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HOMOGENIZATION OF A NONLINEAR MONOTONE
PROBLEM IN A LOCALLY PERIODIC DOMAIN
VIA UNFOLDING METHOD

S. AIYAPPAN, G. CARDONE, C. PERUGIA, AND R. PRAKASH

ABSTRACT. In this paper, the asymptotic behavior of the solutions of a mono-
tone problem posed in a locally periodic oscillating domain is studied. Nonlin-
ear monotone boundary conditions are imposed on the oscillating part of the
boundary where as the Dirichlet condition is considered on the smooth separate
part. Using the unfolding method, under natural hypothesis on the regular-
ity of the domain, we prove the weak L2-convergence of the zero-extended
solutions of the nonlinear problem and their flows to the solutions of a limit
distributional problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the study of asymptotic analysis of a monotone
problem posed on a locally periodic oscillating domain €2, = {x ER?Z:0< a2 <
1, 0 < 29 < 77($1, %)}7 where 7 is a locally periodic function. A non linear
monotone boundary value problem has been posed on this domain 2. and its
limit behavior has been analyzed when the small parameter ¢ € R* approaches
zero. The unfolding technique has been used to analyze the limit behavior of
the nonlinear problem. The novelty of this paper is understanding a nonlinear
problem on a locally periodic domain whereas most of the works are linear and on
periodic domains. Here the effectiveness of the unfolding technique to understand
the non-linear problem will be shown while analyzing the problem. The main
result consists in proving the weak L2-convergence of the zero-extended solutions
of the problem and their flows to the limit functions solving the limit problem
, that is a distributional problem due to the presence of the function h (the
density of €2, in 2, given in that is zero a.e.

Many physical structures can be modeled using such oscillating domains as they
involve multi scales (certain parts of the structures are too small compared to the
whole structure). For example heat radiators [38], the propeller of jet engines,
comb drive in micro-electro-mechanical systems, etc., Homogenization comes into
play when one wants to model these structure and study their physical properties
such as heat, electric, and magnetic conduction, fluid structure interaction etc.
As one can see the direct numerical schemes will be impossible to implement as
it involves multi scales, the homogenization helps to ease the problem.

Homogenization of boundary value problems posed on periodic oscillating rough
domains has been initiated by Brizzi and Chalot with their the pioneering works
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in the late seventies [I5]. Then this direction of homogenization has attracted
many mathematicians till date. There is a large literature of homogenization
of such structures. Brizzi and Chalot have used extension operator to study
Poisson equation on periodic oscillating domains [I5]. In 90’s Gaudiello has
studied Neumann problem with non-homogeneous boundary data [25], Kozlov,
Maz’ya, and Movchan studied such problems with the help of asymptotic expan-
sion in the name of multi-structures [29], and Nazarov analyzed in the name
of singularly degenerating domains [39]. Mel'nyk and his collaborators have
contributed many works on this direction using asymptotic expansion method
133, 35, 38, 28, 32], 22, 23], 87, 27]. All these above works are of pillar type peri-
odic oscillations except a few. There are some works on non uniform pillar type,
that is the thickness or the cross section of the pillar changes when the height
changes, see [25 [T}, 3], 36} B31] .

The literature on locally periodic or non-periodic oscillating domains is very
few. In [26], using Tartar’s oscillating test functions method, the authors study
the homogenization of Poisson problem on a non-periodic oscillating domain
where the base of each uniform pillar is allowed to be non-flat. An elliptic problem
with non-homogeneous non-linear boundary condition posed on a locally periodic
oscillating boundary has been analyzed using a modified unfolding operator tech-
nique in [2]. In [4], a locally periodic domain has been analyzed extensively
with its full generality. Also see [2]] for locally periodic flat pillar type domains
with respect to width and height of the pillars. Asymptotic analysis in thin do-
mains with locally periodic oscillating boundary was conducted in for example
[7, 18, 9, [16], 34], 42, [14], 5] [10].

There are few works on non-linear problems on such domains though with
more specific or more restriction on the non-linearity. In [24], p-Laplacian on
pillar type oscillating domains has been studied Tartar’s method. Asymptotic
expansion method is used in [38] to study an elliptic problem with non-linear
zeroth order term and boundary data. In [I3], a monotone problem on such
periodic domain has been analyzed using Tartar’s method whereas we will study
the monotone problem on a locally periodic set up using unfolding technique.

Among various techniques developed to study periodic homogenization, the pe-
riodic unfolding is the recent one introduced in 2002 by Cioranescu, Damlamian,
and Griso [20], see also [I8, 19]. This method is closely related to the notion
of two-scale convergence (see [41] [6, 44]. Then there are different variations and
modifications of the method for various problems. The method was adopted
for pillar type periodic domains by Blanchard, Gaudiello, and Griso in [I1] and
[12] and by Damlamian and Pettersson [2I]. In [I], the unfolding was modified
to understand non-uniform pillar type oscillations and later for locally periodic
domains [4].

