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Abstract

We consider graphs parameterized on a portion X C Z% x {1,..., M}* of a cylindrical
subset of the lattice Z? x ZF, and perform a discrete-to-continuum dimension-reduction
process for energies defined on X of quadratic type. Our only assumptions are that X be
connected as a graph and periodic in the first d-directions. We show that, upon scaling
of the domain and of the energies by a small parameter ¢, the scaled energies converge to
a d-dimensional limit energy. The main technical points are a dimension-lowering coarse-
graining process and a discrete version of the p-connectedness approach by Zhikov.

1 Introduction

The object of the investigation in this paper is the analysis of discrete thin objects through,
at the same time, a discrete-to-continuum and dimension-reduction process. The main
focus of our work is the great generality of the geometry of our discrete systems, which we
essentially require to be a connected graph periodic in the dimensions that are maintained
after a discrete-to-continuum passage.
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Figure 1: A discrete thin object in three dimensions with a one-dimensional behaviour

An example of the structure that we have in mind is pictured in Fig.[I] The thicker black
lines (both the solid ones and the ones dashed for graphic purpose) represent connections



between nodes of a cubic lattice in R®. Equivalently, we may think of the same structure
as a network of conducting rods. Note that this object is not trivially a ‘subgraph’ of
a function depending of the vertical variable, as it consists of a double helix connected
through horizontal bonds. Nevertheless, it can be included in a ‘regular’ thin object; in
this case, the cylindrical part of Z* whose projection on the two-dimensional horizontal
plane are the four vertices of a square. Even if no connection is purely vertical, the overall
behaviour of such a structure is expected to be that of a vertical one-dimensional object.

With this example in mind, we are going to look at graphs whose nodes are a subset X
of Z4* periodic of period T in the first d directions (in the example d = 1, corresponding
to the vertical direction, with period T' = 2), bounded in the last k directions (in the
example, k = 2, corresponding to the horizontal directions), so that we may always think
that it is contained in Z% x {0,..., M — 1}* for some M € N. This graph is equipped with
a set of edges £ C X x X which make it connected. This set of edges is supposed to be
invariant by the same translations as X.

We are going to show that we may define a continuous d-dimensional approximation
of this set. In order to maintain technicalities to a minimum, we consider only quadratic
interactions. The Dirichlet energy of such a set is defined as

Fu)= Y (u(i) - u(j))’
(i,4)€€

on functions v : X — R. A discrete-to-continuum and dimensionally reduced limit is then
obtained by considering a scaled version of the energies

F(u)= Y 2w —uy)?
(2,j)€E

defined on functions u : eX — R, where we use the notation u; = u(ei), and taking their
limit in a suitable sense as € — 0. Note that we may interpret

_ . . Ui — Uj
e (s — ) = i - g1 (52

eli — 4l

as an inhomogeneous difference quotient, so that F. represent discrete versions of an (in-
homogeneous) Dirichlet integral, whose general continuous counterpart is of the form

1
o [ 1y s, (1)

with E a subset of R? x R* uniformly bounded in the last k variables. Energies of the form
(1) are the prototype of thin-structure energies on the continuum (see e.g. [6l [7]), which
have been treated extensively in the last thirty years. Among the many contribution to
the subject we recall the seminal paper by Le Dret and Raoult [20] which gives a general
dimension-reduction formula when E = R? x [0, 1] through a lower-dimensional quasicon-
vexification process. Moreover, a general compactness and integral-representation theorem
has been proved by Braides, Fonseca and Francfort [12], which interpret lower-dimensional
quasiconvexification through a homogenization formula, and extend the analysis to general
thin films with varying profiles. In their approach they deal with E that can be seen as a
subgraph of a function defined on R?. In our case, even if a continuum set E corresponding
to X can be constructed, it may not be a subgraph, as it might have holes or even possess
a more complex topology. Note that the assumption that the integration be performed
on the scaled ¢ cannot be extended to arbitrary E. since in that case the limit might
not be simply d-dimensional if the complexity of the topology increased as € — 0 (see the
example by Braides and Bhattacharya [5]). Finally, we note that asymptotic analysis of
thin objects can be interpreted as an intermediate step in the study of structures with
very fast oscillating profile [9] (see also [4], and e.g. [I9] for an example of application in a
continuum geometry).

Discrete-to-continuum analyses for lattice energies are usually performed after identifi-
cation of functions defined on (portions of) lattices with their piecewise-constant interpola-
tions. This identification allows to embed families of energies in a common Lebesgue-space



environment (see the seminal paper by Alicandro and Cicalese [3]). Using this approach,
a discrete-to-continuum analog for thin films of the Braides, Fonseca and Francfort theory,
has been studied by Alicandro, Braides and Cicalese [2] (see also [21], and the work [I5] for
a connection with aperiodic lattices). Due to the great generality of our discrete set X, we
will not directly extend functions defined on X but follow a dimension-lowering coarse-
graining approach: to each function u. : eX — R we associate the function @, : eTZ% — R
where T, (¢T1) is obtained by averaging u. on Xﬂ((sTl+{O, o, T=13 x40, . . . Mfl}k).
We then prove that energy bounds on u. imply that the piecewise-constant interpolations
of the corresponding @, are precompact in L (R?) and their limit is in H}.(RY). In
this way a dimensionally reduced continuum parameter can be defined. In order to re-
late the original u. to this limit, a Poincaré inequality must be used at scale £, which
shows that the original u. converge to u in a ‘perforated domain’ fashion (see e.g. [I1]).
Both the coarse-graining and the Poincaré-type inequality are very reminiscent of the p-
connectedness approach by Zhikov [22], and of its use in the homogenization of singular
structures by Braides and Chiado Piat [8], even though in those papers p-connectedness
is stated fo local functionals depending on the gradient. Here we deal with non-local in-
teractions, even though the non-locality weakens as € — 0, and some additional care has
to be taken, similarly to the case of the homogenization of convolution-type energies (see
11, 10, [14]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the notation for the envi-
ronment X C R% x R* and for the energies that we consider, which are a little more general
than those described above in that a more general inhomogeneity is allowed (introducing
interactions coefficients a;;) and the energies are localized by considering interactions pa-
rameterized on a set  C R?  Section [3] is devoted to the definition of coarse-grained
functions, and to the statement and proof of the two-connectedness property and of a
Poincaré-Wirtinger’s inequality. Section [d] contains a compactness result for coarse-grained
functions whose proof relies on the two-connectedness property and the corresponding con-
vergence of the original functions. The limit defines a function on a subset of R%. Section
contains a result that allows to consider boundary-values on ‘lateral boundaries’ of thin
films. A homogenization theorem for quadratic energies defined on X is stated in Sec-
tion [6] Its proof is subdivided into a lower bound by blow-up and an upper bound by
a direct construction. Moreover, an application to the description of the asymptotic be-
haviour of boundary-value problems is also described. Finally, Section [7| contains some
simple examples illustrating some possible non-trivial shapes of the thin structures we
consider.

Notation

e The letter C denotes a generic strictly positive constant not depending on the param-
eters of the problem considered, whose value may be different at every its appearance.

o If 2,y € R? then x - y denotes their scalar product. If ¢t € R then |¢] is its integer
part.

o For T € N, we denote by Q1,4 the d-dimensional semi-open cube of side length T’; i.e.,
Qr.q:=[0,T)% If T = 1, we simply write Qq = Q1.4. Forl € Z, QlTyd = 1T+10,T)¢
and for T = 1, we write Q}, = Qllyd.

e Qg denotes the k-dimensional semi-open cube of side length T’; i.e., Qr 1 := [0, T)".
For T =1, we set Qr = Q1,x and Q} =n + Qx if n e ZF.

o For any measurable set Q2 and u € L'(12), f, u(x)dz denotes the average of u on €;

i.e., ]{zu(m)dﬂf — ﬁ/ﬂu(x)dcm

where | - | stands for the Lebesgue measure.

