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G-CONVERGENCE OF ELLIPTIC AND PARABOLIC

OPERATORS DEPENDING ON VECTOR FIELDS

A. MAIONE, F. PARONETTO, AND E. VECCHI

Abstract. We consider sequences of elliptic and parabolic operators
in divergence form and depending on a family of vector fields. We show
compactness results with respect to G-convergence, or H-convergence,
by means of the compensated compactness theory, in a setting in which
the existence of affine functions is not always guaranteed, due to the
nature of the family of vector fields.

1. Introduction

The asymptotic behaviour, as h → ∞, from the point of view of G-
convergence of a sequence of equations like

(1) Ehu = f

in bounded domains Ω of Rn has been widely studied, in particular when
Eh is an elliptic or parabolic operator in divergence form, i.e.,

Eh = −div (ah(x,∇)) or Eh = ∂t − div (ah(x, t,∇)) ,

where ∇ denotes the Euclidean gradient, x ∈ Ω and t ∈ (0, T ), with T > 0.
G-convergence was introduced for linear elliptic operators Eh (for symmetric
matrices ah with positive eigenvalues) by Spagnolo in a series of papers at the
end of ’60s (see [25–27]) and studied later by the same author in many other
papers. Surely worthy to be recalled are [6], in the case of homogenization,
where for the first time an explicit expression of the limit operator is given,
[3] in which also a comparison between elliptic and parabolic G-convergence
is made, and [24] among the first papers about linear parabolic operators.
Regarding linear operators Eh with non-symmetric matrices ah, or Eh non-
linear, this study involves a further difficulty: the lack of uniqueness of a
representative for the limit operator, see e.g. [23].
This problem is bypassed in the ’70s by Murat and Tartar, who extended the
notion of G-convergence, and call it H-convergence, to general linear and
monotone elliptic operators Eh, see e.g. [29,30]. We want to give a brief, and
certainly not exhaustive, account regarding the case of nonlinear operators:
we refer to [2] for elliptic operators and to [28] for parabolic ones. Finally,
we mention [33], where linear operator also of degree greater than two are
considered, and the book [21] where nonlinear both elliptic and parabolic
operators, homogenization and random operators are presented.
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The aim of this paper is to extend the classical results for sequences of
monotone operators to the more general setting of operators modeled on
vector fields (i.e. replacing the Euclidean gradient ∇ in (1) with a family
of vector fields X), continuing along the path traced in the recent papers
[16–18]. Before entering into the details, we want to recall that the literature
concerning homogenization, G-convergence and integral representation of
abstract functionals depending on vector fields is pretty vast, ranging from
more rigid structures like Carnot groups, see e.g. [1, 10–12, 16, 19] and the
references therein, up to the more general setting considered in [7,8,17,18].
The setting we will take into account embraces the huge family of vector
fields satisfying the Hörmander condition. We stress however that our results
still apply to families of vector fields not satisfying the Hörmander condition,
provided that the following hypotheses are fulfilled: we consider a bounded
domain Ω of Rn and a family of m ≤ n vector fields X = (X1, . . . ,Xm),
defined and Lipschitz continuous on an open neighborhood Ω0 of Ω, such
that the following conditions hold

(H1) let d : Rn × Rn → [0,∞] be the so-called Carnot-Carathéodory
distance function induced by X, see e.g. [14]. Then, d(x, y) < ∞
for any x, y ∈ Ω0, so that d is a standard distance in Ω0, and d is
continuous with respect to the usual topology of Rn;

(H2) for any compact set K ⊂ Ω0 there exist rK , CK > 0, depending on
K, such that

|Bd(x, 2r)| ≤ CK |Bd(x, r)|

for any x ∈ K and r < rK . Bd(x, r) denotes the open metric ball
with respect to d, that is, Bd(x, r) := {y ∈ Ω0 : d(x, y) < r};

(H3) there exist geometric constants c, C > 0 such that for every ball
B = Bd(x, r) with cB := Bd(x, cr) ⊆ Ω0, for every u ∈ Lip(cB) and
for every x ∈ B
∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x)−
1

|B|

∫

B
u(y) dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫

cB
|Xu(y)|

d(x, y)

|Bd(x, d(x, y))|
dy ;

(LIC) the n-dimensional vectors X1(x), . . . ,Xm(x) are linearly indepen-
dent for any x ∈ Ω \ ZX , where ZX is a Lebesgue measure zero
subset of Ω.

As already mentioned, the main goal of the paper is to extend to the
monotone, and possibly parabolic, case the result contained in [18], where
the authors dealt only with the elliptic and linear case. We recall that
G-convergence when the equations (1) represent the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions of a family of functionals, may be connected with Γ-convergence, see
e.g. [4, 5]. This is the approach used in the linear elliptic case in [18] and it
cannot be followed in the case of parabolic problems driven by monotone op-
erators, because the corresponding PDEs cannot be seen as Euler-Lagrange
equations of appropriate functionals. To mark once more the difference with
respect to [18] and to better stress the novelty of the paper, let us review the
classical approach introduced by De Giorgi and Spagnolo [6,24–27], which is
based on the compensated compactness and the existence of affine functions.

2



Compensated compactness: for any pair (Mh)h, (∇vh)h satisfying

Mh →M and ∇vh → ∇v weakly in L2(Ω;Rn) ,

divMh = g for a fixed data g ∈ L2(Ω) ,

it holds that
(Mh,∇vh)Rn → (M,∇v)Rn in D′(Ω) .