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2, problem description
and main results are provided. Section 3 is devoted to discuss the unfolding
operator and a priori estimates on the solution sequence. The proof of the main
theorem is given in Section 4.
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2. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM AND MAIN RESULT

Let T denote the one-dimensional torus realized with unit measure and let
n:[0,1] x T — R be a strictly positive Lipschitz function, periodic in the second
variable. Denote any element € R? as z = (1, x5) and for each ¢ = 1/k, k =
1,2, ..., we consider the Lipschitz domain with periodically oscillating boundary

defined by

QEZ{$ER22O<I1<1, 0<x2<7](ac1,%)},
whose bottom boundary is given by I', = [0, 1] x {0}.
In terms of the Lipschitz functions

n-(z) = min n(z,y), ne(z) = max n(z,y),

we define our fixed domain as follows

Q={reR*:0<z; <1, 0<x9 <np(m1)},
which is separated into the regions

QO ={reR*:0<2 <1, 0< 2y <n_(11)}
and

Qf={zeR*:0<2; <1, n_(z1) < x5 <7y (21)},
with interior interface I'_ = 9Q~ N 9N .
For an illustration of . and the corresponding 2, with the regions Q% and

Q~, and the interface I'_, see Figure [[a) and Figure [[[b), respectively.

Let k € L*(Q) and A : Q. x R" — R" a Carathéodory function satisfying the
following assumptions:

H1) A(z,-) is strictly monotone for a. e. z € €,
H2) Jcg > 0: A(z,€) - € > olé|* — k(x),VE € R™,
H3) Je; > 0: |A(x,&)| < e1|é] + k(x), for a. e. x € Q. and V& € R™.
For any given function f € L?(Q) and for any fixed ¢, let us consider the solution
u® to the following mixed boundary value problem:
— divA(z, Vu,) = f in Q.
u: = 0 on I'y, (1)
A(xz,Vu.) -v=0o0n 09, \ T,
where v is the unitary outward normal to €)..
Let us denote by H'(€Q.,T) the space of functions in H'(€.) with zero trace
on I',. Following the monotone operator theory (see Proposition 5.1 of [43]) or

following the same argument as in [28], for any fixed ¢, we get the existence of a
unique solution u. € H'(Q.,T}) of problem ().

Moreover we can introduce the weak formulation of problem as follows:

Find u. € H'(Q.,T}) such that

(2)
A(fl}, vus) Vo dr = fo dx, Vo € Hl(Qe7Fb)
Qe Qe



HOMOGENIZATION-UNFOLDING- MONOTONE PROBLEM 4

This kind of monotone problem on a fixed domain with homogeneous Dirichlet
condition has been analyzed in [45]. Our goal is to describe the asymptotic
behavior of the sequence of solutions u° as € tends to zero and prove that it will
be approximated by the solution of a problem defined in the fixed domain €2. To

X2 X2
A A

QE

(a) (b)

FIGURE 1. A locally periodic domain Q° (a), ¢ = 1/8, and the
corresponding homogeneous domain 2 (b), with I'_ marked with a
dashed line separating the regions {2, and {2_.

this aim, let us observe that the assumption that 7 is strictly positive ensures
that the segment I', = [0, 1] x {0} is separated from the graph of n(xy,z1/¢), so
Q_ is a nonempty connected Lipschitz domain. The subdomains Q7 and 2~ have
been chosen such that Q% covers the periodic region of €2, and Q% is of positive
measure if 7(z,y) is non-constant in y for at least one z.

Hence, for any = € €., we are led to consider the set

Y(z) ={y:0 <z <n(z1,9)},

and to denote by

h(z) =Y (z)] (3)

the so called density of Q. in Q. Let us observe that h(z) =1 for x € Q= and

h(xz) > 0 a. e. € Q" which means that the set M = {z € Q : h(z) = 0} has
7€ro measure.

In what follows, in order to ensure that homogenization takes place, we suppose
that Y'(z) is connected for z €  which means that there is only one so-called
pillar or bump in each period. If we introduce the Lebesgue space L*(2,h) =
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{v: [,v?hdz < oo}, we can define the following Sobolev space

xy T2

W(Q,T,) = {v € L2, 1) : 5—” € 12, ), g—“ € L2, 1), v =0 on rb} .

Let us observe that W is a Hilbert space with weight h.