« For any open set Q € R% and for any § > 0, we let Q(8) := {z? € Q : dist(z, Q) > 6}.



2 Setting of the problem

In the following X will be a fixed subset of Z% x {0,...,T —1}*, with d,k > 1 and T € N.
We assume that

(i) X is T-periodic in e1, ..., eq4;

(ii) X is connected in the following sense: there exists £ C X x X such that for all4,j € X
there exists a sequence {in}ﬁfzo of points of X, with i = ¢ and iy = j, such that the
segment (in,int1) € E. Moreover, the set £ is T-periodic; i.e., if the segment (i, j)
belongs to &, then, for any m = 1,...,d, the segment (i + Tey, j + Tem) belongs to
&;

(iii) the set & is equi-bounded; i.e., there exists R > 0 such that

max{|i — j| : (¢,j) € £} < R.

Note that it is not restrictive to assume that R < T', upon taking a larger period.
Let a;; be T-periodic coefficients in e1,...,eq; i.e.,
QitTen, j+Tem = Qij for all 4,7 € X, m € {1, ce ,d},

such that a;; > 0 if (4,5) € € and a;; = 0 if (4,5) ¢ £. For € > 0, we introduce the family
of functionals F: defined on functions u : eX — R by

R A 2
Fw)= 3 <y (M)

i,jE€EX

where u; := u(et). Note that also the case a;; = 1if (¢,5) € £ is non trivial. Note moreover
that, by the periodicity of a;j, there exists a positive constant C such that C < a;; < 1/C
if (,7) € &, so that F. is estimated from above and below by the energy corresponding to
ai; =11if (i,5) € €.

More in general, we will consider ‘localized’ versions of energies F;, limiting interactions
to 4,5 € X such that 3,5 € Q x eQr 1. for some Lipschitz open subset € of R?.

Remark 2.1. In the notation above, we can include also the case of

k
X c7?x H{O,...,Mn—l},
n=1
with T, > 1, m=1,...,d,and M,, > 1,n=1,...,k, and X T,,-periodic in e, for any
m =1,...,d. In this case, we take T' = l.e.m.{T\,...,Tq, M1,..., My}.

3 Two-connectedness and Poincaré-Wirtinger’s in-
equality

In this section we prove two technical lemmas, which will allow to use some compactness
results for systems of nearest-neighbour interactions. To that end, we define a coarse-
grained lower-dimensional variable as follows. Let u be a real-valued function defined on
X. Forl € 7%, set

- 1
W= #(Qr.a x Qrx) N X] Z o @)

iE(QlTYdXQT,k)ﬂX

with u; = u(3).
The first result of this section states that a nearest-neighbour interaction energy on the
coarse-grained variable is (locally) dominated by the energy on X.

Proposition 3.1. There exist C = C(X) > 0 and M > 0 such that
@' —a'P <c > fus — s, (3)
i, €(QY, JUQY. 4+ (=M M)H)xQr ;INX

for any 11" € Z¢ such that |l —I'| = 1.



Proof. Using definition of @' and the change of indices j = i 4+ Te,,, for some m =
1,...,d, combined with the Holder inequality, we deduce that

S owe Y

i€(Qh, ;X Qr,K)NX JEQY, 4 Qrp)NX

> (wi = Uitre,,)

ie(QlT,dXQT,k)ﬁX

1
S i —wire, (4)

<
~ #(Qr,a x Qr) N X]
i€(Qh, X Q7 k)NX

@l ~z'|2 _ 1

v #(Qr.a x Qo) N X))2

- [#(Qra x Qre) N X)]?

The connectedness of X ensures that for all i € (QLT’d X Q1) N X, there exists a sequence
{jn}gio of points in X with jo =7 and jn, =i+ Tem such that (jn,jnt1) € E. Let v be
path joining ¢ and ¢ + T'e,, through the points ji,...,jn,—1. Such a path 7 is contained
in [(QlT’d U Q%d + (=M, M)*) x Qrx] N X, for some M > 0 large enough independent of
the point 7. For any i € (Qép,d X Qr,5) N X, we write that

N;

Ui = Uit Te,, = Z(U‘jn—l — U, ),
n=1

so that, due to combined with the Holder inequality, we have that

N;

> (=)

n=1

2

2 1
- < #(Qr.a x Qrr) N X] Z

iE(Qé—v,dXQT,I«)mX

Ny
L . 2
= #[(Q1,a x Qrx) N X] Z N Z |Ugy = U |

i€(Q  xQrp)nX  n=l

max{N; : i € (QlT,d X Qre)NX}
= #[(Qr.a X Qrr) N X] Z

|u’i —Uj 27

i, €UQY. JUQY, ,+(=M M)} xQr ;INX

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that [(Qép’dLJCﬂ}’d—i—(—M7 M) xQr.x]NX
contains the path v joining ¢ and i 4+ Te,, for all i € (QlTyd X Qr,k) N X. This proves the
desired inequality. O

Remark 3.2. In order to reduce the number of parameters, we can choose M =T, up to
substituting 7" with a multiple and taking a slightly larger M.

We point out that in the following and will be applied to functions u : eX — R,
where u; stands for u(ei) as in the notation introduced above.

Now, we show a Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality. This will be used to recover information
on the original functions u from their coarse-grained versions.

Proposition 3.3. (i) There exists C = C(X) > 0 such that, for anyl € Z°,

Z lui —a@'|> < C Z [us — uj|?;

1€(Qh, X Qr,K)NX 1,J€(QY, X Q7 k)NX

(ii) there exist positive constants C' and M such that, for anyl € 74,

> m-dP<c > aijlui =’ (5)

i€l xQr )NX §,5€1QY. (=M M) xQr xINX



Proof. (i) Using definition of @' and thanks to the Holder inequality, we deduce that

= 1 .
Z . [#((QT,a x Qrx) N X)]? Z ‘ Z (u

i€(Qh 4 X QT K)NX i€(Ql X QT p)NX jE(Qh, ,xQr,K)NX

1 2
= #(Q1,a X Qrx) N X] Z i — u,] (6)

15€(QY. 4 X QT K)NX

which concludes the proof.

(ii) Since X is connected and due to the boundedness and periodicity properties of the
coefficient a;j, there exists M > 0 large enough such that if 7, j € (Qépd X Qr,k) N X, then
there exists a path v joining ¢ and j which is contained in [(Q% 4+ (=M, M)*) x Qrx]NX.
From @, we deduce (p) as desired. O

4 A compactness result
In this section, we are going to show that sequences with equi-bounded energy are compact
in L? with limit in H (R).

Let Q be an open set of R? with Lipschitz boundary. For & > 0, let u. be a family of
functions ue : (Q x eQrx) NeX — R. Setting I. = I.(Q) := {l € Z : Q4 C O}, we
define a piecewise-constant function %. in L?(2) by

_ 4 1 d
UE(:I: ) = ZUEXEQ%J(:E )7 (7)
lel.
where @' is given by , with u; = ui = uc(ei), and x o is the characteristic function
T,d

of the cube sQlT,d.
In order to introduce the convergence of u., we need to identify real-valued functions
u defined on € X with piecewise-constant interpolations as follows. We introduce the set

C-(Q) := {u :R? x Qr,x — R : u is constant on and x eQp
a1 k
for(l,n)G(Z mgﬂ)x{o,...,Tq} } 8)

so that a function u : (eZ¢ N Q) x €{0,...,T — 1}* NeX — R can be identified with its
extension belonging to C.(2). We say that the family of function u. in C.(€2) converges to
u € HY(Q) if

U: —u in L120C(Q). (9)

From this convergence, we will obtain that

[ Jue — u|2X 4 s =0, (10)
/E (UiexeQq x Q)

where we have set i = (i%,i") € Z¢ x {0,...,T — 1}* and Q. is given by

Q. = U eQr.a X Qr.1y (11)

lec.

and L. := {l € Z% : dist(el, dQ) > 2e7/dT}. The next proposition provides a compactness
result for . using the analysis of nearest-neighbour interactions in [3].