Roughly speaking, the compensated compactness theory ensures that the
Euclidean inner product remains continuous with respect to weak conver-
gence, even thought neither sequence is assumed to be relatively compact in
L2(Ω;Rn). Here the lack of compactness is compensated by the bounded-
ness of some combinations of partial derivatives. Murat and Tartar in [29,30]
extended the compensated compactness with a result involving the notion
of curl (notice that curl∇v = 0). This theory is known as div-curl lemma
and its extension to the setting of Sobolev spaces depending on vector fields
is a pretty delicate task, mainly because a proper notion of intrinsic curl,
curlX , ensuring that curlXXv = 0, is not always available. We recall here
that a possible notion of curl in the setting of Carnot groups has been given
in [11], using the intrinsic complex of differential forms of Rumin.
In Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.2, we show that in fact the classical technique
due to Spagnolo is sufficient to get compensated compactness even without
a proper generalization of the div-curl lemma, and in particular of the curl.
The compensated compactness is usually used to prove the closure of the
class of operators in divergence form, meaning that if

Ah := −div(ah(x,∇)) G-converges to A ,

then the limit operator A is in divergence form, i.e.,

A = −div(a(x,∇)) ,

for some function a. In the Euclidean setting, the definition of a goes through
the existence of suitable affine functions.

Existence of affine functions: for any fixed ξ ∈ Rn, there exists a unique
smooth enough function u (at least C2) such that ∇u = ξ.
In the purely Euclidean framework, affine functions exist and can be repre-
sented by the Euclidean scalar product of the fixed vector ξ with x ∈ Rn.
Another example in which one can prove the existence of such functions is
provided by the Heisenberg group. On the other hand, if we consider the
case of the Grushin plane, we easily get an example of a family of vector fields
satisfying our assumptions but for which affine functions may not exist. To
be more precise, let n = 2 and consider the Grushin gradient X = (X1,X2)

X(x) := (∂x, x ∂y) , x ∈ ΩX := {(x, y) ∈ R2 : x 6= 0} .

Then, for any fixed ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R2 with ξ2 6= 0, one can easily show that
there exists no function u ∈ C2(ΩX) such that Xu(x) = ξ.
Despite the possible non-existence of X-affine functions, we are however able
to prove G-compactness by using the classical Euclidean affine functions and
exploiting either the linear independence condition (LIC) on the X-gradient
and the algebraic structure of the family X. See the proofs of Theorem 3.3
and Theorem 4.4 for the details. We finally stress that our proof drastically
simplifies the one in [18] for merely linear elliptic operators.
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The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we provide the functional
setting of Sobolev spaces depending on vector fields and we state the main
properties of the classes of monotone operators we are interested in. In
Section 3, we state and prove the main result in the elliptic framework and,
in Section 4, in the parabolic setting. Finally, in Lemma 4.5, we show that
the parabolic limit and the elliptic one coincide when the parabolic sequence
of monotone operators is independent of time.

2. Notations and Preliminaries

2.1. Functional setting. Let X(x) := (X1(x), . . . ,Xm(x)) be a given fam-
ily of first order linear differential operators with Lipschitz coefficients on a
bounded domain Ω of Rn, that is,

Xj(x) =

n
∑

i=1

cji(x)∂i j = 1, . . . ,m

with cji(x) ∈ Lip(Ω) for j = 1, . . . ,m, i = 1, . . . , n.
In the following, we will refer to X as X-gradient. As usual, we identify
each Xj with the vector field

(cj1(x), . . . , cjn(x)) ∈ Lip(Ω;Rn)

and we call
C(x) = [cji(x)] i=1,...,n

j=1,...,m

the coefficient matrix of the X-gradient.

Definition 2.1. For any u ∈ L1(Ω) we defineXu as an element of D′(Ω;Rm)
as follows

〈Xu,ψ〉D′×D : = (〈X1u, ψ1〉D′×D, . . . , 〈Xmu, ψm〉D′×D)

= −

∫

Ω
u

(

n
∑

i=1

∂i(c1i ψ1), . . . ,

n
∑

i=1

∂i(cmi ψm)

)

dx
(2)

for any ψ = (ψ1, . . . , ψm) ∈ D(Ω;Rm) = C∞
c (Ω;Rm).

If we set XTψ := (XT
1 ψ1, . . . ,X

T
mψm), with

XT
j ϕ := −

n
∑

i=1

∂i(cji ϕ) = − (div(Xj) +Xj)ϕ

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) and j = 1, . . . ,m, then (2) becomes

〈Xu,ψ〉D′×D =

∫

Ω
uXTψ dx for any ψ ∈ C∞

c (Ω;Rm) .

Remark 2.2. Notice that if X = ∇ = (∂1, . . . , ∂n), then

XT
j ϕ = −∂jϕ for any j = 1, . . . , n .

Let a : Ω × Rm → Rm as assume that a(·,X) is smooth enough in Ω.
The operator X-divergence of a(·,X) is defined by

divX(a(x,X)) :=
m
∑

j,i=1

XT
j (a(x,Xi)) , x ∈ Ω

and its domain is the set W 1,p
X,0(Ω) defined as follows.
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Definition 2.3. We define the anisotropic Sobolev spaces in the sense of
Folland and Stein [9] as

W
1,p
X (Ω) := {u ∈ Lp(Ω) : Xju ∈ Lp(Ω) for j = 1, . . . ,m} .

These spaces, endowed with the norm

‖u‖W 1,p

X
(Ω) :=

(
∫

Ω
|u|p dx+

∫

Ω
|Xu|p dx

)
1

p

,

are Banach spaces for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, reflexive if 1 < p < +∞.
Moreover, we denote W 1,p

X,0(Ω) the closure of C1
c(Ω) ∩W

1,p
X (Ω) in W 1,p

X (Ω).

Since vector fields Xj have Lipschitz continuous coefficients, then, by
definition,

(3) W 1,p(Ω) ⊂W
1,p
X (Ω) ∀ p ∈ [1,∞]

and, for any u ∈W 1,p(Ω),

Xu(x) = C(x)Du(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω .

HereW 1,p(Ω) denotes the classical Sobolev space, or, equivalently, the space

W
1,p
X (Ω) associated to the family X = (∂1, . . . , ∂n). Inclusion (3) can be

strict, in particular when the number of vector fields is strictly less than the
dimension of the space, and turns out to be continuous. By the Lipschitz
regularity assumption, the validity of the classical result ‘H =W ’ of Meyers
and Serrin [20] is still guaranteed as proved, independently, in [13] and [15].

