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Homogenization of a nonlinear drift-diffusion system for
multiple charged species in a porous medium

Apratim Bhattacharya®, Markus Gahn™* and Maria Neuss-Radu*

Abstract

We consider a nonlinear drift-diffusion system for multiple charged species in a
porous medium in 2D and 3D with periodic microstructure. The system consists of
a transport equation for the concentration of the species and Poisson’s equation for
the electric potential. The diffusion terms depend nonlinearly on the concentrations.
We consider non-homogeneous Neumann boundary condition for the electric
potential. The aim is the rigorous derivation of an effective (homogenized) model
in the limit when the scale parameter € tends to zero. This is based on uniform a
priori estimates for the solutions of the microscopic model. The crucial result is the
uniform L*-estimate for the concentration in space and time. This result exploits
the fact that the system admits a nonnegative energy functional which decreases
in time along the solutions of the system. By using weak and strong (two-scale)
convergence properties of the microscopic solutions, effective models are derived
in the limit € — O for different scalings of the microscopic model.
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media; homogenization; two-scale convergence.
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1 Introduction

The aim of this paper is the rigorous homogenization of the nonlinear drift-diffusion
model (non-dimensional) (I.I)-(I.3)), for a number of P € N charged species with

“Department Mathematik, Friedrich-Alexander-Universitit Erlangen-Niirnberg, Cauerstr. 11, 91058
Erlangen, Germany, apratim.bhattacharya@fau.de, maria.neuss-radu@math.fau.de
**Interdisciplinary Center for Scientific Computing, University of Heidelberg, Im Neuenheimer Feld
205, 69120 Heidelberg, Germany, markus.gahn @iwr.uni-heidelberg.de



HOMOGENIZATION OF NONLINEAR DRIFT-DIFFUSION IN POROUS MEDIUM

concentrations c; ¢, 1 <i < P, and the electric potential ¢, in a periodically perforated
domain Q. representing the fluid (pore) phase of a porous medium (see also Figure [I)):

0iCie(t,x) +V - Jic(t,x) =0 in (0,7) X Q,, (1.1a)
Jie(t,x) - ve=0 on (0,T) X L, (1.1b)
cie(0,x) = V(x) in Q.. (1.1c)
P
~€"Ade(t.x) = ) zicilr.x) in (0.7) x Q. (1.1d)
i=1
€Voe(t,x) - ve = Ec(x) on (0,7) X 0Qe, (1.1e)

where the total flux J; ¢ of the i-th charged species is given by
Jie(t,x) =— (Dthp(Ci,e) +€PDizici (1, x)Ve(t, x)) : (1.2)

Here (0, T) is a time interval, whereas D; > 0 and z; € Z denote the (scaled) diffusivity
and charge number of the i-th species respectively. The (scaled) permittivity of the
medium and the (scaled) mobility of the i-th charged species are given by €® and D;e?
respectively, where @, 8 € R with @ < . The scale parameter € > 0 describes the length
of the period of the porous microstructure, and it is also proportional to the radius of the
pores. ve represents the outward unit normal vector to the boundary 9€2.. The function
h,, is defined by

hy(ry=r+nrP, r>0, ne(0,0), p €[4 ). (1.3)

Equation models the transport of the charged species due to nonlinear diffusion
and electromigration, in a domain with an impermeable boundary modeled by the no-flux
boundary condition (I.1b)), and with initial concentrations given in (I.Ic). The electric
potential is induced by the charges of the species and is given as the solution of Poisson’s
equation subject to the non-homogeneous Neumann boundary condition (1.1e)).
Physically, models a charged boundary and &, represents the surface charge density.
The parameters a, 8 € R (obtained from a non-dimensionalization procedure) allow to
consider different scalings in our microscopic model corresponding to different settings
and applications.

Drift-diffusion systems of the form (I.I)-(1.2) arise, e.g., in the mathematical
modeling of semiconductors and of transport of charged particles (ions) in solutions
(electrophoresis). In semiconductor modeling, see e.g. [17)20,30], the case of two
species is relevant (the electrons with valence —1 and the holes with valence +1) while in
electrophoresis multiple types of charged particles (like e.g. ions) with different charge
numbers are transported in solution under the influence of an electric field, see e.g.
[12.24]. In these applications, the function 4, in (1.2) can be linear or nonlinear, the
linear case represents the classical drift-diffusion (Poisson-Nernst-Planck) system. For
a discussion about different (nonlinear) shapes of %, see e.g. the introduction in [23].
The particular model with %, given by (1.3) plays an important role in the approximation
of the models used in applications. For example, in [5] (inspired by contributions from
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Figure 1: The standard cell Y =Y fuys (left), and the porous medium Q with the fluid
(pore) part ¢ (right).

[18]]) this model is used as a regularization of the classical PNP system in order to
show existence of the latter for multiple species and space dimension three and higher.
Furthermore, in [23], a similar model is used to approximate a drift-diffusion system
with a (possible) degenerate nonlinear diffusion term by a nondegenerate system.