Proposition 4.1 (Compactness). Let Q be an open set of R? with Lipschitz boundary.
Let ue be a family of functions defined on (2 X eQrx) NeX such that

> > cuiP<C,  Ve>o, (12)

ez ie(Qh, 4 x Q7 k)NX




where ui =0 if i ¢ [(1QN Q% 4) x Qre] N X. and

d—2 € €
g g e u; —

LIELI=UI=14 je[(Qh, ,uQY. 1+ (=M M)!)xQrp,,]InX

<0, Ve>0. (13)

Then, up to a subsequence, the family u., given by , strongly converges in L (Q) to
some u € H'(Q).

Proof. First, we show that @. weakly converges in L? . to some . Indeed, from 7 we
deduce that the norm ||[Tel|/z2(q) is bounded which implies the weak convergence of .
Morever, thanks to assumption , an application of [3 Proposition 3.4] provides us that
u € HY(Q).

Now, we prove the strong convergence in L () of @.. To this end, the key tool is
the Compactness Criterion by Fréchet and Kolmogorov (see, e.g. [16, Theorem 4.26]). In
other words, we have to prove that, for any Q” cc Q' and for any n > 0, there exists
§ > 0, with dist(Q”,R?\ Q) > 6, such that for every h € R?, with || < 6, then

HThﬂE - ﬂ6||L2(Q”) <mn, (14)

where 7,7 (x) := Us(z + h). Assume that h = Aesnm,, for some m = 1...,d. The inequality
for every h € R? is obtained by triangle inequality. Fix Q" cC €' and set

T.:={l€Le: Q CUeQhqC Q).

Take = € 5Q1T7d. Hence, we have that x € 5QlT,d and (z + h) € 5Q§/~’d, for some 1,1’ € Z..
By definition of w. given by , we deduce that

|Thﬁe(l‘) _ﬂs(x)|2 = |ﬂ€(m + h') _ﬁff(w”2 = ‘U’E - u€/| (15)

Since [ and I’ are not necessarily such that |l —I'| = 1, we need to re-write the two-
connectedness inequality in terms of non-neighbouring gubes. In order to show this, let
Sy1» be union of neighbouring cubes joining 6QlT7d and sQle such that each two consecutive

cubes have one face in common; i.e., Sy = Uﬁ’io sQlf‘d, with |l, — ln—1] =1, lo =1 and
In. = I'. Note that the number N. of the cubes 5Q1T7d contained in stripes of cubes joining
sQlTﬁd and z—:qu,«,d is of order |h|T~'e™'. Hence, thanks to inequality , we deduce that

Ne

> (@ -

n=1

Ns
S BT Y fa —a
n=1

2
~1 12
|us 7”5‘ -

N

<CT ey > u§ — u5)?

=1 . Ly —
T GENQE VRS (=M M) X Qr kN X

< C|hT tet > uf — us)?.
HIE[(Sr +(=M, M) xQr,k]NX
Plugging the above inequality in , we obtain that
[T (z) — e (2)|? < ClR|T e > u — u)?

1, €[(Syy H(=M,M))xQr x]NX

=ClpT e > juf — w5,

1,5 €(S(x,h) X QT k)NX



where we have set S(z,h) := Sy + (=M, M)¢ which depends on z and h. Now, an
integration with respect to x € EQZTA yields

( Z |uf —u§|2) dx

4,5€(S(z,h) xQr 1)NX

/ Tl (&) — e ()P < C\h|T_15_1/
6QlT,az

Qb

< ClhT e > juf — w5,

$5E(S(eQY, ;M) X Q7 k)NX
where we have used the fact that
S(w,h) C S(eQ'ra,h) = J{S(x, 1) : @ € eQra}-

Summing over Z., we have that

> /Ql 70T (2) = Te (@) Pde < CLRIT e > > uf — us)?,
€9r.d

leZe 1€7c §,je(S(eQh ;sh)XQr k)NX

which implies that

/ I () — T ()P < Z/ T (&) — T (2)2dz < Clh,
o %,

lez.”*

where we have used assumption and the fact that the number of indices [ and I’ such
that S(eQ%. 4, h) N S(EQ%d, h) # 0 is of the order |h|T'c™* (the ratio between the size of
S(sQlTyd, h) and the size of eQ' ;). This conclude the proof of .

Finally, applying the compactness criterion, it follows that, up to a subsequence, w. —
v. Since we already know that uw. — w, we conclude that v = w, which is the desired
claim. O

The next proposition provides a convergence result in the sense of (10)).

Proposition 4.2. Let Q be an open set of R with Lipschitz boundary. Let u. be a sequence
of functions defined on €X such that

sup(Z Z elus|? + Fs(us)) <C. (16)

e>0
1€Lc ie(QL, ;X Qr k)NX

Then, up to a subsequence, we have that

2
[ Jue —ul"x ik —0
/Qg Uiex <@y xQif,

where u € H'(Q) is the strong limit in LE () of the sequence Te and Q. is given by .

loc

Proof. Set z = (2%,2") € eQ% 4 x Q1,1 and recall that u. is defined on Q% 4 X Q7 k.
Hence,

2 — 2
N0y, o s @P < [ m @ e e

(e — u)(z)x ik (z)|*dz.

+/Q Uiefofid xQ
(17)

From Proposition [4.1] we know that %. strongly converges to u in L2 .(Q), so that the
second integral in (17) vanishes as e — 0.



In order to estimate the first integral of , the key tool is the Poincaré-Wirtinger
inequality given by . Indeed, due to the fact that u. is constant on eQ; x Qx and T, is
constant on 5QlT7d X Qr, we deduce that

/iK“E_HJO”XUmXan><Qf(@ﬁdngd§: 2 hi-wf

Q
l€Le ic(Ql ;X Qrk)NX
0 S S
l€Le i,5€[(Qr,a+(—T,T))xQrp k]NX
< % F-(ue).

From this, combined with assumption , we have that also the first integral of goes
to 0 as € — 0, which concludes the proof. O

5 Treatment of boundary data

In this section we prove a classical lemma which allows to match boundary conditions. For
future reference we prove it in a general form.
For any v € H*(Q), we define the sequence v. on X by

v = ve(ei) = ][‘d+ 0 u(z)d. (18)

We have that v. converges to u with respect to convergence @D For any bounded open
set A and for § > 0, we define A(d) := {z € A : dist(z,0A) > d}.

