — T°(u))* < /(ua —u)? = 0ase— 0.
Qxy Q

We know from Lemma 14, that [|T%u|| 2@xv) = ||©]|z2(0xy). Thus, we have

1T (ue) | z2(@xvy = Nlull z2@xvy-

Hence weak convergence with norm convergence implies the strong convergence. This
proves (1) of Theorem 18.

For the second part, we will use the test function of the form ¢.(z) = ¢ <m, 01 (x)) for
Y € (CX(Q,Cxy(Y)))? with divi, = 0. Let us consider the following,

[ Vet (2:6:0)) = [ 1 Fau@ e (6 (2[5:00)] ) 0)

Let T¢(Vyu.) — & weakly in (L*(Q2 x Y))?. Now, using integration by parts and the
gradient relation between Vi and Vi, we get

/ XyT%vHug)(x,y)w(é( 0:@)] v) )
] et s e late], )5

=7 [, e [ (5 (o] ) )
_ —% [T () ) T (v 2. 9)

By passing to the limit on the both sides, we get

ole, )il y) = / ula)diviai(a,y).

QxY
Thus, we have

| (&~ Vau(e)(e. ) dedy =0,

QxY

From the convergence of the unfolding sequence, we have &, Vyu(z) € (L*(Q x Y))2
Hence (6o(z,y) — Viau(z)) € L2 (Q (v m)*). Also (C2°(9; C(Y))? is dense in
L? (€ (Vd“’ (Y))), this implies that

/ (& — Viu(2))¢(z,y) dedy = 0, for all ¢ € L* (€ (VE(Y))) with divgy = 0.
QxYy
Hence, (§, — Vgu) is perpendicular to the divergence free vector field. We get from
Theorem 5 that there exists a unique u; € L*(€, L;H(Y)/R) such that

& — Vuu = VH,yul-

Since, & and Vgu are in (L?(2 x Y))?, we see that u; € L*(€; H#H(Y)/R). Hence, we

have the second convergence. O
12



The unfolding 7° exhibits more nice properties which will be useful in applications.
Proposition 19. Let u. be a bounded sequence in LP(2) with p € (1,00) satisfying
el Xiuell oy < € fori=1,2.
Then there ezists a subsequence and . € LP(Q) with Y;u € LP(2 X Y') such that
(1) T (u:) — 4 weakly in LP(Q2 xY) ™)
(17) eT°(Xjue) = VT (u.) — Yiu weakly in LP(Q xY) fori=1,2.

Proof. As u. is a bounded sequence in LP(2) by properties of unfolding operator, we have
T¢(u.) is a bounded sequence in LP(€2 x Y'). Hence by weak compactness, there exists
u € LP(2 x Y) such that

T¢(u.) — @ weakly in LP(2 x Y).
Let ¢ € C(Q x Y'), consider

/ €T6(XZ'UE>§Z5 =
Qxy

Using weak convergence of T¢(u.), we pass to the limit as € — 0 to get

lim eT°(Xu:)p = —/ uY;o.

e—0 QxY QxY

YT (u2)p = — / T= (1) Yid.

QxY QXY

Above equality implies the second part of the proposition. U
The above proposition can be written in following form
Proposition 20. Let u. be a bounded sequence in LF(§2) with p € (1,00) satisfying
€ HVHUEHLP(Q) <C.
Then, there exist a subsequence and 4 € LP(S; Hy(Y)) such that
T¢(u.) — 4 weakly in LP(S%; Hy(Y)))

8
eT*(Vyu.) = Vi, T°(u.) — Va0 weakly in (LP(Q x Y))?. (®)

Now, let u. be a sequence in Hy () weakly converges to u in Hy(€2). Then, by compact
embedding u. — wu strongly in L?(2). By properties of unfolding operator, we have
T (u.) — u strongly in L*(€2 x Y'). Thus, we have the following proposition,

Proposition 21. let u. be a sequence in Hy(Q) weakly converges to u in Hg(Q). Then

T¢(u.) — u weakly in L*(; Hi(Y)), and strongly in L*(Q x Y).