In many applications, e.g., from geosciences, biology or biomedicine, electrophoretic
processes take place in porous media. Due to the complex microstructure of the medium
numerical simulations of microscopic models at the fine (pore) scale are very expensive.
Therefore, effective (homogenized) approximations of the solutions, obtained in the scale
limit € — 0, are highly demanded. Homogenization results for drift-diffusion models in
porous media usually deal with the Poisson-Nernst-Planck (PNP) system or with models
consisting of the PNP system coupled with the Stokes system (SPNP). Formal upscaling
of PNP system using formal asymptotic expansions is given e.g. in [4)33]. Rigorous
homogenization results have been obtained for the SPNP system in the case of two
charged species with opposite valences e.g. in [38/39]. Furthermore, in [3] a stationary
and linearized SPNP for multiple charged species was homogenized. In the recent paper
[26], a generalized PNP problem in a two-phase medium, with transmission conditions
at the microscopic interface has been homogenized. Here multiple charged species were
considered, however under the constraint of total mass balance. Corrector results related
to the model from [38] were considered in [25]]. Homogenization results for the PNP
system for multiple charged species without additional constraints on the solutions (e.g.
total mass balance) are not available in the literature so far. This might be related to the
fact that existence results in dimension three for such problems are only available in very
weak function spaces, see e.g. [5]. In contrast, problem (I.1))-(1.3)) has (for fixed values
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of the parameters € > 0 and n > 0) weak solutions with good regularity properties,
especially for the potential, see Proposition [2.1|below for details. Thus, this problem
is more suitable (than the classical PNP problem) for the investigation of the behavior
of the solutions in the limit € — 0, and for the derivation of an effective (macroscopic)
approximation in case of multiple charged species without imposing further constraints.

From the point of view of multiscale analysis and homogenization the problem
(L.I)-(1.3) (for fixed values of 7 > 0) is of independent interest due to the nonlinearity
in the diffusion term and the strong nonlinear coupling via the drift-term. In the
literature there are few contributions dealing with the homogenization of quasi-linear
problems and nonlinear diffusion, we mention here, e.g., [/,16428]. In [/] the rigorous
upscaling of a two phase flow in a perforated domain was performed while in [28]] fluid
flow in an unsaturated porous medium containing a fracture was upscaled. In [16]
a reaction-diffusion problem with nonlinear diffusion was homogenized in a domain
consisting of two bulk regions separated by a thin layer with periodic microstructure.
Further, problems including monotone operators were treated in [2] for the stationary
case, and in [11] for nonstationary problems. As usually in the homogenization of
nonlinear problems, the main challenge of our study is to derive a priori estimates of
the solutions uniformly with respect to the scale parameter €, which allow to pass to the
limit € — 0, especially in the nonlinear terms. In particular, an L*-estimate in time and
space of the concentration vector (c;¢)1<i<p is needed. To obtain this estimate, we make
use of an energy functional associated to the system, which allows us to estimate the
L> LP-norm of the concentrations. The energy functional is inspired from [3]], where
the existence of solutions of problem (I.1)-(T.3) with Robin-type boundary conditions
for the potential was shown. The estimate of the concentration vector then allows to
prove an L™ H!-estimate of the potential ¢, and eventually, to obtain the L L*-estimate
for the concentrations by using a classical result from [27]. A key point in our proof
is to avoid the use of higher (than H') norms for the potential. Based on the a priori
estimates effective (homogenized) problems are derived. It turns out that different
results are obtained for different values of the parameters o and . Whereas for @ = 8
a drift-diffusion problem with homogenized coefficients (similar to the microscopic
problem) is obtained, for @ < 8 the homogenized problem reduces to a system of diffusion
equations (with homogenized nonlinear diffusion) for the species concentrations, one
way coupled to the homogenized Poisson’s equation. To our knowledge, the result
obtained in this paper is the first one providing the rigorous homogenization of a three
dimensional (nonlinear) electro-diffusion system for multiple charged species (avoiding
further restrictions such as above).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section |2} the microscopic model is introduced
and existence of solutions is proved. In Section [3] estimates for the microscopic
solutions uniformly with respect to € are derived. These are the basis for the (two-scale)
convergence results for the microscopic solutions proved in Section 4 Also in this
section the homogenized drift-diffusion model is derived. The paper is concluded with a
discussion and outlook in Section [5]and the appendix [A] consisting of auxiliary results.
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2 The microscopic model

We consider a porous medium occupying a bounded and connected domain Q c R", n =
2,3, with Q of class C3. The medium has a periodic microstructure, generated with
the help of the scaled standard periodicity cell Y = (0, 1)" which consists of a solid part
Y* and a fluid or pore part Y/. We assume that Y* is an open set such that Y* c ¥, and
that the boundary I := §Y* is of class C3. Furthermore, let Y/ =Y \ Y, see also Figure
1 (left). For k € Z", let Yy := Y + k and I'y := I" + k. Furthermore, for j = f,s, set
Y =Y/ +k.

For a given (small) scale parameter € > 0, let I, = {k € Z" |eY; c Q} . We define
the microscopic domain €, representing the pore part of the porous medium by

Q =\ e,
kel

see also Figure 1 (right). We remark that the boundary of ¢ consists of two disjoint
parts
0Q =T U0Q,
where I'c := ¢, €Ik denotes the boundary of the microscopic solid grains. We also
note that the domain €, is connected with boundary d€Q, of class C3.
The aim of the paper is the rigorous homogenization of the nonlinear drift-diffusion
model (I.1)-(1.3)), i.e., the derivation of a macroscopic model in the scale limit € — 0.