Lemma 5.1. Let A be a bounded and open set of ) with Lipschitz boundary. Let us be a
sequence converging to uw € H'(Q) with respect to convergence (9). For any § > 0, there
exists a sequence we converging to u with respect convergence (9)) such that

We = Ue, ifi € (A(Qé-) X QT,k) nx,

We = Ve, ifie (A\ A(0) X Qr,x) N X,

and
lim Sup(Fs(we) - Fe(ua)) < 0(1) (19)

e—0

as § — 0.
Proof. Fixed N € N and ¢ € (0,1/4). For h € {0,--- , N}, we set
Ani={z € A disa, AG)) < h%}
For h € {0,---,N — 1}, let ¢" be a cut-off function between A, and A1 with |[Vo!| <
2N/6 and let w. be a function defined by
w; = we (i, ei") 1= ¢ (ei)us + (1 — gi(ei?))of. (20)

Since both u. and v. converge to u with respect to convergence given by @D, we also
deduce that w. converges to u with respect to @D By adding and subtracting the term
Ph(ei)us + (1 — ¢ (ei%))v5, we get that
wi —w§ = ¢a(ei’) (uf —u5) + (1= ¢a(ei’) (vf —vi) + (da (i) — ales)) (w5 — v5).
(21)
For h € {1,..., N — 2}, we set
S;dl = Ah+1 \Ah,

so that A= A, UA\ Apy1 USE. In order to estimate the energy
> e Pay(wi - )’
1,5€(2AXQp k)NX

we separately evaluate the following cases



(AL x Qri) N X;
( (A\Ah+1)><QTk)ﬁX

i) 4,j €
i) i,j €
i) i€ (1S x Qrx)NX and j € (1A x Q) N X;
) i€ (2
) i€ (2
€(:

Zv

ii) 4,

(Ah U (A \ Ah+1)) X QT k) NX and j € (éS,‘f X QT,k) N X,

iv) 4
v) i Ap x Qrr)NX and j € (L(A\ Ant1) X Qri) N X;
) ; (A\Athl)XQTk)mX andyE(éAthT,k)ﬂX
as follows
i) In view of definition , we deduce that
Z e a (wf —wi)? = Z e (uf — uf)?
1,5€(L AR XQp k)NX 1,5E(2 AR XQp )NX

< Z e 2a;(uf —u$)? (22)

1,5€(L AXQr )NX

ii) We have that

Z e a (wf —wi)? = Z e %ay (v —v5)?
4,5€(2(A\NAR 1) X Qr,k)NX 1,5 €(L(A\Ap £1)XQr )NX
< Z eba;(v§ v])Q. (23)
4.5E€(E(A\A(8)) X Qr k)NX
In view of definition of v; given by and since €i? 4+ eQq = £(i? — j4) + 5% + €Qu, we

deduce that
2

jof —vj[” =

][ u(x)dx — ][ u(x)dz
sid+5Qd ejd+5Qd

2
—f e - ) - u@)is (24)
ejd4eQq
Since u € H*(Q), we have that
d_ .d " ou 4 .d
u(w + e~ ) —u(e) = [ P+ er(s? — e
0
/ Vu(z + et(i® — §%) - e(i® — j4)dt.
This, combined with (24 and the Fubini theorem, implies that
luf — 5 |* = ][ / Vu(z + et(i® — j%)) - e(i® — j4)dtdx
EJd+EQd
== // u(z + et(i — §%) - e(i* — j*)dxdt
€ 63d+€Qd
<t — jd|2/ / |Vu(z + et(i® — j4)) P dedt
0 Jejd+eQq
1
SsQidTQ/ / |Vu(z))|* dadt, (25)
0 Jeid4eQyqy

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that the nodes 7 and j interact at most
at distance T. In view of the assumption of finite range along with estimate above, from

, it follows that

> e 2a(wf —w$)* < C > / |Vu(z)|*dx
C o1 = o — eil4eQqy
1,5€(2 (A\Ap11)XQr k)NX i€(£ (A\A(D) X Qr k)NX
<cC Vu(z)|*da, (26)
A\ A(26)
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where the constant C is due to the fact that a fixed node i € L(A\ A(6)) x Qrx) N X

interacts with a finite number of nodes j € 1(A\ A(0)) x Qr.x) N X.

iii) First note that due to the assumption of finite range, if €i¢ € S¢, then €5 € S\ﬁ =
Sd  ustu S,CLIH, This combined with (21) and the Jensen inequality implies that

S eyl —w)) = Yoo e Pay(wf —wi)?

i€(2S¢xQr )NX ie(15¢xQr K)NX
JE(2AXQr K)NX jE(%é\zXQT,k>mX
d—2 2 d—2 2
<C Z e Caii(ui —u5)”+C Z e“ “ai;(vi — v5)
ie(15¢xQr K)NX ie(158xQr )NX
Je(180xQr )NX J€(58xQr NX
d—2 h .d h -d\\2 2
+C Y eyl — di(ei")? s — o) (27)

ie(1sdxQr p)nx
JELSEXxQr )NX

Due to the fact that |V¢| < 2N/d, the last integral in can be estimated as follows

d—2 hy_.d B dy\2 2
S e ayle®) - gi(ed™) (u5 — of)
ie(1stxQr p)nx
jE(%gﬁXQT,k)ﬁX
N? a2 2 N? d 2
<m0 2 ST -g)’ s > eyl - v
ie(158xQr p)NX 1,§€(2AXQr k)NX
je(éé\;dLXQT,k)ﬁX
In order to estimate the first two integrals in (27)), we may choose h € {1,..., N — 2} such
that

d—2 5 £\2 € £\2

E € Taij [(ui —u5)” + (vi —vj) }
ie(1s8xQr p)nx
FE(L8EXxQr k)NX

1 d—2 2 1 d—2 2
SN2 E e aij (ui —uj) TN 3 E e %ai;(vi — vj)
1,iE(LAXQr )NX 1,§E€(LAX QT )NX
1 d—2 € £\2 C 2
< e Tagi(u; —us) 4+ —— |Vu(z)|"dz
N -2 Z 7 g N —2 4\ a0 ’

1L,iE(LAXQT )NX

where we have used and the assumption of finite range. This, combined with 7
leads us to

_ 1 _
> e 2ay; (wf —wj)? < CN— > e ai; (uf — uj5)?
ie(158xQr )NX i,j€(LAXQr 1)NX
JE(FAXQr k)NX
C 2 N2 d e e\2
TNy VO O > elai;(uf —v5)>. (28

i€(1SExQr K)NX
JE(LAXQr )NX

iv) Note that

d—2 5 £\2 d—2 € £\2

E e a(wi —wj)” < E e Cai(w; —wj)”,
i€(L(ARUA\A, 1) X Q7 1)NX i€(2AXQr p)NX
J€(LSExQr p)nX JE(LESExQr )NX

so that, the same argument as for iii) can be performed, obtaining estimate (28]).
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In view of the finite-range assumption, the points belonging to sets of items (v) and
(vi) do not have any interaction since 6 /N >> T
Gathering estimates , and , we obtain that, for h € {1,..., N — 2},

> e (wf —w)? < oo e Pays - )

1,j€(LAXQr k)NX i,5€(2AXQr k)NX
1 — £ £
+C \Vu(z)dz + C—— > e (uf — uf)’
A\A(26) N-2
LIE(Z AXQr,)NX
C 2 N? d e 2

ie(L8{xQrNX
JE(LAXQrp p)NX

(29)

Note that the last sum vanishes as ¢ — 0 since both u. and v. converge to u with
respect to convergence @ Hence, taking the limit as € — 0 of (29)), we obtain that

limsup Fe(we) — Fe(ue) < C |Vu(z)|*dz + ¢ lim inf F; (uc)
J A\A(25) N =2 <0
+ ¢ |Vu(z)|>dz
N =2 J 4\ ae) '
Letting first N — oo and then § — 0, we get inequality as desired. O

6 Homogenization

This section is devoted to the limit analysis as ¢ — 0 of the family of functionals F: :
C-(£2) — [0, 00) defined as

Fe(u) = Z e %aij (ui — uj)?, (30)
1,i€(1QxQr 1)NX

where Q is a bounded open set of R? with Lipschitz boundary and C.(Q) is given by
(8). This is done through the computation of the corresponding I'-limit with respect to

convergence (|10]).
Theorem 6.1. The family of functionals (30) T-converges to Fhom : H'(Q) — R defined
by
Fhom (U) = / Ahomvu . Vud;z:,
Q

where

1 .
Ahomz -z = Ta mln{ Z Z a;j(u; — uj)2 :

1€(QT,d X QT k)NX jERIXQr )NX

w; —z-i% s T-periodic in eq, . .. ,ed}. (31)

In this formula we interpret u; = z-i¢ as the discrete interpolation of the affine function
z- 2%, with 2 € R%.
6.1 Proof of the lower bound

We prove the lower-bound inequality for the family F: using the blow-up method introduced
by Fonseca and Miiller [I8] (see also [13]).