As a consequence of conditions (H1) - (H3), it has been proved in [14,18]

the validity of a Rellich-type theorem and a Poincaré inequality inW 1,p
X,0(Ω).

Theorem 2.4 ( [14, Theorem 3.4]). Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let X satisfy

conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3). Then,W 1,p
X,0(Ω) compactly embeds in Lp(Ω).

Proposition 2.5 ( [18, Proposition 2.16]). Under the hypotheses of the pre-
vious theorem and also assuming that Ω is connected, there exists a positive
constant cp,Ω, depending only on p and Ω, such that

cp,Ω

∫

Ω
|u|p dx ≤

∫

Ω
|Xu|p dx for any u ∈W

1,p
X,0(Ω)

and

‖u‖W 1,p

X,0
(Ω) :=

(
∫

Ω
|Xu|p dx

)
1

p

is a norm in W 1,p
X,0(Ω) equivalent to ‖ · ‖W 1,p

X
(Ω).

2.2. Space-time setting. Let (p, p′) be a Hölder’s conjugate pair, with
p ≥ 2. We denote

V :=W
1,p
X,0(Ω) , H := L2(Ω) , V ′ :=W

−1,p′

X (Ω) ,

where V ′ is the dual space of V , and we identify the dual space of H, H ′,
with H itself, in such a way that

V ⊂ H ⊂ V ′(4)
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where the embeddings are dense and continuous. In a similar way, we define

V := Lp(0, T ;V ) , H := L2(0, T ;H) , V ′ := Lp′(0, T ;V ′)

and, by (4), we have

V ⊂ H ⊂ V ′

with continuous and dense embeddings. We endow V and H, respectively,
with the following norms:

‖u‖V :=

(
∫ T

0
‖u(t)‖pV dt

)

1

p

, ‖u‖H :=

(
∫ T

0
‖u(t)‖2H dt

)

1

2

,

and V ′ with the natural norm

‖u‖V ′ :=

(
∫ T

0
‖u(t)‖p

′

V ′ dt

)

1

p′

.

Definition 2.6. Given two Banach spaces Y1, Y2, we say that v ∈ L1(0, T ;Y2)
is the generalized derivative of u ∈ L1(0, T ;Y1) if

∫ T

0
v(t)ϕ(t) dt = −

∫ T

0
u(t)ϕ′(t) dt

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T );R).

Notice that the integral in the previous definition is the Bochner integral and

that
∫ T
0 v(t)ϕ(t) dt,

∫ T
0 u(t)ϕ′(t) dt ∈ Y1 ∩ Y2 (see, for instance, [31, Chapter

23] or [22, Chapter 3]).

The natural space of solutions to parabolic PDEs is the Banach space

W := {u ∈ V |u′ ∈ V ′} ,

endowed with the norm

‖u‖W := ‖u‖V + ‖u′‖V ′ .

u′ is to be intended as the generalized derivative of u (see Definition 2.6).
In the following proposition we recall some results regarding the space W,
see, e.g., Proposition 1.2, Corollary 1.1 and Proposition 1.3 in [22].

Proposition 2.7. The space W continuously embeds in C0([0, T ];H) and,
for every u, v ∈ W and for every t, s ∈ [0, T ], the following generalized
integration by parts formula holds:

(u(t), v(t))H − (u(s), v(s))H =

=

∫ t

s
〈u′(τ), v(τ)〉V ′×V dτ +

∫ t

s
〈v′(τ), u(τ)〉V ′×V dτ .

Moreover, the space W compactly embeds in Lp(0, T ;H).

Now consider the operators

A : V → V ′, A : V → V ′

and

P : W → V ′ , Pu := u′ +Au .
6



Definition 2.8. Let g ∈ V ′. We define u ∈ V a solution to the problem

(5) Au = g in V ′

if

〈Au, v〉V ′×V = 〈g, v〉V ′×V for every v ∈ V.

Moreover, if f ∈ V ′ and ϕ ∈ H, we define u ∈ W a solution to the problem

(6)

{

u′ +Au = f in V ′

u(0) = ϕ in H

if

〈u′(t), v〉V ′×V + 〈Au(t), v〉V ′×V = 〈f(t), v〉V ′×V

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), for every v ∈ V and if u(0) = ϕ in H.

We conclude this part by recalling a result useful for the sequel.

Lemma 2.9 ( [2, Lemma 7.8]). Let U be a bounded open set in Rk, ϑ1, . . . ϑm
be non-negative numbers such that ϑ1 + · · · + ϑm ≤ 1, and assume that
(r1,h)h, . . . , (rm,h)h and (sh)h are sequences in L1(U) such that, for any i

ri,h ≥ 0 and |sh| ≤ rϑ1

1,h · . . . · r
ϑm

m,h a.e. in U for every h ∈ N .

Moreover, assume the existence of r1, . . . , rm, s ∈ L1(U) such that

ri,h → ri and sh → s in D′(U)

as h→ ∞, for any i = 1, . . . m. Then,

|s| ≤ rϑ1

1 · . . . · rϑm
m a.e. in U .

2.3. Position of the problems.

Definition 2.10. Let α ≤ β be positive constants. We defineMΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p)
the class of Carathéodory functions a : Ω× (0, T )×Rm → Rm satisfying

(i) a(x, t, 0) = 0;
(ii) (a(x, t, ξ) − a(x, t, η), ξ − η)

Rm ≥ α|ξ − η|p;

(iii) |a(x, t, ξ)− a(x, t, η)| ≤ β [1 + |ξ|p + |η|p]
p−2

p |ξ − η|

for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ) for every ξ, η ∈ Rm.

We also denote by MΩ(α, β, p) the subclass of MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p) of functions
a independent of t.

Remark 2.11. If a ∈ MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p), then

(iii)′ |a(x, t, ξ)− a(x, t, η)| ≤ β′ [1 + |ξ|p + |η|p]
p−2

p−1 |ξ − η|
1

p−1

for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ) for every ξ, η ∈ Rm and for some β′ ≥ β.