2.1 Assumptions on the data

(A1) For the diffusion coeflicients we assume D; > 0,1 < i < P. Furthermore, let
T > 0 be a fixed time point.
(A2) The surface charge density is given by

_ €& (x, )E‘) if x € T,
felr) = {fz(x) if x € 0Q,

where &; € C2(QxT), & (x, y) periodically extended with respect to y with period
Y, and & € C?2(0Q). Let us denote

£ = max{ max £ (x,y)]. max |f2<x)|}.

(x.y)€(QxT)

(A3) For the initial concentrations we assume c? e C? (ﬁ) with c? >0fori=1,...,P.
(A4) We assume the following compatibility condition:

P
/ D zicd (x) dx + / £.(x) dS(x) = 0. @2.1)
Q. ‘= Q.

5
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2.2 Variational formulation of the microscopic problem

The variational formulation of the problem (I.I)-(1.3) is given as follows. Find
non-negative functions c;. € L®((0,T) x Q.) N L*(0,T; H'(Q,)) with d;c;c €
L*(0,T; H'(Q.)) and ¢, € L®(0,T;W>°(Q,)) with /Q ¢e(t,x)dx = 0 for all
t € [0,T], satisfying -

< 6tci,e,¢’ >H1(Qe)',H1(Q€) +/ (D,'Vhp(ci’e) + G’BDI'ZI'C,"EV(bE)Vl// dx =0, (22)
Qe

for all y € H'(Q,) and almost every ¢ € (0, T), together with the initial condition
cie(0) =] in L*(Q), (2.3)

and

P
€ / Vo (1) Vv dx = / Zzici,e(t)vdx+ / £ dS(x), (2.4)
Q. Q 696

€ j=1
forallv € H'(Q,), and all 1 € [0, T].

Remark 1. We emphasize that due to the regularity properties of the variational solution,
the Poisson’s problem for the electric potential ¢, holds even pointwise almost everywhere
inx and 7.

Remark 2. In order to keep the the notation as clear as possible, we skip the parameters
@, B,n and p in the labeling of the solution (¢; ¢, @¢).

2.3 Existence for the microscopic model

In this section we prove the existence of solutions for the microscopic model (1.1)-(1.3).
The proof follows from similar arguments as in [5, Lemma 5], where a similar model
was considered, however, with Poisson’s equation for the potential subject to Robin-type
boundary condition (instead of purely Neumann condition used in our model). Therefore,
we mainly highlight the new arguments needed to prove the existence result for our
setting. Note that in the proof we use energy estimates from Proposition in the next
section.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose the assumptions (A1) — (A4) are satisfied. Then there exists
a solution (¢je, ¢¢),i € {1,..., P} of the variational problem 2.2)-(2.4). If n = 2,
additionally, we have ¢. € L™ (0,T; W>1(Q)), for any g € [1, ).

Proof. The existence is obtained using Schaefer’s fixed point theorem. Consider
any ¢, € L*(0,T;WH*(Q,)). For such a ¢, there exists a unique non-negative
Cie € L*((0,T) x Q) N L*(0,T; H' (Q,)) with d,c;c € L*(0,T; H'(Q)") satisfying
and , see [5]. Note that here the C3 regularity of the domain €. is used.
Again for these c;.,1 < i < P, there exists a unique ¢ € L*(0,T; H'(Q,)) with

6
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fQ be(t,x)dx =0, for all t € [0, T] such that ¢, satisfies Poisson’s equation (2.4), see
[10, Theorem 4.22]. We note that the compatibility condition

P
/ Zz,-c,-,e(z,x)d“ / £.dS(x) =0, forallt e [0,T] 2.5)
0Q¢

€ i=1
required in the existence proof for ¢, is satisfied due to the fact that testing equation (2.2)
with ¥ = 1, we obtain

d
—/ Cie(t,x)dx =0, forae.te (0,7),
dt Jo.

which together with assumption (A4) yields (2.5).
Let us now consider the mapping

7:L¥(0,T; WI’DO(Q'E)) — L=(0,T; WI’OO(QE))’ T(¢e) = (ﬁe- (2.6)

Next, we show that ¢, € L*(0,T; W"*(Q,)) so that T becomes well-defined. Here
again, we need to argue differently from [5]. Since c; € L®(0,T; L*(Q,)), elliptic
regularity results imply that ¢ € L=(0,T; H*(Q¢)), see [32, Theorem 4, p. 217].
Consequently, using ¢; € L™((0,T) X Q) and [21, Lemma 2.4.1.4], we obtain for
almost every t € (0,7T) that ¢.(t) € W>4(Q,), if n = 3, and ¢ (1) € W>9(Q,)) for
any g € [1,00), if n = 2. The L®-regularity with respect to time, namely ¢, €
L®(0,T; W>%(Q,)),if n = 3, and ¢, € L*(0,T; W>4(Q,)) forany g € [1, ), if n =2,
is then obtained from [21, Theorem 2.4.1.3]. Thus, by Sobolev embedding theorem, we
have ¢, € L*(0,T; WH(Qy,)).