Let u. be a sequence with equi-bounded energy F:(u.) and such that u. converge to
u € H'(Q). Let the sequence of positive measures A. be defined as

Ae 1= Z ( Z €d72a’ij (uf - u;)Q) 5“"

i€(LQXQr p)NX “jE(2QXQr )NX
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where J, is the Dirac measure concentrated at . The d-dimensional measure . is defined
by

pe(B) = Ae(BxeQri) = S ey - )’

i€(1BxQrp p)NX je(LQxQr )NX

for Borel sets B of R?. Note that u.(B) takes into account interactions between the nodes
with projection in B and the ones in all X, but, in view of the equi-boundedness of &,
which is a finite-range assumption, we can limit the interactions between the nodes with
projection in B and those with projection in an € R-neighbourhood of B.

Since e () = F:(u.) and thanks to the equi-boundedness of F:(uc), the measures jic
are also equi-bounded, so that, up to subsequences, we deduce that

He - s
where p is a d-dimensional positive measure on 2. The Radon-Nikodym decomposition of
the limit measure p with respect to the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure £ enables us to
write that

d s
p=FErt+
dx

with p® L £¢. Note that the positiveness of y ensures that its singular part u® is positive
as well.
Now, we perform a local analysis. Let z¢ € €2 be a Lebesgue point for p with respect
to £4; ie.,
d
2 (20) = lim #(Qpa(zo)) _ . 1#(Qp.a(20)) (32)

dx p—0 LYQp.a(T0))  p—0 P ’

with Q, (o) := xo + [0, p)*. Thanks to the Besicovitch Derivation Theorem, £%-almost
every zo € € is a Lebesgue point for p with respect to £%. Moreover, in view of 23
Theorem 3.4.2], we have that, up to a set of zero Lebesgue measure, zo is a point such
that

1/2
1(1

lim — (d / |u(z) — u(zo) — Vu(zo) - (z — x0)|2dac> =0. (33)
P20 P NPT JQp a(0)
In other words, performing the change of variables x = py 4+ xo in the above integral, we
have that

u(py + o) — u(zo)

p

For all p — 0 but a countable set, we have that (Q,,a(z0)) = 0 and hence for such p we
have that

— Vu(zo) -y in L*(Qa).

#(Qa(wo)) = lim e (Qp,a(@o))- (34)
Therefore, from ([32), it follows that

dp pe(@p,a(20))

dx (o) = gli% !13}) p '

Now, we perform the blow-up argument. Since xzo € 2 is a Lebesgue point and due to a
diagonalization argument on and 7 there exists a sequence p. — 0 as ¢ — 0 such
that p. >> € and the following equalities

dp . p1e(Qpe a(T0))
hutad — lim 28 xpe,d\P0))
7y (o) = lim p : (35)
and 1
lim—/ ue — u|(T)x sd_ edr =0, 36
e—=0 Pe ng,d(zo)XQT,kl € |( ) UiexeQl xQj ( )

hold. Thanks to the link between the measure p. and the energy F, equality can be
re-written as

d/.L . 1 d—2 € £\2
%(mo) = il_r:% P Z Z e Cag (ui —uj)”.

i€(Qpa 4( )X QrK)NX JE(Z X QT 1)NX
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Now, the aim is to estimate the limit above. First, note that since the coefficients a;;
are positive, we can consider only interactions taking place between nodes inside the cube
Qee 4(wo/€) X Qr k, SO that

H (Q E,d(x())) 1 d—2 € £\2
Sppid > F E € aij(ui — Uj) . (37)
e e
iij(Ql)iayd(mTo)XQT,kij

We need to modify u. in order to define a function v. converging to the affine function
Vu(zo) 2% in L2(Qd). To that end, let n. = : and let X, . be the set X rescaled to

67

neZt x €{0,..., T —1}*. We define v£ on (Q4 X Qr.x) N X, c by

.d N
vé’(ngid,aik) _ ue (et +xol;£z ) u(mo)’ (38)

where u. is defined on (Q.,a(z0) X Q7,x) NeX. Note that since u. is a function in C. (),

d -k
v can be identified with a piecewise-constant function on 7.QY x Q% if (i%,i*) € X. For

= (2% 2%) € R x Qr 1, we set wo(z) := Vu(zo) - % and we show that

lim [v8(z) — wo(ar:)|2xU (z)dz = 0. (39)

id ik
; X
e—0 QuxQr. iexNeQy XQ

To this end, we introduce the function ug given by uo(z?) := u(xo) + wo(z). Hence,
w(z0) = uo(pz®) — pVu(z0) - 2 = uo(pa) — puo(z).
This, combined with (38]), implies that
P _ 2
/deQT,k. [v8(z) — wo(x)] XUe xne@id xQi* (z)dz

2
XU

(z)dz

d k
Ue (pPex” + To,ex”) —u(x
:/ (p 0 ) ( 0) —wo(a:)
QaXQr K

Pe

id ik
iexNeQy XQj

2
B e (pex? 4 x0,e2") — uo(pez?) d
- Uje xneQi% x@iF (z)dz
QaxQr,k Pe iexneQy b
d k d 2
< Ue(pex® + T0,62") — u(pex® + x0) o e (@)da
T JQuxQrk Pe Uiexme QY xQ¥

2
w(pea + o) — uo(per)
Pe

X (z)dz. (40)

‘)
QaXQr K

The first integral in goes to 0 as € — 0. Indeed, due to the change of variables

y? = pex? + xo, we deduce that

/QdXQT,k

4k
UiexneQy XQj

2
u(pea® + o) — uo(pea)
Pe XUiexnsQfldXQ',ik

1
— s | ey, £2*) — u(y)|
Pe Qpe,d(0)XQT

which vanishes as ¢ — 0 thanks to (36). We evaluate the second integral in . Using
again the change of variables y? = p.xz® + x¢ and the definition of uo, we have that

(z)dz dx”

2 d; k
XUiEXEindXQ;;k (z)dy“dx”,

/. vy, ) g ()
L 11
E@ Qpe,a(z0)
L 11
EE Qpe,d(x0)

lu(y®) — uo(y — zo)[*dy*

u(y®) — u(z0) — V(o) - (y — o) dy"”.
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Thanks to , it follows that also the integral above vanishes as ¢ — 0 so that we can
conclude that holds. Set

Ve (nsid7 i) := vfe (i, 51']“)4

Now, using Lemma [5.1} we may modify the sequence v to get a new sequence 9. which
is equal to Vu(zo) - nei? near the boundary (9Qq x Qr.x) N X, where X,_ is the set X
rescaled to n.Z% x {0,...,T — 1}*, and

lim sup E nd72aij(ﬁs(neid78ik) - (175(7]sjd75jk))
e—0
(neid,i%),(nejd,i*)€(QaxQr k)N Xy,
< limsup > 1" 2 ai; (ve (nei?,€i*) — (v-(n-3%,£5°)) + o(1).
e—=0