4. HOMOGENIZATION VIA PERIODIC UNFOLDING OPERATOR

In this section, we study the homogenization of a standard oscillation problem in
Heisenberg group. We are under investigation of the applicability of the introduced
unfolding operator in particular to optimal control problems. At this stage we would like
to recall that the unfolding operator can be used to characterize the optimal control in
homogenization problem (see [2, 12, 14]).

Let A = [a;;]7,_, : H' — Msyo(R) be a matrix valued function with the following
properties:

(1) The coefficients a; ; H' — R are Heisenberg Y-periodic for all i, j = 1,2, bounded

and measurable functions.
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(2) The matrix A is uniformly elliptic and bounded, that is there exist « and § such
that following two condition hold
(a) [[A(z)v]| < Bv for all v € R* and for all x € H'. Since a,; for i,j = 1,2 are
Y -periodic, it is sufficient to hold for z € Y.
(b) For all x € H' or € Y and v € R?, A satisfies

(A(z)v,v) > allv]

For each £ > 0, denote A°(z) = A (5; (:E)) . The map = — A°(x) can be realized as a

moving frame with a section of the vector bundle of symmetric linear endomorphisms
of the horizontal fibers. As an application of the unfolding operator on the Heisenberg
group, we will consider the following homogenization problem: for f € L*(€2), consider

— divg(A*Vue) +u. = fin Q 0
A (2)Vu, - ng(x) = 0 on OS2 (9)

Here ny = C(x)v where v is the Euclidean outward normal on 9€2. More precisely, we
are considering the following variational problem: find u. € Hy(Q) such that

/ A*Vyu. - Vo dx + / uspdr = / fodx, for all ¢ € H'(Q). (10)
Q Q 0

For every ¢ > 0, Lax-Milgram theorem guaranties of the unique solution u.. By taking

1
ue as a test function on both side of (10), we get [Juc|| g1 ) < —||fllz2(), where a is the
«

elliptic constant constant. Our goal is to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the sequence
of solution u. as the periodic parameter ¢ — 0. The present problem is not new and it
can be studied via two-scale convergence also. But our aim in this article is to introduce
unfolding operator and through this standard example, we are exhibiting the easy way of
studying the problem using unfolding operator. We would like to study more non-trivial
problem like optimal control problems.

The limiting behavior of the sequence of solution to u. is summed up in the following
theorem.

Theorem 22. Let u. be the sequence of solution to (9). Then
T¢(us) — u strongly in L*(Q x Y)
T¢(Vyu.) — Vyu + Vg,up weakly in (L*(Q x Y))2

where u € Hy(Q) is independent of y, and (u,u1) € Hg () x L*(; H#H(Y)/R) satisfies
the following variational system

/ Al y)(Vau(z) + Veyun(z,y)) - (Vad(@) + Vi, (z,y)) dedy
aOxY (11)
+ [ u@owyddy = [ fw)ola) dody
Qx QOxY
Jor all (6, 61) € H(Q) x L3(; Hy y(Y)/R).

Proof. To prove the above theorem, the periodic unfolding operator on the Heisenberg
group will be used as the main tool. Since, we have the uniform bound on |[u g1 (o),

from Theorem 18, upto a subsequence we have the existence of (u,u;) € Hy() x
14



L*(Q; Hj, 5(Y)/R) such that
T¢(u.) — u strongly in L*(2 x Y)
T¢(Vyu.) = Vyu + Vi ,u weakly in L*(Q x Y).

The proof will be completed if we are able to show that (u,w;) satisfies the variational
form (11). The oscillating test function will be used to prove that (u,u;) is the solution
to the limit variational form. Let ¢ € C®(Q) and ¢y € C°(Q; CFu(Y)). Let ¢f(x) =

103} (x, 1 (a:)) Then, we have the following convergence

T¢(¢) — ¢ strongly in L*(Q x Y),
T¢(¢5) — 0 strongly in L*(2 x V).