Remark 2.1. Unlike the usual Sobolev spaces, the smooth functions need not to
be dense in this weighted Sobolev space for a generic weight h. There are differ-
ent types of necessary conditions given on h by various authors for the density
of smooth functions in the weighted Sobolev spaces though there is no sufficient
condition. We refer to [30, 40, [17] for discussions on weighted Sobolev spaces. In
this article, we do not assume any condition on h except that the function n s
assumed to be Lipschitz continuous and we show the density using the unfolded
domain.

Throughout the paper we use the following notation:

e with v we will denote its classical extension by zero to the whole € of a
function v defined on €2,
e with T we will denote the following function defined in QF

We want to prove the following main result

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions H1) + H3), let u. € H'(QF,Ty) be the
sequence of solutions to . Then, there exist ug € W(Q,Ty) and g € L*(QT)
such that, as € tends to zero, the following convergences hold

(i) uf — hug weakly in L*(Q),
(ii) Vus — (hg, hOyup) weakly in [L?(Q21)]%, (4)
(ii)) Vu® — Vug weakly in [L?(Q27)]%,

where ~ denotes the classical extension to zero and the pair (ug,q) € W(Q,T) X
L2(2%) is the unique solution of the following problem

/ A(z,Vug)Vo dz —|—/ h(z)As(x,q, Oug)Oap dz = fo dr + foh dx
_ o+

Q+ Q-

h(x)Ai(x,q,0up) =0 a.e on Q7.
(5)

Remark 2.2. We observe that we were not able to prove that the error of the
zeroth approximation of the solutions and their flows converge strongly to zero in
L? restricted to the oscillating domain as in Theorem 7.1 of [4] because of the
presence of the monotone operator A.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. The periodic unfolding operator. The only apparent possible cause of
oscillations in the solutions to (1) and their flows is the periodicity in the domain,
in the x; direction. For the study of these oscillations, we will use the periodic
unfolding method. In this section, we recall the definition and some properties
of the periodic unfolding operator for domains with highly oscillating smooth
boundary, introduced for the first time in [I]. To this aim let us define the fixed
domain

QF ={(2,9) ER*xT:0< 2 <1, n_(z1) < 79 < N(1,9)}

={(z,y) ER*xT:2€Q", yeY(2)}

Definition 3.1. Let v be a Lebesque-measurable function defined in QF. The

periodic unfolding operator T, acting on v, is defined as the following function
in QF
T1

(T7v)(z,y) = v(e]

where [-] denotes the integer part and where v is extended by zero when necessary.

?} + ey, 33'2),

Let us consider the set
OF = {x€R2:0<:c1 <1, n_(x1) < x9 <77<:(:1,%>},

i.e. the region of €. where coefficients in (1)) are periodic. Using the previous
change of variables, the characteristic function of the region of (X, xq:, gives
Xau, the characteristic function of the domain

O = {(x,y) ER*xT:0<a <1, 1 (5 [%} +€y) <29 < 77<€ [%] +5Z/,y>}-
There holds
T xq+ = Xav — Xq+  strongly in IP(R*x T), 1<p< oo (6)

The property @ is the strong unfolding convergence of the sequence and it
is useful in the passage from periodic domain to a fixed domain in integrals. It
expresses that yo: converges weakly in L” (R?) while not strongly, and that the
oscillation spectrum of the sequence belongs to the integers if not empty. To
obtain @, one uses the almost everywhere pointwise convergence of xo: t0 xo+
and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, or views it as a consequence
of Lemma B.1] below.

The cost of replacing in integrals the ¢ depending unfolded domain Q¥ with
the fixed domain 2 is described by the following lemma (see [4] for details).

Lemma 3.1. Let Q contain 2. Suppose that ||[v°||r) < C and p > 1. Then

J

As a consequence of the previous lemma, we can easily prove some important
properties enjoyed by 7.

vidr = / T=v® dady + O('71/7),
e QF
+ u

as € tends to zero.
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Proposition 3.1. The unfolding operator T has the following properties:

i) For any e > 0, T is linear. Further, for any measurable functions u,v :
QF = R, it holds
Te(uv) = T-(u)T-(v).
ii) Let u e HY(QF). Then %Teu and %Teu belong to L*(Q%F) and

u

(%Tsu - TE(S—Z>, (7)
a%:f;u _ (%). (8)

iii) Let u € L*(Q). Then T°u — w in L*(QF). More generally, let {u®} be a
sequence of functions in L*(Q7), such that

u. — u  strongly in L*(QT).
Then
Te(u:) — u  strongly in L*(0)).