(neid,i*),(nej®,5%)€(QaxQr, k)N Xy,

(41)

In order to simplify the notation, we may assume that o € eTZ? so that we avoid the
translation of the coefficients a;;. In view of (37)) and thanks estimate (41)), we have that

2
d B ué — us
—M(:co) > lim sup Z 77? 2aij - :
dx e—0 - Pe
(neid,ik),(nejd, %) €(Qa(F2) X QT k)N Xn,
= limsup > ne % (ve(nei, i) — v (025, 65%))?
e—0 . .
(neid,ik),(nej?,i%)E(QaXQr, k)N Xn,
> lim sup > ne 2 ai; (0: (i, i) — 0. (03, 5%))*
e—0
(nei?,i%),(nej,5%)€(Qa X Qr k)N Xne
> lim sup inf{ > ne i (we (i, ei") — we (", €5*))?
e—0

(neid,i®),(nej4,5%)€(Qax Qr k)NXn,

ws(nsz'd, 6ik) = Vu(zo) »nsid, if dist(nsid,[?‘Qd) < 2775\/aT}.

Setting K. = |1/(n:T") ], we have that

- 1 . 1 d . d .
g (@) Zlimint s mf{ > g (we (nei”, i) — we (e, e5))” -
€ 1,J€( QK. T,aXQT,k)NX c

we (nei, ei™) = Vu(zo) - nei® if dist(n.i?, 0Qx.1.4) < 2ngx/ET}
> liminf —— inf E aij(; —;)°
= Tes0 (K.T)d AT T
1,J€( QK. T,aX QT k)NX
W; = Vu(xo) - i if dist(i%, dQr.1.a) < 2\/&T}
= fo(Vu(zo)),

where we have set w; := w, (naid, sik)/ng. Therefore, for £%-almost every xo € 2, we have

d
ﬁ(mo) > ApomVu(zo) - Vu(zo).

Integrating on €2, we conclude that

w() > /Q @daz > /QAhomVu(z)-Vu(x)dx.

T

Since fie N 1, we have that liminf. 0 pe(2) > (). This implies that

e—0 e—0

lim inf Fe (ue) = lim inf g () > p(92) > / AnomVu(z) - Vu(z)dr = From(u),
Q
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which concludes the proof of the lower bound.
It remains to prove that fo satisfies formula (31f). First, we prove the existence of the
limit.

Proposition 6.2. There exists the limit

f()(Z) = lim # 1nf{ Z A5 (ui — uj)2 LU =2 id ’Lf diSt(id,aQKTd) < 2\/&T},

K—oo (KT)4
1,J€(QKT,aXQr,k)NX
(42)
for z e R.
Proof. For fixed K € N and z € R%, we set
1
fo5(z) = KT)° inf{ Z aij(ui —uj)? g =z 0% if dist(i%, 0Qkr.4) < 2\/ET}.
4,JE(QKT,axQr,Kk)NX
Let u* be a function such that
1 K k2 K 1
(KT)? Z aij(u; —Uj) </f (Z)—’_?a

1,]€E(QKT,daXQT,K)NX

and uf = z-i?, if dist(+%, 0Qxr.a) < 2VdT. For H > K, we introduce the set of indices
T:={1€Z:0<(K+ Dy < Hm=1,...,d}. We define

u et =1i 20, (1967 € Qkra x Qr, LET,
uH =
’ z-1, otherwise.

We have that

7)< Gy S el -l

1,J€E(QHT,aXQT,k)NX

1 K H\2
= Ty 2. > et -

ie(UleIQé(TdeQT,k)ﬂX JEQHT,aX QT k)NX

* G )3 S e @)

i€[(Qur,d\ViezQl )X Qr x]NX J€(QHT,a XQT,k)NX

Due to the assumption of finite range, the interactions between nodes in (UleIQlKT,d X
Qrx) N X and [(Qr7,a \ UiezQkr.4) X Qr,k] N X do not take place. This implies that the
first sum in (43)) may be estimated as

1 K H\2
(HT)? > > @i (Ui =)

ie(ulEIQlKT,d XQr )NX JEQHT,aXQr,Kk)NX

1 K K2 _ K° K -1
= e Z aij(ui —uj )" < mZ(fo (z2)+K7)
1€ (U1ezQhcp ¢ X QT 1)NX lez
K| _H | 1 K x 1
< < .
<t lmrn) WK< G+ k) ()
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Using the assumption of finite range, the second sum in (43) may be estimated as

1 . H\2
(HT)? > > aii(z i = uj)

€l(Qur,a\UiezQlcp o)X QT k]INX I€(QuT,a X QT k)NX

1 . .
< @y > > auleitoz g

ie[(QHT,d\UleIQlKT,d)XQT,k]mX J€E(QuT,axQr,Kk)NX

< @y > 2. el

i€[(QuT,d\ViezQly ) ¥ Q7 kINX \JEQHT,aXQT 1)NX

C H |
oe/— | —— .
- (HT) \\K+1J (45)
Combining (44) and (45)), from (43) it follows that
K - 1
H( o\ K 1 .

Taking first the limsup as H — oo and then the lower limit as K — oo, we obtain

lim sup féq(z) < liminf f(f((z)7
H— 00 K—o0

which concludes the proof. O

Since we deal with convex energies, asymptotic homogenization formula (42]) can be
reduced to a single periodic minimization problem.

Proposition 6.3. We have that fo(z) defined by coincides with fnom(z) defined as

1
Sfrom (2) = Td inf{ Z Z aij(ui—uj)Q Cau—z4% s T-periodic in eq, . ..

1€(QT,a XQT,k)NX jERIXQr )NX
for z € R,

Proof. Fix z € R%. First, we prove that fo(z) < fhom(z). To this end, for § > 0, let u” be
a function satisfying

1
Ta > S af —u)? < from(z) +6

1€(QT,aXQT,k)NX jERIXQrp 1 )NX

and u¥ — 2 - i? is T-periodic in e1,...,es. We define ui = u.(ei) := eu® (7). Note that
uf converges to z - ¢ with respect to the convergence given by @D Set I* :={l € 2% :
elT +eQr,aNQ # 0}. In view of Theorem and the periodicity of a;;, we deduce that

1| fo(2) < liminf F.(u.)
e—0

< limsup Fe(ue) < limsup Z Z elaij(u? — uf&)2

e—0 e—0
eIt ije(QY, ,xQr k)NX

< limsup e? aij(u? —u?)?

SIS IS SEND SRR
lerd  i€(Qr,axXQr,k)NX je(RIXQp 1)NX

< 1Q(from(2) + 6).

From the arbitrariness of 4, it follows the conclusion.

It remains to show that fuom(2z) < fo(z). Let v be a function defined on (Qxr,a X
Qr,x) N X such that v; = z - it if dist(id,aQKTyd) < 2v/dT. We define a function u on
(QT,a x Qr.x) N X by

) 1 ) )
u(i) = i Z v(i® + 1T, i%).
1€{0, ., K—1}4
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With the help of Jensen’s inequality combined with the assumption of finite range and the
periodicity of a;;, we deduce that

foom(2) < % > > aylu—w)

P€(QT,aXQT,k)NX jE(RIXQrp )NX

(KlT)d > > > ay +1T,*) — o +1T,50))°

1€(QT,a X QT k)NX jERIXQr )NX 1€{0,..., K—1}d

1 2
= 7(KT)d Z aij(vi — ’Uj) .