Now, by the homogeneous property of the horizontal vector field with respect to the dila-
tion d) and the periodicity of ¢, in y, we have ¢ (z) = ¢, (a:, 01 (x)) = ey (x, {5; (x)} ) .
€ € H

Now apply X; on ¢7, we get
(:B)} ) + €2$2% (x, {5% (x)}H>

X, (6i(@) = <22 (2. {5
+%( {n@},) {2} 5 (= {ne),)

- o (n a0}, ) i o {50,

Similarly, we compute

Xo(0'(@) = Xz (2, {02 (@)} ) + Yaou (w. {0r(@)} ).

Combining the above two equalities, we get the following relation

Vi(6i(2)) = eVuor (2.6:12) + Viryon (v.612)
Now applying unfolding operator on both sides and passing to the limit, we get
T¢(Vu¢;) — Vmyé1 strongly in L*(Q x Y).

o =

m»—n

Since ¢ + ¢ € Hg(€2), we can use this as a test function in the weak formulation (10) to
obtain,

| AVsu (Vao+ VaoD)do+ [ wods = [ 16 torall 6 € HY(©),
Q Q Q

Applying unfolding operator on both sides of the variational form, we get,

/Q T(A*Vyue)(x,y) - T (Vo + Vuoi)(x,y) dedy + / T (ue)(x,y)T(¢)(z,y) dxdy

QxY

- /Q . T(f) (2, y)T°()(x,y) dudy

for all ¢ € Hy(2). As A is Y-periodic implies that 7°(A%)(z,y) = A(y). Using the
convergence of T¢(u.), T°(Vyue) and T°(¢7), we can pass to the limit as € — 0 in the

above integral equality to obtain
15



/ AW)(Vau(@) + Vi yus (2, ) - (Vad(@) + Vi, (2, y)) dedy
(9559 (12)
+ | ul)ota)dady = | fle)ota) dody

QxY

for all (¢, ¢1) € C®(Q) x C2(2;Cxm(Y)). By density, we have that the above equality
is true for all (¢,¢1) € Hy(Q) x L*(Q; Hj, x(Y)/R). In order to get the convergence of
the full sequence it is sufficient to show that the the limit variational form (11) admits
unique solution. Uniqueness will be proved if we establish that the following bi-linear
form

B Hy(Q) x L*(Q Hy 5 (Y)/R) x Hy(Q) x L*(Q; Hy, y(Y)/R) — R
given by

B((uv ul)’ (¢7 ¢1)>
= | AWTau(o) + V(o 9) - (Vudla) + Vsynla, ) dody + [ o dady

QxYy

is elliptic. The ellipticity of B follows from the eillipticity of A. To be more precise
a
B((¢, ¢1), (¢, 61)) > E(Hﬁb”fql(m + H¢1||%2(Q;H#1#(Y)/R))‘

Hence this completes the proof the theorem. U

We can write the variational form (11) which is in two-scale in more explicit way using
the cell problem. More precisely, we can get the one-scale form (homogenized equation).
In order to write scale separated form, let us put ¢ = 0 in (11) to get,

/ Az, y)(Vau(z) + Vayui (2,y)) - Viydr(z,y) dedy =0 (13)
Qxy
Let us introduce the following cell problem; for i = 1,2, find Z; € Hj, z(Y)/R such that
[ AWV 20 Tastldy =~ [ Awei Vel (1)
Y Y

for all £ € H#JHI(Y)/R. Here e; for i = 1,2 denote the standard basis for R®. Using Z;, we

can write uy(z,y) Z Zi(y . Now put ¢; = 0 in the variational form (11) and

substitute uy (z,y) Z Ziy ) to get

2
/Qxy A(y) <VHu(SL‘) + ;VH,yZiXiu> - Vo dedy + Y| /wa dox = \Y\/Qﬂbdx.