Indeed, by (i), (ii), (iii) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

|a(x, t, ξ) − a(x, t, η)| ≤ β [1 + |ξ|p + |η|p]
p−2

p α
−

1

p (a(x, t, ξ) − a(x, t, η), ξ − η)
1

p

Rm

≤ α
−

1

pβ [1 + |ξ|p + |η|p]
p−2

p |a(x, t, ξ) − a(x, t, η)|
1

p |ξ − η|
1

p ,

i.e.,

|a(x, t, ξ) − a(x, t, η)|
p−1

p ≤ α
−

1

pβ [1 + |ξ|p + |η|p]
p−2

p |ξ − η|
1

p .

7



The thesis follows choosing β′ ≥
(

α−1 βp
)

1

p−1 .

Definition 2.12. We denote M̃Ω×(0,T )(α, β
′, p) and M̃Ω(α, β

′, p), respec-
tively, the class of Carathéodory functions a : Ω × (0, T ) × Rm → Rm

satisfying (i), (ii) and (iii)′ and its subclass of functions independent of t.
By Remark 2.11,

MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p) ⊂ M̃Ω×(0,T )(α, β
′, p).

Remark 2.13. Let a ∈ MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p) and define the operators

A(t) : V → V ′, A(t)u := divX(a(x, t,Xu)) , t ∈ [0, T ]

and

A : V → V ′, Au := divX(a(x, t,Xu)) .

Notice that Au(t) = A(t)u(t) for u ∈ V and that [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ 〈A(t)u, v〉V ′×V

is measurable for every u, v ∈ V .

Theorem 2.14 ( [31, Theorem 26.A]). Let a ∈ MΩ(α, β, p) (or, equiva-

lently, a ∈ M̃Ω(α, β
′, p)) and define Au := divX(a(x,Xu(x))). Then, for

every g ∈ V ′ there exists a unique solution u ∈ V to problem (5). Moreover

‖u‖V ≤ α
−

1

p−1 ‖g‖
1

p−1

V ′ .

Theorem 2.15 ( [31, Theorem 30.A]). Let a ∈ MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p) (or, equiv-

alently, a ∈ M̃Ω×(0,T )(α, β
′, p)) and define Au := divX(a(x, t,Xu(x))).

Then, for every f ∈ V ′ and for every ϕ ∈ H there exists a unique solu-
tion u ∈ W to problem (6). Moreover, for a ∈ MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p), there
exists a positive constant c, depending only on α, β and p, such that

‖u‖W 6 c
[

‖f‖V ′ +
(

1 + ‖f‖
1

p−1

V ′ + ‖ϕ‖
2

p

H

)p−2(
‖f‖

1

p−1

V ′ + ‖ϕ‖
2

p

H

)

]

.

Given (ah)h ⊂ MΩ(α, β, p) and a ∈ MΩ(α
′, β′, p), for some positive con-

stants α ≤ β, α′ ≤ β′, denote

Ah : V → V ′ , Ahu := divX(ah(x,Xu(x))) ,

A : V → V ′ , Au := divX(a(x,Xu(x))) .
(7)

Fix g ∈ V ′ and let uh, u ∈ V be, respectively, the unique solutions to

Ahu = g in V ′ ,(Eh)

Au = g in V ′.(E)

Definition 2.16. We say that Ah G-converges to A if for every g ∈ V ′

uh → u strongly in Lp(Ω) ,

ah(·,Xuh) → a(·,Xu) weakly in Lp′(Ω;Rm) .
8



In a similar way, let (ah)h ⊂ MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p) and a ∈ MΩ×(0,T )(α
′, β′, p),

for some positive constants α ≤ β, α′ ≤ β′, and denote

Ah(t) : V → V ′ , Ah(t)u := divX(ah(x, t,Xu(x))) ,

A(t) : V → V ′ , A(t)u := divX(a(x, t,Xu(x))) ,

Ah : V → V ′ , Ahu := divX(ah(x, t,Xu(x, t))) ,

A : V → V ′ , Au := divX(a(x, t,Xu(x, t))) ,

Ph : W → V ′ , Phu := u′ +Ahu ,

P : W → V ′ , Pu := u′ +Au .

(8)

Fix f ∈ V ′ and ϕ ∈ H, and let uh, u ∈ W be, respectively, the unique
solutions to

{

Phu = f in V ′

u(0) = ϕ in H
,(Ph)

{

Pu = f in V ′

u(0) = ϕ in H
.(P )

Definition 2.17. We say that Ph G-converges to P if for every f ∈ V ′ and
ϕ ∈ H

uh → u strongly in Lp(0, T ;H) ,

ah(·, ·,Xuh) → a(·, ·,Xu) weakly in Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)) .

We conclude this section with a result that will be useful in the proof of
Lemma 4.5. The proof is left to the reader.

Remark 2.18. Consider the sequence of problems (Eh) and denote by uh(g)
their solutions. Suppose that Ah G-converges to A. Then, it holds that

uh(gh) → u(g) strongly in Lp(Ω) ,

ah(·,Xuh(gh)) → a(·,Xu(g)) weakly in Lp′(Ω;Rm) ,

provided that (gh)h ⊂ V ′ strongly converges to g in V ′.
The analogous holds for problems (Ph) where one considers two sequences
of data (fh)h and (ϕh)h, provided that fh → f strongly in V ′ and ϕh → ϕ

strongly in H.

3. Elliptic G-convergence

In this section we state and prove a G-compactness result in the elliptic
case, namely Theorem 3.3. In all this section we always assume that Ω is
a bounded domain of Rn, that 2 ≤ p < ∞ and that X satisfies conditions
(H1), (H2), (H3) and (LIC), given in the Introduction.