4,JE(QKT,axQr,1k)NX

Taking the infimum, we get

Srom(2) < L inf{ Z aij(vi —v;)? v = z - i% if dist(i,0Qxr.4) < 2\/&T}.

(KT)?
4,J€E(QKT,aXQr,k)NX

Then, passing to the limit as K — oo, we have the desired inequality which concludes the
proof. O

6.2 Proof of the upper bound

We are going to prove the I'-lim sup inequality. The proof is independent of the blow-up
result and it relies on a standard density argument by piecewise-affine functions (see [6),
Remark 1.29]). We consider the case when the target function wu is piecewise-affine and
we assume that the gradient of u takes A values, for some A positive integer. For fixed
Z1,...,2x € R, we define

Qp i ={z € Q:u(@) =2z, - 2%+ ¢},

for g =1,...,\ (with ¢4 some constant).
We fix one such q. We choose w? € C.(Qr,q) such that w] — z - i is T-periodic in
e1,...,eq and

> asj(w! = w!)® = from(2q)-

1,5 €(QT,aXQr, k)NX

For any ¢ = 1,...,\, we define u$? := ul(ei) = ew?(i) + ¢q. In view of Lemma we
may modify the sequence ud to obtain a new sequence v?° converging to Zq szt cq with

respect to convergence @D such that

290 = o eit g, ifi e ((Qg\ Qe(0) X Qri) N X,

v
v500 = 59, if i € (Qq(26) x Qr.) N X,
and
lim sup F2(v2°) < limsup F2(u?) + o(1) (46)
e—0 e—0
as 0 — 0, where F is the functional defined as in with Qg in the place of Q.
Now, we estimate FZ(u). To that end, for ¢ = 1,..., A, we introduce the set of indices
I¢,:={leZ*: Q4N Qy # 0}, and we deduce that
F(ud) = > e Pas(up ! — u)?

1,5€(2 Qg X Qr,k)NX

< Z elai; (w? (i) — wi(5))?

13€(Uycza Rl yXQr k)NX
E

<) e > ai;(w? (i) — w*(§)” < |2l faom(2q) + 0(1),

1€T¢  i,jE(Q ,xQrK)NX
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as € — 0. This combined with implies that
limsup F (v3°) < Q] faom (z4) + 0(1) (47)

e—0

as & — 0.
Now, we define the recovery sequence v° by

) e -
vi = v ? if i € Qg

for g =1,..., . To conclude the proof, it remains to show that, given qi,q2 € {1,...,A},

lim sup Z e ai;(vf —v5)? = o(1) (48)
e=0
ze(gﬂqleTyk)mX
JE(LQgy XQp )NX

as 6 — 0.

Since § >> €T, the interactions between nodes in (1€, (20) x Qrx) N X and (£(Qq, \
Q4,(6)) X Qr,x) N X or nodes in (194, (26) x Qr,x) N X and (104, (26) x Qr,x) N X do not
take place. This allows to reduce to the following estimate

lim sup Z eaij(u§ —u5)® = o(1) (49)
e—0
€[ 1y \Qqy ()X Qr, K INX
FEIL (g \ Qg5 (6)) X Qr 1 INX

as § — 0, where we have set uf = u(ei?), and used the fact that v2%° = z, - €i? + ¢q = us
if i € (2 \ Q¢(8) X Qr,) N X. By the Lipschitz continuity of u we deduce that

> e ayuf — ) <O > eaili® — j**
’L'E[%<Qq1 \Qqy ())XQr ]INX ie[%(ﬂql \Qq; ())xQr k]NX
FE[L (Rgy\ Ry ()X Qr k]NX FE[2 (45 \ Qg5 () X QT ]NX

A
S Cmax{ai]-}Tk Z’ U eQil

=1 1e[1(24\24(5))]

< C6

(the final C taking into account the bound for a;j, their range, T' and the H%~' measure
of the union of 99y), which proves (49).
Gathering estimates and (48), we deduce that

A
hm sup Z Ed_2(lij (’Uf — U;)Q S Z |Qq|fhom(2q) + O(l)

e—0 . 1
LIE(Z2XQr,)NX g=1

as § — 0, which concludes the proof of the upper bound.

Remark 6.4. Recall that the I'-limit of a family of non-negative quadratic forms is still a
non-negative quadratic form (see e.g. [I7, Theorem 11.10]). Applying this property in our
setting, we deduce that the ['-limit Fi,om of F: is a non-negative quadratic form. In other
words, there exists a symmetric matrix Anom such that funom(2) = Ahomz - z, which finally

gives .

6.3 Convergence of minimum problems

In this section, we deal with minimum problems with boundary data. To this end, we derive
compactness result in the case that the functionals F: are subject to Dirichlet boundary
conditions. In the discrete setting, such conditions are imposed by introducing a parameter
r € N and fixing the value of u in a neighbourhood of the ‘lateral boundary’ of Q x Qr k,
corresponding to i in a neighbourhood of the boundary of Q C R¢, of size er.

For any r > 0 and given ¢ € H'(R?), we introduce the set

C2"(Q) = {u €C(Q) : u(ed) = f @(md)dxd, if (sid + (—er, sr)d) NnR? \Q# @} .

il4eQq
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We define the functional FZ" by
FE7(u) = Fu(u), u€CE(9).

Theorem 6.5. For any p € H'(R?), let F¥ be the functional defined by

AnomVu - Vudr, u— EHlﬁ,
F®(u) = /Q " P e ol

0, otherwise,

where Anom 1S given by ‘ Then, for any r > 0, FZ" I'-converge to the functional F¥
with respect to convergence

Proof. We prove the I'-liminf inequality. To that end, we prove that if u. converges to u
with respect to convergence @ and F?"(u.) is equibounded, then v — ¢ € H} (). First,
note that if sup_. o FZ"(ue) < oo, then, thanks to the coerciveness of the coefficient aj,

we deduce that
sup Z e (uf —uf)? < oo
1,5€(1QxQr 1)NX

We denote by . the extension of u. on the whole X defined by @ = o(gi?), for any
e > 0 and outside . Analogously, @ is the extension of v on R¢ obtained by setting
i(z?) = p(x?). Let Q' be an open set such that @ CC Q'. Hence, we have that

> e ay (@5 — @5)° < > e aij(uf — uj)?

1,5€(1Q' xQr 1)NX 1,5€(1 QX Q7 K)NX

+ > ' %aij(p(ei”) — p(ej*)* < C.
17€(H(@\2) X Qr, k)X

Repeating similar arguments as the proof of I-lim inf inequality of Theorem [6.1] and since
e converges to i, we deduce that @ € H'(Q') and hence u — ¢ € Hg (). Then, invoking
again Theorem [6.1] we have that

liminf 2" (ue) = liminf F.(ue) > F¥(u),
e—0 e—0
as desired.
Now, we show the T-limsup inequality. First, consider the case where u € H*(Q) such
that supp(u — ¢) CC Q. The general case is obtained by a density argument.
Consider a target function u such that supp(u —¢) CC Q. In view of Theorem [6.1} we
know that there exists a recovery sequence u. converging to u such that

e—0

lim F.(ue) = / AnomVu - Vudz.
Q

In order to modify the sequence u. near the boundary of 2, we apply Lemma [5.1] with
ve = u. Hence, there exists a sequence w. such that w, still converges to u with respect
to convergence (]E[)7 we = u is a neighbourhood of €2 and

lim sup Fe(we) < limsup F:(ue) + o(1).

e—0 e—0

Since supp(u — @) CC Q, it follows that w. is equal to ¢ is a neighbourhood of ©, so that
F# 7 (we) = F-.(w:). We may conclude that

limsup F2" (w.) < limsup F.(u:) + o(1) = F#(u) + o(1),

e—0 e—0

which concludes the proof. O

Now, we state the following result which deals with convergence of minimum problems
with Dirichlet boundary data.
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Proposition 6.6. We have that

lim inf{F.(u) : v € C2"(Q)} = min{ From(u) : u— ¢ € Hy(Q)}.

e—0

Moreover, if ue € C£"(Q2) converges to & with respect to convergence @D and it is such that
lim F:(uc) = lim inf{F:(u) : u € CZ"(Q)},
e—0 e—0

Then, u is a minimizer for min{ Fhom(u) : u — ¢ € H(Q)}.