Above equality can be written as,

/ (/ A(y)(Iaxo + [VayZ1 ViyZs] dy) Vyu - Vyodz + |Y| / updr = |Y| / fodx
o \Jy Q Q
(15)
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Denote the homogenized constant coefficient matrix

011 V2 YiZ
Ao = | AW)Isxo + [ViyZi Vi, Zs]|dy= | A dy.
0 /Y W)(Iax2 + [Vey 21 Viny 2] dy /Y <y)({1 0}+{Y221 YﬂzD Y

Hence the variational form (15), reduces to

/AOVHu«VH¢d:z:+\Y\/u¢dx: ]Y!/fgbdx. (16)
Q Q Q

The above variational form hold for all ¢ € Hy(Q). Hence the the varional form (16)
corresponds to the following strong form

—diVH(A()VHU,) + |Y|U :|Y‘f in Q,
AoVau - ng =0 on 0f).

This is the homogenized system corresponding to (9).

(17)

4.1. Optimal control problem. To demonstrate the use of unfolding operator, in this
subsection, we will show how unfolding operator helps to characterize the periodic interior
optimal control. Let the admissible control set is L3, (Y and for 6 € LZ, ('), we denote

0°(z) =46 <5§ (x)) =0 ({% (x)}H> . Let A%(x), Q, Q. are as defined earlier. We consider
the following L?- cost functional,
J. (10, 0) = 1/ AV, - Vigue + 5’/ 6P (18)
2 Jo 2 Jo.
where 8 > 0 is a regularization parameter and u,. satisfies the following constrained PDE,
— divg(A*Vgue) + u. = f 4 xq.0° in Q2
A*(2)Vyu, - ng = 0 on 052,

with f € L*(€2). The optimal control problem is to find (., 0.) € Hg(Q) x L3, (V) such
that

(19)

Je(te, 0.) = inf{J.(uc, 0) : (u.,0) satisfies (19)} (20)

As A® is uniformly elliptic and p > 0 imply that J. is strictly convex. Hence, the
classical method of calculus of variation ensures the existence and uniqueness of (., 6.).
The following theorem theorem gives the characterization of the optimal control in the ¢
stage.

Theorem 23. Let (., 0:) € Hy(Q) x L3, () be the optimal solution to the optimal
control problem (20). Then, the optimal control 0. can be written as

_ 1
0. = — / T¢(v:)(x,y) dx, (21)
€2 Ja
where v, satisfies the following adjoint PDFE,

—diVH<AEVH’D€) + ’Dg = —diVH (AEVHﬂ5> m Q, (22)
A*Vygv. - ng = 0 on 0N2.

Proof. Given 0 € L3, (), denote F.(0) = J.(u"(0), ) where u.(0) is the solution to (19).

Evaluating the limit of

(FE(és + /\9) - Fs( s))
17
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as A — 0 and denoting the limit by F’(6.)6, we get

FEI(Q_E)@ = / A€VHQ6 . vag dx + p/ 6_206 dx.
Q QE

where wy is the solution to the following PDE,

(23)

—divy (AEVHUJQ) + Wy = ngeg in €2,
A*Vywe - ng = 0 on 0f).

As (@, 0.) is the optimal solution, we have
F/(0.)0 =0, for all 6 € L3, (V).
Hence, we get,

/ A*Vyt, - Vrwy dr = —p/ 026° d. (24)
Q

£

Let v, satisfies (22). Using wy as a test function in (22) and o, in (23), we obtain

/ AEVHﬂs . VHU}Q dr = / 1_1596 dzx. (25)
Q e

Hence from (24) and (25), we have

_ 1
s = - / 5.0° . 26
/E A (26)

Now from the definition of unfolding, we have T°(6°)(z,y) = 6(y) and T°(6)(z,y) =
0-(y). Hence, by applying the unfolding operator on both sides of (26), we get,

i .
| oo == [ T,

The above equality holds for all 6 € LZ, 5 (Y'), which implies that
- 1
0.y) = ——
Pl Jq
This completes the proof. O

T¢(v:)(x,y) d

We have only characterized the optimal control problem using the unfolding operator.
Indeed, we can study the homogenization of the problem and obtain the limit problem
along the similar lines as in the beginning of this section. Hence omit further details.