Note that, a solution of the microscopic problem (2.2)-(2.4) is a fixed point of 7.
Thus, in the following, we prove the existence of such a fixed point by using Schaefer’s
fixed point theorem (see e.g., [13, Theorem 4, p. 504]). Since W2°(Q,) is compactly
embedded in W' (Q,), the continuity and compactness of 7 follow by similar arguments
as in [5, Lemma 5]. It remains to prove that the set

{pe € L=(0,T; WH™(Q,)) : ¢pe = A7(p¢) for some A € [0, 1]} 2.7)

is bounded. Here we again need alternative arguments to [S]. Suppose, 7(¢¢) = ‘Z—f for
some A € (0, 1]. Then ¢, is a solution of the potential equation (3.3) in Proposition
Firstly, let us show that 7(¢,) is bounded in L*(0, T; W>*(Q,)) independently of
A. By Proposition[3.1]and Corollary we can bound the L (0, T; L? (¢)) norm of
ci e independently of A. Since by assumption, see (I.3]), we have p > 4, it follows that
ci ¢ is bounded in L*(0,T; L*(Q,)) independent of 1. Hence, there exists a constant
C1 > 0 independent of A such that

P
Z ZiCie
i=1

< (. (2.8)

L=(0,T5L4(Qe))
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Testing with 7(¢¢)(¢) in the weak formulation satisfied by 7(¢.)(z), we get

P
Z ZiCi (1)
i=1 12(Q0)

el 200 17(De) (DI 1250,
P

Z ZiCie(t)
i=1

In the last inequality we have used /Q 7(¢pe) (1) = 0. Consequently, we have

P
Z ZiCie(1)

i=1

ENVe@) DI, < I7(80) ()1l 20,

<G + [[€ell 200 | IIVT(0e) (Dl 20, )-

L*(Q¢)

I7(¢e) Dl @) < C3 + €200 |- 29

L*(Q¢)

Using (2.8) in (2.9) we obtain that, [|7(¢e)ll L= (0.7:11 (@, )) is bounded independent of A.
Due to the embedding H'(Q,) ¢ L*(Q,), we have for some C; > 0 independent of A:

1T (Pl = (0.7:0400)) < Ca- (2.10)

Again, with the help of [21), Theorem 2.4.1.3], for all € [0, T'], we obtain

I7(¢e)(Dlw24(q,) < Cs

b

P
e’ Z 2iCi,e (1) + ut(de) (1)
i=1

+ e_a”é:E”Wl—%A

Q.
LH(Q¢) (o)

for some Cs, u > 0 independent of A. This implies

P
Z ZiCi,e(1)

i=1

I7(¢e) (Dllw24(a,) < Co 7@ Do) + 1Eell 11

LY (Q¢)

b

(0Q¢)

@2.11)
for some Cs > 0 independent of A. Finally using (2.8)), (2.10) in (2.11)) we obtain the
desired result that 7(¢,) is bounded in L (0, T; W>*(Q,)) independent of A.

Consequently, the embedding W?#(Q,) ¢ W!*(Q,), implies that 7(¢) is bounded
in L=(0,T; WH°(Q,)) independent of A. Since ¢, = A7(¢,), for some A € (0, 1], we
conclude that ¢, is bounded in L*(0, T; W' (Q,)) independent of A and the proof is
complete. O

3 Uniform estimates for the microscopic solutions

In this section, we prove the uniform estimates for the microscopic solutions. To obtain
compactness results which allow to pass to the limit in the nonlinear terms, we prove an

8
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L*>-estimate for the concentrations, uniformly with respect to €. The first step towards this
result is to show that the concentrations are uniformly bounded in L= ((0,T), L? (£2¢)).
(Note that in the whole paper p € [4, o) is a fixed index entering the definition (I.3) of
the nonlinear diffusion function 4,.) For this we use the following energy functional
associated to our system, see also [S,6l]:

P
1
Ve(t) = —e‘”ﬁ/ |Ve|? dx + Z/ Y(cie) dx, forae.t e (0,7), (3.1
2/l Qf l:l Qe

where A € (0, 1], and

‘I’(r)=(r10gr—r+1+ i 1rp), forr > 0. (3.2)

Proposition 3.1. Let A € (0, 1]. Consider non-negative functions c; € L>((0,T) X
Qe) N LZ(O, T, H! (Qe)) with atci,e € LZ(O, T, H! (Qe)/)’ and o € Loo(oa T, W2’6(Qe))
with /g de(t,x)dx = 0 for all t € [0,T] that satisfy — and the following

equations:

P
—€"Ap(t,x) = /IZ ZiCie(t, x) Vt € [0,T] and a.e. x € Q, (3.3)

€'Ve(t,x) - ve = Aéc(x) VYt € [0,T] and a.e. x € IQ. (3.4)
Then J
EVE(I) <0, forae te(0,T). (3.5)

In particular, we have
V.(t) < C (1 + e-“+/3)  forallt e [0,T], (3.6)

with some constant C > 0 independent of € and A.