Theorem 3.1. Let vh, v ∈ V and Mh,M ∈ Lp′(Ω;Rm) satisfy, respectively,

vh → v weakly in V ,

Mh →M weakly in Lp′(Ω;Rm)(9)

and assume that

divX Mh = g in V ′ for some g ∈ V ′.(10)

9



Then,

(Mh,Xvh)Rm → (M,Xv)Rm in D′(Ω) .

Proof. Fix ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) and consider the quantities 〈divXMh, ϕ〉V ′×V and

〈divXMh, vhϕ〉V ′×V . By (9) and (10), we get

divXM = g in D′(Ω) .(11)

Moreover,
∫

Ω
(Mh,Xvh)Rmϕdx = 〈divXMh, vhϕ

〉

V ′×V
−

∫

Ω
(Mh,Xϕ)Rmvh dx .

Consider the right hand side terms. By assumptions we have that

lim
h→+∞

〈

divXMh, vhϕ
〉

V ′×V
=
〈

g, vϕ
〉

V ′×V

and, since (vh)h strongly converges to v in Lp(Ω) (see Theorem 2.4), we get

lim
h→+∞

∫

Ω
(Mh,Xϕ)Rmvh dx

∫

Ω
(M,Xϕ)Rmv dx ,

that is,

lim
h→+∞

∫

Ω
(Mh,Xvh)Rmϕdx =

〈

g, vϕ
〉

V ′×V
−

∫

Ω
(M,Xϕ)Rmv dx .

Then, the thesis follows by (11). �

Lemma 3.2. Fix g ∈ V ′ and denote by uh(g) the solution to problem (Eh).
Then, there exist two continuous operators

B : V ′ → V ,

M : V ′ → Lp′(Ω;Rm)

such that, up to subsequences, the following convergences hold

uh(g) → B(g) strongly in Lp(Ω) ,

ah(·,Xuh(g)) →M(g) weakly in Lp′(Ω;Rm) .

Moreover, B is invertible and M satisfies

divXM(g) = g in V ′ for every g ∈ V ′ ,(12)

|M(f)−M(g)| ≤ β′(1 + (M(f),XB(f))Rm + (M(g),XB(g))Rm )
p−2

p−1

× |XB(f)−XB(g)|
1

p−1

(13)

for every f, g ∈ V ′, with β′ =
(

β α
−

1

p max{1, α−
p−2

p }
)

p

p−1 .

Proof. By Theorem 2.14, the sequence (uh(g))h is bounded in V and then,
up to a subsequence, (uh(g))h weakly converges in V . By Theorem 2.4, and
up to a further subsequence, it strongly converges in Lp(Ω).

Fix g ∈ V ′ and define

B(g) := lim
h→∞

uh(g) .

Since, by Definition 2.10 (iii),

|ah(x,Xuh(g))| ≤ β [1 + |Xuh(g)|
p]

p−2

p |Xuh(g)| ≤ β [1 + |Xuh(g)|
p]

p−1

p

10



a.e. x ∈ Ω, then
∫

Ω
|ah(x,Xuh(g))|

p

p−1 dx ≤ β
p

p−1 |Ω|+ β
p

p−1

∫

Ω
|Xuh(g)|

p dx ,

that is, the sequence (ah(·,Xuh(g)))h turns out to be bounded in Lp′(Ω;Rm).
Therefore, for every g ∈ V ′ and up to a subsequence, there exists a limit
M(g) ∈ Lp′(Ω;Rm) such that (ah(·,Xuh(g)))h weakly converges to M(g) in

Lp′(Ω;Rm). Moreover, since

〈g, ϕ〉V ′×V = 〈Ahuh(g), ϕ〉V ′×V =

∫

Ω

(

ah(x,Xuh(g)),Xϕ
)

Rm dx

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) by hypotheses, then

∫

Ω

(

M(g),Xϕ
)

Rm dx = 〈g, ϕ〉V ′×V ,

that is, (12) holds.
Fix f, g ∈ V ′. By Definition 2.10, it holds that

|ah(x,Xuh(f))− ah(x,Xuh(g))| ≤ β(1 + |Xuh(f)|
p + |Xuh(g)|

p)
p−2

p

× |Xuh(f)−Xuh(g)|

≤ βα−1/p(1 + α−1(ah(x,Xuh(f)),Xuh(f))Rm

+ α−1(ah(x,Xuh(g)),Xuh(g)))Rm)
p−2

p

× (ah(x,Xuh(f))− ah(x,Xuh(g)),Xuh(f)−Xuh(g))
1/p
Rm

a.e. x ∈ Ω and, letting h→ ∞, we get

|M(f)−M(g)| ≤ βα−1/p max{1, α−
p−2

p }
(

1 + (M(f),XB(f))Rm

+ (M(g),XB(g))Rm

)
p−2

p

×
(

M(f)−M(g),XB(f) −XB(g)
)1/p

Rm ,

by means of Lemma 2.9 and Theorem 3.1. Thus, (13) follows by Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality.

We conclude by showing the invertibility of B. Fix f, g ∈ V ′ and assume
that B(f) = B(g). By (13), it holds that M(f) = M(g) and, by (12), we
conclude that f = g. Moreover, B(V ′) is dense in V . In fact, if go ∈ V ′

satisfies

〈go, B(g)〉V ′×V = 0 for every g ∈ V ′

then, in particular, 〈go, B(go)〉V ′×V = 0 and, by Definition 2.10 (ii) and the
lower semicontinuity of the norm ‖ · ‖V , we get

0 = 〈go, B(go)〉V ′×V = 〈go, lim
h→∞

uh(go)〉V ′×V

= lim
h→+∞

〈Ahuh(go), uh(go)〉V ′×V

≥ lim inf
h→+∞

α‖uh(go)‖
p
V = α‖B(go)‖

p
V ≥ 0 .

The conclusion follows by the injectivity of B and since B(0) = 0.
The operator B−1 : B(V ′) → V ′ can be uniquely extended to an operator

B−1 : V ′ → V , by the density of B(V ′) in V . �
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Theorem 3.3. Consider a sequence (ah)h ⊂ MΩ(α, β, p) and the related
sequence of elliptic operators (Ah)h, defined in (7).