Proof. Properties i) and #i) are easy consequences of Definition and Lemma
The proof of iii) is a consequence of the analogous of [I] by a simple use of
triangular inequality. U

3.2. Compactness results.

Lemma 3.2. For any fized ¢, let u. € H*(QF,T) be the unique solution to ([]).
Under hypotheses H1) — H3), we get the following uniform estimates

i) |2 < C,

. (9)
i) || A(z, Vue)| 22 < C,

for a positive constant C' independent of €.

Proof. By choosing u,. as test function in the weak formulation , by assumption
H?2) and using Poincaré inequality, we have

1/2

(/ 00|Vu6|2—k(x)) de < Collfll 2 (/ |Vu€|2dx> .
e Qe

co/ V| dx—/ k dx

That is

< Cpll fllz2(@)-

This shows that
Ve r20.) < C. (10)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of €. Hence, by and Poincaré inequality,
we get @1) Moreover, by and assumption H3), we get @ii). O
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Lemma 3.3. For any fized ¢, let u. € H*(QF,T) be the unique solution to ([]).
Under hypotheses H1) — H3), we get the following uniform estimates for the
unfolded sequences

i) HTEUEHLQ(Q?;) <C,

iti) | Te(A(, Vue))ll 2 of) < C,
for a positive constant C' independent of €.

Proof. By splitting the domain €. into the periodic part QF and the fixed part
2~ and using Lemma we get (L1)i), (11)ii) and (L1))iii) as a consequence of
1), and (9)ii) respectively. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.11

In this section, we establish the convergence of problem to the homogenized
problem in the sense of weak convergence of the solutions and their flows. To
this aim, we will use the unfolding method whose definition and properties, we
recalled in the previous section. More in particular we will use lemma to pass
from the domain Q7 to the fixed domain €, and the weak compactness results
stated in lemmas [3.2] and to characterize the asymptotic behavior of u.. The
proof of Theorem will be developed into six steps.

Step 1. Weak convergences
By weak compactness, stated in lemmas and , there exist ug € H'(Q7)
having zero trace on 'y, ui € L*(Q)), (hq,d) € (L*(21))?, ¢ = (¢1,¢) €
(L2(25)?, 7 € (L*(27))? and a subsequence of ¢, still denoted by €, such that
the following convergences hold

i) ue — ug weakly in H'(Q™,T)

i) TFu. — ug weakly in L?(Q),

iii) T°Vu. — (hg,d) weakly in L*(QF), (12)
i) A(x,Vu) =71 weakly in L?(Q7),

v)  T°A(z,Vu.) — ¢ weakly in L*(2}).

Since the set M = {x € Q" : h(z) = 0} has zero measure, we have hq € L*(Q}).
We want to prove that in , ug is independent of y. To this aim, let us observe

that from (L1)ii) and (3.1) in Proposition [3.1} we get

0
a—(TEuE) — 0 strongly in L?(Q))). (13)
Y
Hence the definition of weak derivative implies
0
— (T u.)pdr dy = —
o gy [ ey dudy /Q .
and as € goes to zero by ii) and , we obtain

/ uara—(pdxdy =0 Ve eD)),
o dy

Tsusg—z drdy Ve e D)
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which means ug is independent of y.

By in Proposition and iz’), or taking into account the the density of
Cg° functions in L?, we easily get d = dyug .
Following the same argument as in [4], denoted by

Up = ug Xo- + Ug Xo+ (14)

we get ug € W(,T;). Hence in what follows, where no ambiguity arises, we can
use g in place of ug and wug respectively.

Step 2. We want to prove that
(i (x) = / Gdy=0a.e xz€Q. (15)
Y (x)

To this aim, we may use oscillating test functions as in [4]. More precisely, let us
take ¢ € D(QT) and consider the function ¢. € H' () satisfying the following
convergences

i) T¢p.—0 strongly in L*(Q;)
(16)
ii) T°V¢. — (p,0) strongly in L*(Q).
Choosing ¢ = ¢. as test function in the variational formulation and passing
to the unfolding operator, by Lemma [3.1] we get

/ T°A(x, Vu )TV ¢. dxdy = / T°f T°¢. dxdy + o(1). (17)
QF ity

By iii) in Proposition 3.1 (12)v), (16)¢) and (L6)z), the equation becomes

/ Crp dxdy = 0, Vo € D(QF),
Qf

which implies ¢; = 0 almost everywhere in Q.

Step 3. Monotone relation
This step is devoted to prove that for every W = (11, 1,) € (L*())? the following
inequality holds

/ (r— A, ¥))-(Vitg—¥) da—+ / GOt 2)~ A, ©)((hg Dyto) W) dirdy > 0,
_ b

(18)
which will enable us to identify the functions hq, 7 and (, in m), iv) and
U) respectively, and to derive the equation satisfied by ug in Q7.