Proof. Using < d;¢ie, | >yi(q.y mi(q,)= 0, we have

v =S5 [ |V¢E|2)+—(Z/ c,glogcle)+ (Z/ 1)

(3.7)
for almost every ¢ € (0,T), provided that each of the three time derivatives given in
the right hand side of (3.7)) exists. Next we show that this is the case. Suppose 9, is a
sequence of positive numbers tending to zero as m tends to infinity. Then from Lemma

we have for allm € Nand 1, € [0,T],

/ [eie(t1) + 6] 1oglcie(r1) + 6] dx - / [eic(0) + 6] loglcre(0) + 6] d
Q¢

Qe

9
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151
:A <6tc,~,€,log(c,-,e+6m)>H1(Q€),’H1(QE) dt. (3.8)

Testing (2.2)) with log(c; e + 6,,) we see that the right hand side of (3.8)) is equal to

f 1 =1 (cie) Vh,(c;
— / / # VCi,E . Ji,E + M . Jl’gdxdt
0 Q. Ciet Om CietOm

_ /’1 1 =1, (cie) Ve T4 DiVh,(cie) + € Dizici V. T deds
“Jo Ja. Ciet0m be e Di(cie+0m) b
/ / “ — €V¢€ - Jiedxdt
0 Q. Cie™ 6 be
npc? Jic|? eBzici V
/ / P e Cze'-]ie_ | l,E| _ ZiCie ¢E-J,~€dxdt.
Q. Cie +5 ' Di(ci,e +6m) Cie +6m ’

Hence from (3.8)), we get

/ [cie(t1) + Om]log[cie(r1) +6m] = [cie(0) + 6] log[cie(0) + 6im]dx

npe; NPCic i e|? Brici Ve
Jie = : - €20y dxdi. (39
‘/ /9 Cie + O Vete e Di(cie+0m) Cie + Om LedX (3.9)

Again, using the monotone convergence theorem, we have

. el / / i el?
lim / / dxdt. (3.10)
m—0eo D; (C16+5m) lCl,E

However, this limit can be infinite. Next, we shall show that this is not the case.
The inequalities

xlogx > -1, Vx >0 and;

0 ifxe(0,1),
xlogx <9 , .
X ifx > 1;

together give the following:
|(Cie + 0m)10g(Cic +6m)| < 1+ (Cie +0m)> < 1+ (cic + 1)* (for large m),

for all ¢ € [0,T] and almost every x € Q. For each 7, we have 1 + (c; + 1)? € L' (Q,).
This fact and the continuity of the function x — x logx for all x > 0 allow us to use the
dominated convergence theorem to obtain the following:

lim (c, e +0m)log(cie+0pm)dx = / cielogeiedx, Vt e [0,T]. (3.11)

m-—-oo Qe

10
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Using (3.10), (3.T1), the fact that

Cie Cie
< 1; and as m — oo,

h Cie + 6m Cie + 6m

we pass to the limit in (3.9)):

= X{ci 20} a€. in (0,T) X Q;

P
[ cretntogeie(n) - e.c(0) og (O
i=1 Y Qe

c : p-2 Viel> 4
= Z - npe; ¢ Vcl',e “Jie— D— — € ZiX{ci,E;tO}V(pe : Ji,edtha
=1 Y0 JQe

iCie

Vi, € [0,T]. (3.12)

12
We note from (3.12) that Zle % e L'((0, 1) x Q) and hence the limit in (3.10) is

finite. Now from (3.12]), we see that Zli | /Q cielogc;e 1s absolutely continuous on
[0,T] and

d P
EZ/Q cieloge;cdx
i=1 v

P 2
) |iel
= Z _[2 npczf Vci,e : Ji,e - Dl E_ - éﬁzi/\/{ci,6¢0}v¢e : Ji,edxa
i=1 €

iCie

(3.13)

for almost every ¢t € (0,7).
Next, consider the first term of the right hand side of (3.13). Using (2.2)) we have

P

P
-2 np -1
; /Qs Upcze Veie - Jiedx = ; /QE \Y (p — ICZE ) Jiedx
P

P
np - p-1 d/ n »p
— 6i7 — ! = e .d, 314
;<tc,6p_lcz,e> Zdt Qsp_lcl,e-x ( )

HY (Q¢),H' (Qe) i=1

where the last equality can be proven using approximation arguments similar to Lemma
A2

Since V¢; . = 0 almost everywhere on the set A := {(#,x) € (0,T) X Q¢ : c;(t,x) =
0}, we see that J; ¢ vanishes on A. Using this the last term of the right hand side of
becomes

P P
- Z / EﬁZiX{c,-,e;tO}Vqﬁe : Ji,edx = - Z / E'BZ,'V¢E : Ji,edx
i=1 Y Qe i=1 Y Qe

P
=—€f <Z Zi0sCi e, ¢e> (3.15)
i=1

H'(Qe) H' (Qe)

11
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Differentiating (3.3)), (3.4) with respect to ¢, we see that d;¢. € H' () and the last term
in (3.15)) is equal to

1 d
—eﬁ'Z / €'VO,¢Vdedx = ——ef”ﬁ / Ve |*dx, (3.16)
Qe
where we used 9;£¢ = 0, since & is independent of ¢. From (3.13)), (3.14), (3.16) we

conclude that V, is differentiable with respect to time and (3.7) holds. Moreover, using

(B.13) .14, (B.13), (3.16) in (3.7), we have

Jl€
V(t) Z/ il dx =0, forae.te (0,7).

D, ,eCie

Hence,
d
Evf(t) <0, forae. € (0,7),

what implies
Ve(t) < Ve(0) forallt € [0,T].

It remains to obtain uniform estimate of V,(0).