Then, there exists a ∈ M̃Ω(α, β
′, p), with β′ =

(

α−1βp
)

1

p−1 max{1, α−
p−2

p−1},
such that, up to subsequences,

Ah G-converges to A ,

where A : V → V ′ is the operator in X-divergence form associated to a and
defined by

A(u) = divX(a(·,Xu)) for any u ∈ V .

Proof. Let us divide the proof of Theorem 3.3 in three steps.

Step 1. Construction of the limit operator and useful estimates.
Let B and M be the operators introduced in Lemma 3.2 and define

A : V → V ′ , A := B−1.

By (12),

divXM(g) = g = A(B(g)) for every g ∈ V ′.

Moreover, define N : V → Lp′(Ω;Rm) by N :=M ◦A.
As a consequence of Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, it easy to show that N
satisfies

(14) α|Xv −Xw|p ≤
〈

N(v)−N(w),Xv −Xw
〉

V ′×V
,

(15)

|N(v)−N(w)| ≤ β′
(

1+ (N(v),Xv)Rm + (N(w),Xw)Rm

)
p−2

p−1 |Xv−Xw|
1

p−1

for every v,w ∈ V . (To get an idea of how to prove (14) and (15), we
remind the interested reader to the equivalent estimates in the parabolic
case, namely (19) and (20), provided in the proof of Theorem 4.4.)

Step 2. Let us show that A in an operator in X-divergence form, by
providing the existence of a function a(x, ·) : Rm → Rm satisfying

N(u) = a(x,Xu) for any u ∈ V a.e. x ∈ Ω .(16)

Fix an open set ω such that ω ⊂ Ω, let φ ∈ C1
0(Ω) be such that φ ≡ 1 in

ω and, for any ξ ∈ Rn, define

wξ(x) :=
(

ξ, x
)

Rnφ(x) for any x ∈ ω ,

where (ξ, x)Rn = ξ1x1 + . . .+ ξnxn. Then

(17) Xwξ(x) = C(x)ξ for any x ∈ ω ,

where C(x) is the coefficient matrix of the X-gradient (see Section 2).

Notice that, if ξ, ξ̃ ∈ Rn are such that ξ − ξ̃ ∈ KerC(x), then

Nwξ(x) = Nwξ̃(x) for any x ∈ ω .(18)

Indeed, by (15), it holds that

|Nwξ(x)−Nwξ̃(x)| ≤ β′(1 + (Nwξ,Xwξ)Rm + (Nwξ̃,Xwξ̃)Rm)
p−2

p−1

× |Xwξ −Xwξ̃|
1

p−1

and, by (17), the right hand side, and then the left hand side, is zero.
12



Fix ξ ∈ Rn. By condition (LIC), there exists a Lebesgue measure zero
subset of Ω, ZX , such that (X1(x), . . . ,Xm(x)) are linearly independent for
any x ∈ ω \ ZX . Denote by η = η(x) the vector C(x)ξ ∈ Rm and define

ã(x, η(x)) := Nwξ(x) .

By (18), ã is well-defined and, by condition (LIC), we can define ã(x, ·) in
the whole space Rm.
Consider now a sequence of open sets (ωj)j such that ωj ⊂ Ω for every j ∈ N

and such that ∪∞
j=1ωj = Ω. Moreover, let (φj)j ⊂ C1

0(Ω) be such that

φj ≡ 1 on ωj for every j ∈ N,

and, for any fixed ξ ∈ Rn, define the maps

w
j
ξ(x) :=

(

ξ, x
)

Rnφj(x) for any x ∈ ωj ,

a(x, η(x)) := lim
j→+∞

Nw
j
ξ(x) for any x ∈ Ω \ ZX ,

where C(x)ξ = η. Then, by previous considerations on ã, (16) follows.

Step 3. We conclude by showing that a ∈ M̃Ω(α, β
′, p).

By construction, a(x, ·) : Rm → Rm turns out to be continuous for a.e.
x ∈ Ω and a(·, η) : Ω → Rm turns out to be measurable for every η ∈ Rm.
Then, a : Ω × Rm → Rm is a Carathéodory function. Moreover, by (14),
a satisfies condition (ii) of Definition 2.10 and, by (15), condition (iii)′ of
Remark 2.11.
Let us prove that a(·, 0) = 0. Let wh be the solution to (Eh), with g = 0.
Since, by Definition 2.10 (i), ah(x, 0) = 0 a.e. in Ω then, by the uniqueness of
the solution to problem (Eh), we get that wh ≡ 0 a.e. in Ω for every h ∈ N

and, by Lemma 3.2 and the definition of M , we get (up to subsequences)

M(0) = lim
h→+∞

ah(x,Xwh) = lim
h→+∞

0 = 0 ,

that is, N(0) = 0.

Fix ξ̄ = 0 ∈ Rn. Then, Nwj
ξ̄
(x) = 0 in ωj for any j ∈ N and, by the

definition of a, we finally get a(x, 0) = 0 a.e. x ∈ Ω. �

4. Parabolic G-convergence

The last section of this paper is devoted to the study of the G-convergence
of sequences of parabolic operators depending on vector fields. As done in
the elliptic case (Section 3), we provide in Theorem 4.4 a G-compactness
theorem, Theorem 4.4, which follows from preliminary results, Theorem
4.1, Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. We conclude this section by showing in
Lemma 4.5 that, whenever the sequence of Carathéodory functions (ah)h,
that defines the monotone parabolic operators (∂t +divX(ah(x,X)))h, does
not depend on t for every h ∈ N, then the parabolic G-limit is the operator

∂t + divX(a(x,X)) ,

where divX(a(x,X)) is the elliptic G-limit of the sequence of operators
(divX(ah(x,X)))h. In all this section we always assume that Ω is a bounded
domain of Rn, that 2 ≤ p < ∞ and that X satisfies conditions (H1), (H2),
(H3) and (LIC), given in the Introduction.
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The first result of this section, which is proved in [32, Lemma 3], shows
that the sequence of solutions (uh)h to problems (Ph), that are naturally
compact in Lp(0, T ;H) as stated in Proposition 2.7, converges to its limit
in the space C0([0, T ];H).