To this aim, let us take ¢ € C*=(,T';) as test function in (2. By unfolding and
Lemma |3.1], we obtain

/ Az, Vu )V da +/

Ff

T°A(z, Vu )TV ¢ dxdy = fodx
o-

+/ T°f T°¢ dxdy + o(1).
f

By ([12)iv) and (17), we get
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/ T‘V¢da;+/ (2 020 dxdy = fqbda:—i—/ f ¢ dxdy (19)
- QF Q- QF

for all ¢ € C>=(Q,T,). Now, let us use the monotonicity of A and by assumption
H1) we get

/Q (A(z, Vu.) — Az, U))(Vu. — V) dz > 0, YU € (L*(Q))% (20)
By splittingsthe domain Q. into Q= and QF and the by unfolding, we obtain
/ (Ale, V) — Alw, 9)(Vu, — V) da
+ /m(TEA(x, Vu.) — T Az, U))(T°Vu, — T°V) dxdy + o(1) > 0, V¥ € (L*(Q))2.

Hence

/ (A, Vu) Vi, — Al V) ¥ — Ale, W) Vu, + Alw, 0)¥) da

+ / (T°A(z, V) T* Vi, — T2 Az, Vu) T8 — T°A(x, ©)T°Vu, (2
of
+T°A(z, U)TV) dedy + o(1) > 0, V¥ € (L*(2))%
At first, let us identify the limit, as € goes to zero, of the following term in ([21))
/ Az, Vu.)Vu, da:+/ TA(z, Vu)T*Vu. dxdy.
_ Qf

To this aim let us take u, as test function in and pass to the unfolding operator
obtaining

/ Az, Vu.)Vu, dz +/ T°A(x, Vu)T*Vu. dxdy
_ o

(22)
= / fu® dx +/ T fTu. dxdy + o(1).
_ aF
When ¢ tends to zero, by 4ii) in Proposition [3.1 (12))¢) and(12))it), we get
lim (/ Az, Vu.)Vu, dx +/ T°A(z, Vu)TVu, dxdy)
e—0 _ QF
= lim ( fu® dx +/ T fT u. dxedy + 0(1)) (23)
e—0 Q- Q$

= f ug dr+ [ ud dxdy.
Q- Qf
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If we put ¢ = ug in , we get
f uy dac+/ fug dxdy:/ 7 Vugy dx—i—/ CoOoug dxdy.  (24)
Q- QF - f
By and , we can write

lim ( Az, Vu.)Vu, dx +/
o-

e—0 Qj

T A(x, Vu. ) T*Vu, da:dy)
(25)
= / 7 Vu, dx + / Gy drdy.
_ Qi
Passing to the limit as € — 0 in , by , and we obtain
/ (1-Vug—7-¥ — Az, V)Vug + A(z, ¥)V) dz

+ / (ggaQUO - C2¢2 - A(CL’, \I/)(]'L(L (92u0) + A(ZL‘, \I/)\I/) dl‘dy Z O, YU e (LQ(Q>>2,
f

which means holds true.

Step 4. Identification of (3 and T

In this step, it is important to recall that
q(x) == / q(z,y) dy
Y (x)

and that ug is independent of y.

Then, for any A > 0 and ® = (¢, ¢2) € (L*(Q2))?, let us choose in (18]
U = xq+ (G, Daup — Ap2) + xa- (Vug — AP).

By considering
|| 160,000 = M) (hg — 1) s =,
we get )
/(T — A(x,Vug — \®)) - ® dr + /Q+ ((o — As(x,q, Oaug — A2)) o dxdy > 0,

for every ® € (L*(Q))>.
Thus, by assumption H3), as A — 0, we obtain
/ (1 — A(z,Vug)) - ® de + /+(§2 — As(x,q, Oaup)) o dzdy > 0, (26)
_ o

for every ® € (L*(Q))>.
By choosing alternatively ® € D(QF) and ® € D(Q7) in (26]), we get, respectively,

Z2 = / A2(1‘7q, 32“0) dy = h(I)AQ(ZL’,G, 82u0) a. €. on Q+ (27)
Y (x)
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and
7= A(xz,Vuy) a. e on Q. (28)
Step 5. wug € W(Q,T'y) solves the homogenized problem

By and , equation becomes

| AV o o+ [ hasea s do= [ fodet [ nio
- o+ a- o+
(29)
for all ¢ € C=(Q,T}).
Let
QU = {(l’,y) NS Q, y € Y(‘T)}a
and

W(Q,, Ty x T) = {v:v e L*(,), 9 c L*(Q_ xT), o € L*(Q),
81'1 812
Vyo=0in,, v=0o0n I x T}.