1
V0 = et [ 9a0)F as

= 11

+Z/ (c91ogc?—c?+ 1 +L(c?)") dx . (3.17)
i=1 Ve p-1
= 12
Now,
P
| < 1@ > max|c?loge? - c? + 1+ T (9| <c, (3.18)
io1 cjeQ -1

for some C > 0 independent of €.
Now it remains to estimate /;. Testing with ¢.(0) the weak formulation of (3.3))-(3.4)
att =0, we get

@ Vo (0)]*d

: /QE| 0 (0)2 dx

<ca [/Q 160 dx + e/rE 16e(0)] dS(x) +/m |¢e<0)|ds<x>] .
Since |Q¢| = O(1) and |[T'¢| = ( ) we have

“||V¢e(0)||Lz(Q ) < CA[lIge(0)l 2, + Vellge Ol 2, + 19 (0l 200 | -(3-19)

12
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From the properties of the extension operator in Lemma [A.3] given in the appendix and
the usual trace-inequality we obtain

(0]l 220 = 160 12(50) < C( DD (O)llg1(q) < Cillde(O)lgq,). (3.20)

together with the scaled trace-inequality from Lemma [A.5]|from the appendix we obtain

from (3.19)
"IV (0172 g, < CAUIP(O)ll g1 cr,)-

Then (A.11) leads to
€IV (0)ll 2, < CA.

Since A € (0, 1], we obtain
I < Ce P, (3.21)

(3.18) and (3.21)) complete the proof. O

Corollary 3.2. Due to the fact that r logr —r+1 > 0O, for r > 0, and taking into account
that & < 3, Proposition [3.1|immediately implies

llciellz=(o.r;r (@) < C, (3.22)
with C > 0 independent of A and e.

Based on estimate (3.22), in the following theorem we derive energy estimates for
the microscopic solutions (¢; ¢, @¢).

Proposition 3.3. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of € such that the microscopic

solutions (c;e, ¢e) of (2.2)-([2.4) satisfy the following estimates:
€ NlellLe o120 + € NNIVPell L20.1:1200)) < C> (3.23)

llciellL=0.1:Lr@0)) + IVeiell 201120,y < C- (3.24)

Proof. Testing the weak formulation of Poisson’s equation (2.4) with ¢, we get almost
everywhere in (0,7)

Eallv¢e”iz(ge)

P
<Y odlia+Ce [ lodaso+c [ lodaseo
i=1 12(Q,) Fe 0%
< Cllgell 2,y + CVell@ell 2, + Clidell 12(a0): (3.25)

here in the last inequality we used that Zf: zicie is bounded in L®(0,T; L*(Q))

uniformly with respect to € (see Proposition & Corollary and [I';| = O (l)

€

Comparing (3.25) to (3.19) with 4 = 1, we conclude that the estimate ||Ve(1)[12(q,)

13
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follows from similar arguments that we used to estimate for || V¢ (0)|| .2(q, ) in Proposition
3.1l Also, we have
€*IVoellL=(0,r;12(00)) < C, (3.26)

for some C > 0 independent of €. Consequently, using (A.TT)) and (3.26), we get

€l pell L (o.:12(0.)) < C-

Next we prove (3.24). Due to Corollary [3.2] we only have to estimate the norm of the
gradient. We test the equation (2.2)) with ¢; . and get

< a[Ci,E,Ci’E >t Qo) H (Qe) +Di/ |VC1‘7€|2 dx
Q¢
‘ r~lig. |2 BD... . , _
+D,77p/ cio |Vcieldx + € D,z,/ CieVoeVeiedx =0.
Q. Qc

Since the third term of the above equation is non-negative, we have

1d

1
5 glcieliag,) + Di /Q 6 Vel dx + S Diz; /Q E VoV (ci)dy <0.  (3.27)

Since ¢; (1) € H'(Qe) N L™ (Qe), we have ¢ (1) € H'(Qc). We test Poisson’s equation

ll with cl.z’g(t) to obtain

P
€ / V(ﬁEV(C%E) dx = / cie Z ZiCie dx + / (fecl%e dS(x). (3.28)
Q. a S 00,

Now using (3.28) in (3.27)) we get

1d
——lciell? +D-/ |Veiel? dx
2dt NS LZ(QE) l QS INS

P
1 1
< 56—a+ﬁDi Zi/ c%’ezzici,f dx| + EE_CH-IBDi Zi/ fgcl-z,e dS(X) .
= Qe
(3.29)
Let C’ = max |z;|. Then
1<i<P
P P P 3
‘/ cie Z:zic,-,E dx| < C’/ c?’GZci,f dx < C’/ Zc“) dx
Qe i=1 Q. i=1 Qe i=1
p 3
< (ZHCLEHL%QG) <C, (3.30)
i=1

for some C > 0 independent of € and 7. The last inequality in (3.30) follows from (3.22).