Theorem 4.1 ( [32, Lemma 3]). Let uh ∈ W be the solution to problem (Ph)
and let u be the limit, up to subsequences, of (uh)h in Lp(0, T ;H). Then,

uh → u in C0([0, T ];H) as h→ ∞ .

Theorem 4.2. Let vh, v, wh, w ∈ W satisfy

vh → v weakly in V , v′h → v′ weakly in V ′ ,

wh → w weakly in V , w′
h → w′ weakly in V ′

and assume that (Mh)h, (Nh)h ⊂ Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)) weakly converge to

M and to N in Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)), respectively. Suppose that

v′h + divX Mh = f in V ′ ,

w′
h + divX Nh = g in V ′

for some f, g ∈ V ′. Then,

(Mh −Nh,Xvh −Xwh)Rm → (M −N,Xv −Xw)Rm in D′(Ω× (0, T )) .

Proof. The proof can be obtained in a way similar to the analogous one
showed in the elliptic case, namely Theorem 3.1. For reader’s convenience
we provide in the following the main calculations.

Fix ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω× (0, T )) and consider the quantity

〈(v′h + divXMh)− (w′
h + divXNh), (vh − wh)ϕ〉V ′×V .

Then

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(Mh −Nh,Xwh −Xwh)Rm ϕdxdt

= 〈(v′h + divXMh)− (w′
h + divXNh), (vh − wh)ϕ〉V ′×V

− 〈(v′h − w′
h), (vh − wh)ϕ〉V ′×V −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(Mh −Nh,Xϕ)Rm(vh − wh) dxdt .

Consider the right hand side terms. By assumptions,

〈(v′h + divXMh)− (w′
h + divXNh), (vh −wh)ϕ〉V ′×V

= 〈f − g, (vh − wh)ϕ〉V ′×V → 〈f − g, (v − w)ϕ〉V ′×V .

14



As regards the second term, by Proposition 2.7 and Theorem 4.1, we get

2 〈(v′h −w′
h), (vh −wh)ϕ〉V ′×V

=

∫

Ω
(vh − wh)

2(x, T ) dx−

∫

Ω
(vh − wh)

2(x, 0) dx

−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(vh − wh)

2ϕ′(x, t) dxdt

→

∫

Ω
(v − w)2(x, T ) dx−

∫

Ω
(v − w)2(x, 0) dx

−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(v − w)2ϕ′(x, t) dxdt

= 2 〈(v′ − w′), (v − w)ϕ〉V ′×V .

For the third term one can proceed as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 and
conclude. �

The proof of the next result is classical and can be obtained following and
adapting (since this is for p = 2) the analogous one contained in [24] or, for
p ≥ 2, the proof contained in [28].

Lemma 4.3. Denote by uh(f, ϕ) the solution to problem (Ph), h ∈ N.
Then, there exist three continuous operators

B : V ′ ×H → W ,

K : V ′ ×H → V ′ ,

M : V ′ ×H → Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm))

such that, up to subsequences,

uh(f, ϕ) → B(f, ϕ) in Lp(0, T ;H) ,

Ahuh(f, ϕ) → K(f, ϕ) in V ′ ,

ah(·, ·,Xuh(f, ϕ)) → M(f, ϕ) weakly in Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)) .

Moreover, B is injective, B(V ′ ×H) is dense in W and B, K and M satisfy

∂t
(

B(f, ϕ)
)

+K(f, ϕ) = f in V ′ ,

K(f, ϕ) = divXM(f, ϕ) in V ′ ,

B(f, ϕ)(0) = ϕ in H

for every f ∈ V ′ and ϕ ∈ H.

Theorem 4.4. Consider a sequence (ah)h ⊂ MΩ×(0,T )(α, β, p) and the re-
lated sequence of parabolic operators (Ph)h, defined in (8).

Then, there exists a ∈ M̃Ω×(0,T )(α, β
′, p), with β′ =

(

α−1βp
)

1

p−1 max{1, α−
p−2

p−1},
such that, up to subsequences,

Ph G-converges to P ,

where P : W → V ′ is the operator in X-divergence form associated to a and
defined by

P(u) = u′ + divX(a(·, ·,Xu)) for every u ∈ W .
15



Proof. By Lemma 4.3, B is injective. Therefore, we can define the operator

A : B(V ′ ×H) → V ′, A
(

B(f, ϕ)
)

:= K(f, ϕ) ,

which satisfies

α‖v − w‖p
V
≤
〈

Av −Aw , v − w
〉

V ′×V

and, by similar arguments of Remark 2.11, also

‖Av −Aw‖V ′ ≤ β̃
(

|Ω|+ ‖v‖p
V
+ ‖w‖p

V

)
p−2

p−1

‖v − w‖
1

p−1

V

for every v,w ∈ B(V ′ ×H), where β̃ =
(

β α
−

1

p
)

1

p−1 .
Since B(V ′×H) is dense in W, and then also in V, by the previous estimates
A can be extended to another operator, still denoted by A, A : V → V ′,
satisfying the above estimates and, by Lemma 4.3, also

(

B(f, ϕ)
)′
+A

(

B(f, ϕ)
)

= f in V ′ ,

A
(

B(f, ϕ)
)

= divXM(f, ϕ) in V ′ .