Now, the equation can be written as
| (x0r A, V00 V6 + xog Aa(i.. Bsua)00) ddy = [ dndy, (30
[ Qy

By the density of C*(Q,T,) in W(£,,T, x T) (as the functions in W (€2, T, x T)
are independent of y), holds for any test function in W (,, I, x T). Hence
the equation holds for any ¢ € W(Q,T'y).

Again, for any A > 0 and ¢ € L*(Q7), let us choose in

U = Xa+ (a — )\gb, 82u0) + X0 VUO.

Hence, we get
[ 1) A1, = 20, Bu0)0 dady > 0,5 € L),
O+
Thus, as A — 07 by assumption H3) it holds

/ h(z)Ai(z,q, Osug)¢ dady > 0, Vo € L*(QF)
O+
which implies
h(x)A;(x,q, Oup) =0 a. e. on QF. (31)
Finally, by putting (27), and in (19), we get that the couple (ug,q) €
W (Q,Ty) x L?(2F) as a solution of the following problem
/ A(z,Vug)V¢ dx +/ hAs(x, G, Oxug) O do = fo dr+ foh dx
- o+ a- a+
h(x)Ai(x,q,0up) =0 a.e on QF.

Let us observe we cannot explicitly write the previous problem as a partial dif-
ferential system of equation since when we try to retrieve the boundary data on
the top of the boundary by choosing a test function ¢ € C°(Q), we can not get

(32)
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any information as h = 0 there.

Now, we will show that (ug,q) € W(Q,T) x L*(Q27) is the unique solution of
(32). To this aim, let (u1,q1) € W(Q,T,) x L*(QF) be another solution of (32).
Then,

/_(A(I, VU(]) - A<I, Vul))(vu() — Vul) dx

+ /+ h(z)(Aa(,q, Daug) — Ax(, g1, Oxur))(Daup — Opuy) dx
’ =0
h(x)(Ai(z,q, Ooug) — Ar(x, g1, Oour)) (@ — 1) =0 a.e on QF.
This implies

/(A(:E, VuO) - A(LE, VUl))(VUO — Vul) dx

+/Q+ (A(ZE,Q, a2u0) - A(I’, q1, aQul))((67 h(x)aQUO) - (qla h(l‘)aﬂil)) dz = 0.

As A is strictly monotone, we have Vuy = Vu; in Q@ and (g, h(x)0uy) =
(g1, h(x)Dauy)) in Q. Now, using Poincare inequality, one can easily show that
up = uy in € in the sense of being elements of W (2, T,) and § = ¢; in Q7.

The uniqueness of the solution ug to the homogenized problem ensures
that the full sequences in converge.

Step 6. Weak limits
Weak convergences (4))i) and (4))ii), as £ goes to zero, follow from the weak
unfolding limits zz) and m) respectively and by taking the average over
the cell of periodicity. More in particular, since uj doesn’t depends on y, we get
respectively

Ue — / ud dy = hug weakly in L*(Q7). (33)
Y (z)

and

—~ dug dug
e — hq, = | dy = ( hg, h—" kly in L*(Q%). (34
o [ (3o (m458) s, oo
Since h(z) = 1 in Q~, (14), ([12)i) and imply ()i) of Theorem [2.1, while
(34) is exactly ) of Theorem [2.1] Finally (4))iii) of Theorem is a simple

consequence of ([12)i).

REFERENCES

[1] S. Aiyappan, A. K. Nandakumaran, and R. Prakash. Generalization of unfolding operator
for highly oscillating smooth boundary domains and homogenization. Calc. Var. Partial
Differential Equations, 57(3):Art. 86, 2018.

[2] S. Aiyappan, A. K. Nandakumaran, and R. Prakash. Locally periodic unfolding operator
for highly oscillating rough domains. Annali di Matematica Pura ed Applicata, 198(6):1931,
1954, 2019.

[3] S. Aiyappan, A. K. Nandakumaran, and R. Prakash. Semi-linear optimal control problem
on a smooth oscillating domain. Commun. Contemp. Math, 22(4):Art. 1950029, 2019.



[4]

[11]

[12]

[13]

HOMOGENIZATION-UNFOLDING- MONOTONE PROBLEM 14

S. Aiyappan and K. Pettersson. Homogenization of a locally periodic oscillating boundary.
arXiv:1904.11692v3, 2021.

E. Akimova, S. Nazarov, and G. Chechkin. Asymptotics of the solution of the problem
of deformation of an arbitrary locally periodic thin plate. Transactions of the Moscow
Mathematical Society, 65:1-29, 2004.

G. Allaire. Homogenization and two-scale convergence. STAM J. Math. Anal., 23(6):1482—
1518, 1992.

J. M. Arrieta and M. C. Pereira. Homogenization in a thin domain with an oscillatory
boundary. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 96(1):29-57, 2011.