So
P
2
Zi | Cie ) ZiCiedx
Qe I

14
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Again,

e dS(x)
0Q¢

< &€ / 7o dS(x) +& / c7 . dS(x). (3.32)
T, 0Q
Using the scaled trace-inequality from Lemma [A.5| we get

1
/c%edS(x)sCl(E/ c? dx+€/ |Vc,6|2dx) (3.33)
Ie

Next, we estimate the last term of (3.32)) using the extension operator from Lemma [A.3]
and the weighted trace inequality (see [19, p. 63, Excercise I1.4.1]) to obtain

/ cie dS(x) = 67,62 dS(x) < C2(Q,0) / Ci. el dx +6/ |Véiel? dx
0Q oQ
<G / €7 dx +Cyd / IVeiel?dx  (3.34)
Q. Q.
for any 6 > 0. Finally, utilizing (3.34), (3.33)), (3.31) in (3.29), we get

1d
—llciell? +D-/ |Veiel? dx
2d 1€ LZ(Q) l Qe 1,E

1
< Ce P4 Ee_“+ﬁDi|zi|§*(C1 e+ C45)/ |Veiel? dx
Qe

1
+§6_a+'8Di|Zi|§*(C1+C3)/ Cl-z’edx. (3.35)
Qe

Because of (3.22), we have that the last term of (3.35) is bounded by Ce=%*#, for some
C > 0 independent of € and ¢. Again, for z; # 0, if we choose € and ¢ is small enough so
that

C162 <

1 - 1
4|z;€* 4|z;1€*°

then we can absorb the gradient term by the left hand side. These arguments lead to
d 2 —-a+p
Tlleilfaq )+ Di [ Veieldv < Ce, (3.36)
Qe

for some C > 0 independent of € and 7. Integration with respect to time gives (3.24). O

Now, we are able to prove the uniform L®-estimate for the microscopic solutions
cie fori =1,...P. Our results are based on [27, Theorem 6.1 and Remark 6.2]. An
important aspect in the proof is the estimate of the drift term, where refined arguments
are required in order to avoid the occurrence of higher (than H') norms of the potential.

Theorem 3.4. There exists a constant C > 0 which is independent of € such that
llciell L= (0% < C.

15
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Proof. Foru € L*(0,T; H'(Q)) with ,u € L*>(0,T; H'(Q)"), where Q is an arbitrary
bounded open set, we define u* (¢, x) := max{u(t,x),0}. Then we have, see e.g. [40],

< 6tu(t),u+(t) >H1(Q)/,H1(Q)_ Edt”u (t)HLZ(Q) forae. t € (O, T) (3.37)

Now, letw € (0, o0) and k € [0, oo) be arbitrary and set W := e~“'¢; . and Wy, := (W—k)*.
We test the equation (2.2) with e~“'W;, to obtain

< OCie, e "Wy >Hl@Q. ) HY(OL) +Dl~/ h;,(ci,e)Vci,Ee_“”VWk dx
Q
= —e'BDl-/ 2iCi.eVpee ' VWy dx. (3.38)
Q,

Due to
O(e™cie—k)=-we ' cic+e i, forae. te (0,7T),
and (3.37), we have

—wt
< (9,01-,6, e Wy >H1(Q€)’,H1(Qg)

=< 0i(e ¥ cic— k), Wi > Q). H (D)) +a)/ e i Wy dx
Q

€

2 7 / Wk dx +w/ WW, dx. (3.39)
Now utilizing 1| W > 1in 1} we get

2
2dt/ Wi dx + Dil VWill2 g,

< —eﬂDizi/ WVW, Ve, dx—w/ WWy dx
Q. Q.

= -efD,z / WVW Ve dx — a)/ W2 dx + a)/ Wk dx
Qe {W(t)>k} {W(t)>k}

< —€fDyz; / WYW, Ve, dx — = W2dx + 2 k2 dx,
Q. (W(D)>k} 2 Jiwwysk
(3.40)

where {W(t) > k} :={x € Q¢ : W(t,x) > k}.
First, we consider the first term of the right hand side of (3.40).

—E'BD,'Zi/ WVW; Ve dx
Q.

=-efD,z / (W — k)VWi Vo, dx — €’ D;zik / VWiV, dx
Q. Q.

= —G’BD,‘Z,'/ Wi VWiV, dx — eﬁDizik/ VWiV dx
Q, Qe

16
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1
— _5 ﬂDiZi/ V(W]%)V(pe dx -— ﬁDiZikL VWkV¢E dx . (341)
Qe €

I I
Using W7 as a test-function in the weak formulation of Poisson’s-equation (2.4), we
obtain

P
1 I 45
I = —5 ﬁ_aDiZi/ WiZZici,E dx _EEIB (yDiZi/ W]%fde(X)
Qs i—1 age

1=

A Az
The term A; can be estimated using Corollary [3.2] by

P
Z <iCie

i=1

< Ce ™| Wil

I 5
Al < Efﬁ aDilziHka”%}(QE) LY(Qe)"
L*(Q¢)

Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-interpolation inequality (see for example [19, Exercise
I1.3.12] or [37]) and Lemma|[A.3] for any 6; > 0, we obtain

Ay < Ce || WeI?