Remark 24. The unfolding operator, we have defined is not restricted to H', it can be
extended in the same way to any H". Similarly, the problem under consideration can also
be studied in any H" for n € N, using the unfolding operator.

REFERENCES

[1] S. ArvappPaN, A. K. NANDAKUMARAN AND R. PRAKASH, Generalization of unfolding operator for
highly oscillating smooth boundary domains and homogenization, Calculus of Variations and Partial
Differential Equations. 57.3 (2018), 86.

[2] S. ArvappaN, A. K. NANDAKUMARAN, AND ABU SUFIAN, Asymptotic analysis of a boundary
optimal control problem on a general branched structure, Mathematical Methods in the Applied
Sciences 42.18 (2019): 6407-6434.

[3] S. ArvyappaN, A. K. NANDAKUMARAN, AND R. PRAKASH, Semi-Linear Optimal Control Problem
on a smooth oscillating domain, Communications in Contemporary Mathematics (2018).

18



[4]

[15]

[16]

G. ALLAIRE, Homogenization and two-scale convergence, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis
23.6 (1992), pp. 1482-1518.

M. Biroul, U. Mosco, AND N. A. TcHoU, Homogenization by the Heisenberg group, Advances in
Mathematical Sciences and Applications 7 (1997), pp. 809-831.

M. BiroLl, N. A. TcHou, V. V. ZHIKOV, Homogenization for Heisenberg operator with Neumann
boundary conditions, Ric. Mat. XLVIII (1999),pp. 45-—59.

B. FrRANCHI, AND M. C. TEsI, Two-scale homogenization in the Heisenberg group, Journal de
mathématiques pures et appliquées 81.6 (2002): 495-532.

B. FrancHi, NICOLETTA TcHOU, AND MARIA CARLA TESI, Div—curl type theorem, H-
convergence and Stokes formula in the Heisenberg group, Communications in Contemporary Math-
ematics 8.01 (2006): 67-99.

B. FrancHI, CRISTIAN E. GUTIERREZ, AND TRUYEN VAN NGUYEN, Homogenization and con-
vergence of correctors in Carnot groups, Communications in Partial Differential Equations 30.12
(2005): 1817-1841.

D. CiorRANESCU, A. DAMLAMIAN AND G. GRISO, The periodic unfolding method in homogeniza-
tion, STAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 40.4 (2008), pp. 1585-1620.

D. CiorANEscU, A. DAMLAMIAN AND G. GRISO, The periodic unfolding method: Theory and
applications to Partial Differential Problems , Series in Contemporary Mathematics 03, Springer.
2019.

A. K. NANDAKUMARAN, R. PRAKASH AND B. C. SARDAR, Homogenization of an optimal control
via unfolding method, SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 53.5 (2015), pp. 3245-3269.

A. K. NANDAKUMARAN AND A. SUFIAN,Strong contrasting diffusivity in general oscillat-
ing domains: Homogenization of optimal control problems, Journal of Differential Equations,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2021.04.031

A. K. NANDAKUMARAN, AND ABU SUFIAN, Oscillating PDE in a rough domain with a curved
interface: Homogenization of an Optimal Control Problem, ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and
Calculus of Variations 27 (2021): S4.

G. NGUETSENG, A general convergence result for a functional related to the theory of homogenization,
STAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis 20 (1989),pp. 608--623.

V. V. ZHuikov, Connectedness and homogenization. Examples of fractal conductivity, Sb. Math. 187
(12) (1996),pp. 1109—1147.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE, BANGALORE, INDIA 560012
Email address: nands@iisc.ac.in

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE, BANGALORE, INDIA 560012
Email address: abusufian@iisc.ac.in

19



	1. Introduction
	2. preliminaries
	Function Spaces

	3. Definition and properties of unfolding operator
	3.1. Averaging and adjoint operators:
	3.2. Unfolding of the gradient:

	4. Homogenization via periodic unfolding operator
	4.1. Optimal control problem

	References