J. M. Arrieta and M. Villanueva-Pesqueira. Unfolding operator method for thin domains
with a locally periodic highly oscillatory boundary. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 48(3):1634-1671,
2016.

J. M. Arrieta and M. Villanueva-Pesqueira. Thin domains with non-smooth periodic oscil-
latory boundaries. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 446(1):130-164, 2017.

J.M. Arrieta and M. Villanueva-Pesqueira. Elliptic and parabolic problems in thin domains
with doubly weak oscillatory boundary. Communications on Pure and Applied Analysis,
19(4):1891-1914, 2020.

D. Blanchard, A. Gaudiello, and G. Griso. Junction of a periodic family of elastic rods
with a 3d plate. part 1. Journal de mathématiques pures et appliquées, 88(1):1-33, 2007.
D. Blanchard, A. Gaudiello, and G. Griso. Junction of a periodic family of elastic rods
with a thin plate. part II. Journal de mathématiques pures et appliquées, 88(2):149-190,
2007.

Dominique Blanchard, Luciano Carbone, and Antonio Gaudiello. Homogenization of a
monotone problem in a domain with oscillating boundary. ESAIM: Mathematical Modelling
and Numerical Analysis, 33(5):1057-1070, 1999.

D. Borisov and P. Freitas. Asymptotics of dirichlet eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the
Laplacian on thin domains in rd. Journal of Functional Analysis, 258(3):893-912, 2010.
Robert Brizzi and Jean-Paul Chalot. Homogénéisation de frontiére. Thése, Université de
Nice, 1978.

G. A. Chechkin, A. Friedman, and A. L. Piatnitski. The boundary-value problem in do-
mains with very rapidly oscillating boundary. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Ap-
plications, 231(1):213-234, 1999.

Valeria Chiado Piat and Francesco Serra Cassano. Relaxation of degenerate variational
integrals. Nonlinear Anal., 22(4):409-424, 1994.

D. Cioranescu, A. Damlamian, and G. Griso. Periodic unfolding and homogenization [E
clatement périodique et homogénéisation]. Comptes Rendus Mathématique, 335(1):99-104,
2002.

D. Cioranescu, A. Damlamian, and G. Griso. The periodic unfolding method in homoge-
nization. STAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 40(4):1585-1620, 2008.

D. Cioranescu, A. Damlamian, and G. Griso. The periodic unfolding method, volume 3 of
Series in Contemporary Mathematics. Springer, Singapore, 2018. Theory and applications
to partial differential problems.

A. Damlamian and K. Pettersson. Homogenization of oscillating boundaries. Discrete Con-
tin. Dyn. Syst., 23(1-2):197-210, 2009.

U. De Maio, T. Durante, and T.A. Mel’'nyk. Asymptotic approximation for the solution
to the robin problem in a thick multi-level junction. Mathematical Models and Methods in
Applied Sciences, 15(12):1897-1921, 2005.

T. Durante and T.A. Mel’Nyk. Homogenization of quasilinear optimal control problems
involving a thick multilevel junction of type 3: 2: 1. ESAIM - Control, Optimisation and
Calculus of Variations, 18(2):583-610, 2012.

A Corbo Esposito, Patrizia Donato, Antonio Gaudiello, and Colette Picard. Homogeniza-
tion of the p-Laplacian in a domain with oscillating boundary. Comm. Appl. Nonlinear
Anal, 4(4):1-23, 1997.

A. Gaudiello. Asymptotic behaviour of non-homogeneous Neumann problems in domains
with oscillating boundary. Ricerche di Matematica, 43(2):239-292, 1994.



[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[41]
[42]
[43]
[44]

[45]

HOMOGENIZATION-UNFOLDING- MONOTONE PROBLEM 15

A. Gaudiello, O. Guibé, and F. Murat. Homogenization of the brush problem with a source
term in L'. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 225(1):1-64, 2017.

A. Gaudiello and T. Mel’Nyk. Homogenization of a nonlinear monotone problem with a
big nonlinear signorini boundary interaction in a domain with highly rough boundary.
Nonlinearity, 32(12):5150-5169, 2019.

A. Gaudiello and T. A. Mel'nyk. Homogenization of a nonlinear monotone problem with
nonlinear Signorini boundary conditions in a domain with highly rough boundary. J. Dif-
ferential Equations, 265(10):5419-5454, 2018.

V.A. Kozlov, V.G. Maz’ya, and A.B. Movchan. Asymptotic analysis of a mixed boundary
value problem in a multi-structure. Asymptotic Analysis, 8:105-143, 1994.