Denote

Pu := u′ +Au, u ∈ W ,

P̃ : W → V ′ ×H

u 7→ B−1u

and, more specifically,

B−1u =
(

Pu, u(0)
)

,

and consider the composition N := M ◦ P̃ : W → Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)).
Let us show that

(19) (Nu−N v,Xu−Xv)Rm ≥ α|Xu−Xv|p ,

and

|Nu−N v| ≤ β′ [1 + (Nu,Xu)Rm + (N v,Xv)Rm ]
p−2

p−1 |Xu−Xv|
1

p−1(20)

a.e. in Ω× (0, T ) for any u, v ∈ W, where β′ =
(

α−1 βp
)

1

p−1 max{1, α−
p−2

p−1 }.
Fix u, v ∈ W, let (f, ϕ), (g, ψ) ∈ V ′ ×H satisfy

u(x, t) = B(f, ϕ) and v(x, t) = B(g, ψ)

for any (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ) and denote

uh := P−1
h (P̃u) ,

vh := P−1
h (P̃v) .

By Lemma 4.3,

ah(·, ·,Xuh(f, ϕ)) → M(f, ϕ) = M(P̃u) = Nu ,

ah(·, ·,Xvh(g, ψ)) → M(g, ψ) = M(P̃v) = N v

weakly in Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)) and, since, by Definition 2.10 (ii),

(ah(x, t,Xuh)− ah(x, t,Xvh),Xuh −Xvh)Rm ≥ α|Xuh −Xvh|
p h ∈ N ,
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then, by passing to the limit, we get (19) in virtue of Lemma 2.9 and The-
orem 4.2. Moreover, by Definition 2.10 (ii) and (iii), it also holds that

|ah(x, t,Xuh)− ah(x, t,Xvh)|

≤ β
[

1 + α−1(ah(x, t,Xuh),Xuh)Rm + α−1(ah(x, t,Xvh),Xvh)Rm

]

p−2

p

× α
−

1

p (ah(x, t,Xuh)− ah(x, t,Xvh),Xuh −Xvh)
1

p

Rm h ∈ N .

Then, by Lemma 2.9, Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 and, by passing to the
limit, we get

|M(f, ϕ)−M(g, ψ)|
p−1

p

≤ βα
−

1

p (1 + α−1
(

(M(f, ϕ),XB(f, ϕ))Rm + (M(g, ψ),XB(g, ψ))Rm

)

)
p−2

p

× |XB(f, ϕ)−XB(g, ψ)|
1

p

and (20) follows too.
We conclude showing that A is an operator in X-divergence form, that

is, by constructing a limit function a(x, t, ·) : Rm → Rm satisfying

Nu = a(x, t,Xu) for any u ∈ W a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T )

and, finally, by showing that a ∈ M̃Ω×(0,T )(α, β
′, p).

Fix sequences of open sets ωj and Ij such that ωj ⊂ Ω and Ij ⊂ (0, T ) for
every j ∈ N and satisfying ∪j∈Nωj × Ij = Ω × (0, T ), and a sequence of
cut-off functions Φj ∈ C1

0(Ω × (0, T )) such that Φj(x, t) ≡ 1 in ωj × Ij for
any j ∈ N. Then, for any fixed ξ ∈ Rn, denoted by η = η(x) the vector
such that C(x)ξ = η ∈ Rm, we define

a(x, t, η(x)) := lim
j→+∞

Nw
j
ξ(x) for any x ∈ Ω \ ZX ,

where, set (ξ, x)Rn = ξ1x1 + . . . + ξnxn, the map wj
ξ is defined by

w
j
ξ(x, t) :=

(

ξ, x
)

RnΦj(x, t) for any (x, t) ∈ ωj × Ij .

Notice that a is well-defined by condition (LIC) on the X-gradient, which
ensures that (X1(x), . . . ,Xm(x)) are linearly independent outside ZX .
The last part of the proof follows verbatim as in Step 2 and Step 3 of
Theorem 3.3, where one uses (19) and (20), instead of (14) and (15), and
Lemma 4.3, instead of Lemma 3.2. �

Lemma 4.5. Consider a sequence (ah)h ⊂ MΩ(α, β, p). If

divX(ah(x,X)) G-converges to divX(a(x,X)) and

∂t + divX(ah(x,X)) G-converges to ∂t + divX(b(x, t,X))

then,

a = b.

Proof. Fix g ∈ V ′ and denote by uh(g) ∈ V the solution to problem

divX(ah(x,Xw)) = g in V ′ .
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Then, by hypotheses,

uh(g) → u(g) strongly in Lp(Ω) ,

ah(·,Xuh(g)) → a(·,Xu(g)) weakly in Lp′(Ω;Rm) .

In a similar way, for any fixed f ∈ V ′ and ϕ ∈ H, denote by vh(f, ϕ) ∈ W
the solution to problem

(21)

{

w′ + divX(ah(x,Xw)) = f in V ′

w(0) = ϕ in H
.

Let f(x, t) := g(x) for any t ∈ [0, T ] and define ϕh := uh(g) for any h ∈ N.
Since, by Remark 2.18 (ϕh)h strongly converges to ϕ := u(g) in H, then

vh(g, uh(g)) → v(g, u(g)) strongly in Lp(0, T ;L2(Ω)) ,(22)

ah(·,Xvh(g, uh(g))) → b(·, ·,Xv(g, u(g))) weakly in Lp′(0, T ;Lp′(Ω;Rm)) .

(23)

Moreover, since uh(g) is also a solution to problem (21), with fixed data
f(x, t) := g(x) for any t ∈ [0, T ] and ϕh := uh(g) and, since vh(0) = uh(g),
then, by the uniqueness of the solution to problem (21), it holds that

vh(x, t) = uh(x) for any t ∈ [0, T ]

and, by (22), that v(g, u(0)) = u(g), that is, v turns out to be independent
of t. By (23), since the left hand side term is independent of t, we have that

b(x, t, ξ) = b(x, ξ) .

Therefore,

divX(a(x,Xu(g))) = g in V ′ ,

divX(b(x, t,Xv(g, u(0)))) = divX(b(x,Xu(g))) = g in V ′ ,

that is,

A−1g = B−1g for every g ∈ V ′,

where A : V → V ′ and B : V → V ′ are, respectively, defined by

Aw := divX(a(x,Xw)) and Bw := divX(b(x,Xw)) , w ∈ V .

Then, A = B and, by the convergence of momenta, we finally get a = b. �
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