Proof. We have to show the equi-coerciveness of F¥" with respect the topology defined
by (9). To that end, consider {u.} C C£"(Q) such that sup.. o F&" (ue) < oo. In view of
inequality applied to u — ¢, we deduce that

> > eui —pl <€ YT elaylul — i) — (15— ¢)
1€294,j€(Ql, ;X QT k)NX HIE(£2XQT 1)NX
< CF.(u:) +C Z elaijlpi — ps° < C.

1,5€(2QXQr K)NX

Hence, we may apply Proposition [£I] to deduce that there exists a subsequence u. such
that w. is converging. This concludes the proof. O

The next proposition shows the Poincaré inequality for functions u € C7(2). We
prove it assuming that ¢ = 0.

Proposition 6.7. Let Q be a bounded open set of R? and let u be a function in Cc(Q) such
that w; = u(ei) = 0 if dist(ei?, Q) < 2eV/dT. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such

that
Y. fwlfso Y aglu -l (50)
1,5€(1QXQr K)NX 1L,iE(L QX QT K)NX

where C' is of order of [diam(Q)]?.

Proof. We identify u with its extension to (R? x Qr ) N X which is equal to 0 outside
(2xQ1,5)NX. Due to the boundedness of 2, there exists M > 0 such that Q C [0, M) and
(1[0, M)? x Qr,k) N X contains a path joining two arbitrary nodes i,5 € (1Q x Qr.x) N X.

Fix i € (1Q x Qrx) N X and let j be a node such that dist(ej¢, 9Q) < 2eV/dT and
i¢ — j¥ = ATe;, where, without lost of generality, we may assume that X is a positive
integer. Note that A depends on the fixed node ¢ and it is of order MT e~ Let I; and
I; be two indices in Z% such that i € Qlf;’d and j € Qlj{'yd. Let S%yd be the union of (A + 1)
neighbour cubes joining Qli 4 and Q;Z, 4 such that each two consecutive cubes having one
face in common. In other words,

A
l
Sta=J Q%4
q=0
where l; = [ +qTey, for¢g=1,..., XA and lp = [;. Since X is connected, there exists a path
of nodes {j,},—o joining jo = j and jx = i such that it is contained in S%yd + (=T,7),
Jq € (Qlj{d X Q7)) NX and (Jq, jo+1) € €. Such a path can be built repeating periodically
the path joining j € (QZTO,d X Qri)NX and j+ Tey € (Qlﬁd X Qr,k) N X. Since u; = 0,

we have that N

wi = (w5, = uz, ,)-

g=1

Hence, an application of the Jensen inequality leads us to

A
2 2
ual® <A Jug, =g, [
q=1
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Summing over i € (10 X Qrx) N X, we get

A
dy, |2 d 2
Z e%u|” < )\Z Z e ujy — Ujy_, |
i€(2QxQr, x)NX a=14,je(1QxQp )NX
<N’ Z taislug, —us, %
1,5€(1 Q% Q7 k)NX
where the constant C' takes into account the fact that the possible multiplicity of the

paths containing the connection joining j,—1 and j,, which is anyhow uniformly bounded.
Recalling that X is of order MT " 'e™!, we get the inequality , as desired. O

7 Examples

In this section, we exhibit some examples of the possible geometries of the set X. We also
compute the homogenized matrix Anom given by formula . In the examples below, we
think of X as a subset of Z4** where d = 1 is identified with the horizontal direction and
k =1 or 2. Since d = 1 the homogenized matrix actually reduces to a single coefficient
giving the homogenized energy density Apomz>.

In all the following examples the value of the non-zero coefficients a;; is always 1, and
the corresponding connections are represented by solid lines in the figures.

0,2) (1,2)  (2,2)

TTTT

00) (1.0) (20)

(b)

Figure 2: Figure (a) shows X and Figure (b) shows the periodicity cell (Q2,a X Q2,x) N X.

(a)

Example 7.1. Let X be the set pictured in Figure a). Here, we have that d =k =1
and the period T is equal to 2. Figure b) shows a periodicity cell. The geometry of
the set X can be thought as the discrete version of a perforated domain. Indeed, note
that nodes (0,1) and (2, 1) in Figure 2(b) are missing. A minimizer @ for is given by
2(0,0) = @(0,2) = 0, @(1,0) = a(1,1) = @(1,2) = z and @(2,0) = @(2,2) = 2z, so that
Anom = 4.

In the next four examples d = k = 1, the set X is always simply Z x {0, 1} and the period
T is 1, but the set £ is such that the graph cannot be directly seen as a discretization of a
thin film in the continuum parameterized as a subgraph of a function of one real variable .

Example 7.2. Let X be as drawn in Figure a). In this case £ contains all ‘cross-
connections’ between points of X. The minimizer @ for Apomz? is 4(0,0) = @(1,1) =0
and 4(1,0) = @(0,1) = z, so that Apom = 4.

Example 7.3. Consider X as drawn in Figure a). Here, the graph is analog to a nearest-
neighbour thin film, but with a translation of a unit of one of the two copies of Z, which
again makes this geometry not immediately seen as a discretization of a continuum thin
film. The 1-periodic minimizer @ for Anomz® is given by @(0,0) = 4(1,1) = 0, 4(1,0) = z
and %(0,1) = —z and the homogenized coefficient is Anom = 4.
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0,1) (1,1)

(0,0) (1,0)

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Figure (a) shows X and Figure (b) shows the periodicity cell (Q1,4 X Q1,x) N X.

0,1) (1,1)

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Figure (a) shows X and Figure (b) shows the periodicity cell (Q1,¢4 X Q1,x) N X.

Example 7.4. Consider X as drawn in Figure a), Here the set of connections has the
structure of a triangular lattice. The minimizer @ for Apomz> is given by @(0,0) = 0,
4(1,0) = z, @(0,1) = —1/2z and @(1,1) = 1/2z. The homogenized coefficient is Apom =
5/2.

Example 7.5. Let X be the set pictured in Figure @(a), where d = k = 1 and the period
T is equal to 4. The set X is a subset of Z x {0,1,2}. Such a set X can be though as a
discrete layered media, whose conductivity is equal to 1 along the straight lines, while in
the part corresponding to the rhombus structure the effective conductivity is 2.

The minimizer 4 for Anomz? is given by #(0,0) = z, 4(1,1) = 4z/3, @(2,1) = 82/3,
4(3,0) = @(3,2) = 10z/3 and 4(4,1) = 4z and Anom = 8/3.

Example 7.6. We consider the set X drawn in Figure[ll To uniform the notation intro-
duced in this section, we rotate X, obtaining the structure pictured in Figure m(a). Here
d =1 and k = 2. The period T is equal to 2 and the periodicity cell is drawn in Figure
b). The structure is actually the same as that in Example but transposed to a three-
dimensional setting, and Anom = 4. Note that in this case the solid lines representing the
connections do not intersect and they have all the same length, so that they can also be
interpreted as a system of homogeneous conducting rods.
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