Alois Kufner. Weighted Sobolev spaces, volume 31 of Teubner-Texte zur Mathematik [Teub-
ner Texts in Mathematics]. BSB B. G. Teubner Verlagsgesellschaft, Leipzig, 1980. With
German, French and Russian summaries.

R. Mahadevan, A.K. Nandakumaran, and R. Prakash. Homogenization of an elliptic equa-
tion in a domain with oscillating boundary with non-homogeneous non-linear boundary
conditions. Applied Mathematics and Optimization, 82(1):245-278, 2020.

T.A. Melnik and S.A. Nazarov. The asymptotics of the solution to the neumann spec-
tral problem in a domain of the ”dense-comb” type. Journal of Mathematical Sciences,
85(6):2326-2346, 1997.

T A Mel'nyk. Homogenization of the Poisson equation in a thick periodic junction.
Zeitschrift fur Analysis und thre Anwendungen, 18(4):953-976, 1999.

T. A. Mel'nyk and A. V. Popov. Asymptotic analysis of boundary-value problems in thin
perforated domains with rapidly varying thickness. Nonlinear Oscillations, 13(1):57-84,
2010.

T A Mel'nyk and P S Vashchuk. Homogenization of a boundary-value problem with varying
type of boundary conditions in a thick two-level junction. Nonlinear oscillations, 8(2):240—
255, 2005.

T.A. Mel'nyk. Homogenization of a boundary-value problem with a nonlinear boundary
condition in a thick junction of type 3:2:1. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences,
31(9):1005-1027, 2008.

T.A. Mel'nyk. Asymptotic approximation for the solution to a semi-linear parabolic prob-
lem in a thick junction with the branched structure. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and
Applications, 424(2):1237-1260, 2015.

Taras A Mel'nyk. Asymptotic approximation for the solution to a semi-linear parabolic
problem in a thick junction with the branched structure. Journal of Mathematical Analysis
and Applications, 424(2):1237-1260, 2015.

S Nazarov. Junctions of singularly degenerating domains with different limit dimensions.
Int. J. Math. Sci., 80(5):1989-2034, 1996.

Jindfich Necas. Direct methods in the theory of elliptic equations. Springer Monographs
in Mathematics. Springer, Heidelberg, 2012. Translated from the 1967 French original by
Gerard Tronel and Alois Kufner, Editorial coordination and preface by Sirka Necasova
and a contribution by Christian G. Simader.

Gabriel Nguetseng. A general convergence result for a functional related to the theory of
homogenization. STAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 20(3):608-623, 1989.

I. Pettersson. Two-scale convergence in thin domains with locally periodic rapidly oscillat-
ing boundary. Differential Equations & Applications, 9(3):393-412, 2017.

Ralph Edwin Showalter. Monotone operators in Banach space and nonlinear partial dif-
ferential equations, volume 49. American Mathematical Soc., 2013.

V. V. Zhikov. On two-scale convergence. Journal of Mathematical Sciences, 120(3):1328—
1352, 2004.

V.V Zhikov and S.E Pastukhova. Homogenization and two-scale convergence in the sobolev
space with an oscillating exponent. St. Petersburg Math. J, 30(2):231-251, 2019.



HOMOGENIZATION-UNFOLDING- MONOTONE PROBLEM 16

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The fourth author would like to thank CONICYT for the financial support
through FONDECYT INICIACION NO. 11180551. He would also acknowledge
the support from the Facultad de Ciencias Fisicas y Matematicas, Universidad
de Concepcion (Chile) as this research was initiated during the visit of the first
autor there in August 2019. The second and the third authors would to show
their gratitude to GNAMPA (INDAM) for all the necessary support provided.

FRAUNHOFER INSTITUTE FOR INDUSTRIAL MATHEMATICS ITWM, GERMANY
Email address: srinivasan.aiyappan@itwm.fraunhofer.de

UNIVERSITA DEL SANNIO, DIPARTIMENTO DI INGEGNERIA, CORSO GARIBALDI, 107, 82100
BENEVENTO, ITALY
Email address: gcardone@unisannio.it

UNIVERSITA DEL SANNIO, DIPARTIMENTO DI SCIENZE E TECNOLOGIE, VIA F. DE SANC-
T1S, PALAZZO EX-ENEL, 82100 BENEVENTO, ITALY
Email address: cperugia@unisannio.it

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, FACULTY OF PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS,
UNIVERSITY OF CONCEPCION, CHILE
Email address: rprakash@udec.cl



	1. Introduction
	2. Setting of the problem and main result
	3. Preliminaries
	3.1. The periodic unfolding operator
	3.2. Compactness results

	4. Proof of Theorem 2.1. 
	References
	Acknowledgement