LY(Q)
< Ce (STl ) + C(61, Q) IWil2s g )
< Ce (O8I ITWilLs g + GO IWilL g ) (B42)

Further, for the term A, we get
Ay < CEeP / eWZ dS(x) + CE e P / W2 dS(x)
I'e 0Q

sCe—‘”ﬁ(/ Wi dx + €[ VWill72 q ))+Ce—“+ﬁ/ Wi
Qe € 0Q

here in the last inequality we used again Lemmal[A.5] Consequently, by means of [19, p.
63, Exercise I1.4.1] and Lemma|A.3] for any 6, > 0 we get

Ay < Ce P (/ W} dx + 62||VWk||iz(Q ))
Q. €
+Ce B8, VWL2, 0 - + C5(82) W2 dx| . (3.43)
L2(Qc) o K

So (3.42), (3.43) imply
I < CE_(H-'B(GZ +Ci01 + 52)”VWk||iZ(Q€)

+Ce P (C1(61) + C3(82) + 1) / W2 dx.
Qe

17
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Then, the inequality

/ W,fdxgz(/ Wzdx+k2/ dx)
Q¢ {W(t)>k} {W(t)>k}

leads to
I < Ce™P(e+C16) + 52)||VWk||iz(Qe)
+Ce ¥ BC4(61,6) ( / W2 dx + k* / dx). (3.44)
{W(t)>k} {W(t)>k}

To estimate I, from (3.41) we use kWj, as a test-function in Poisson’s-equation (2.4)
to obtain

P
L = _E'B_"Dizi/ kW Z ZiCie dx —eﬂ_"‘Dizi/ kWiéedS(x). (3.45)
Q. P Q.

As Ag
Using again Corollary [3.2] (remember p > 4) we immediately get

Az < Ce Pkl 2cqwioy>in Wil a w4 - (3.46)
Now, using similar arguments used in the estimation of A, we have from (3.46) for any

53>0,

A; < Ce B (/ k% dx + C'553||VW]<||%2(Q ) + Cg(53) le dx) .
{W()>k} ¢ {(W()>k}

This gives

Aj < Cf_a+ﬂc553”VWk||i2(Qe)

+Ce P (53) ( / W2 dx + / k? a’x). (3.47)
(W(1)>k} {(W(1)>k}

Now let us estimate A4 from (3.45). We have
Ay < CE P / ek|We| dS(x) + C&*e @ / k|We| dS(x). (3.48)
e 0Q

The scaled trace-inequality from Lemma[A.5]yields

1
/ k|Wi|dS(x) < C (E,/ k|Wi| dx + ||kVWk||L1(Q€)) .
I'. Qe
Also, [19, p. 63, Exercise I1.4.1] and Lemma/A.3|lead to
/ k|Wi|dx < C8(54)/ kIWi| dx + Coosl|kVWi|l L1 (0,
0Q Q.

18
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for any §4 > 0. Making use of these two inequalities in (3.48), we obtain
Ay < CE_CHB(E + C954)||kVWk||L1(QE) + CG_CH'B(I + C3(54))/ k|Wy| dx.
Qe

Hence,

Ay < CETP e+ Cosa)IVWillfa g,

+Ce PC10(64) ( / W2 dx + / k> dx). (3.49)
{W()>k} {(W(t)>k}

Consequently, from (3.47), (3.49), we get

L, <CePe+Cs63+ C954)||VW/<||L2(Q )

+Ce PC11(63,64) ( / W2 dx + / kzdx). (3.50)
{(W()>k} {W()>k}

Now using m, (3.44) in (3.40), we get

Lz(Q )
+Ce "*PC15(81, 62, 83, 64) W? dx
(W()>k}
—a+f w 2 w 2
+ [Ce C13(61, 62, 63,84) + —] Kdx -2 W2 dx.
21 Jiw@ysky 2 Jwwysk

From the above equation we see that if we choose €, d1, ..., 64 small enough so that
Ce™B(e2 + € + C161 + 62 + C503 + Cody) < %, then we can absorb the gradient
term in the right hand side by the gradient term in the left hand side. Note that,
01, ..., 04 do not depend on €, whenever € < ¢y, for some €y > 0. Then, if we assume
7> Ce **PC,(61, ..., 84), we can remove the term f{w(t)>k} W? dx from the right hand
side. Therefore, we get

< (Ce P 1+ w) k% dx. (3.51)

—/ W} dx + D;|| VW |2
{(W()>k}

L*(Qe)

Choose k > ||c?|| =) + 1, which implies W; (0) = 0. Now, we integrate |i with
respect to ¢ to obtain

W2 (1) dx + D[ VW, < (Ce™+ kz/ e
tg[l(;)j:)T(]/ (1) dx il k||L2((0T)><Q) (Ce w) {(W>k} *

where {W > k} := {(t,x) € (0,T) X Q. : W(t,x) > k}. Now utilizing [27, p. 102,
Theorem 6.1 and p. 103, Remark 6.2] withr = g = @ K= % it follows that

esssup Wi(t,x) <Cis|l+ Ci5(Croe @ + w)"Tﬂ] . (3.52)
(t,x)€(0,T)xQ¢
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We emphasize that the constants Ci4, C15, Ci6 are independent of €. In fact, the proof of
[27, Theorem 6.1] is based on the embedding

L®((0,T),L*(Qe)) N L*((0,T), H'(Qe)) — L' ((0,T) X Q).

The embedding constant is independent of €, since due to the extension operator from
LemmalA.3|we easily obtain for any u, € L*((0,T), L*(Q¢)) N L2((0,T), H'(Q)) that

1 1
T r 2
(/ / |Me|r) <c [ess sup (/ |u€(t,x)|2dx) +[[Vuell 2(0r)x0.)
0 Q. t€(0,T) Q¢

with a constant ¢ independent of €.

Consequently, from (3.52)) we conclude that W is bounded from above by some positive
constant C in (0, 7T) x €, uniformly with respect to €. Since c; . are non-negative, the
proof is complete.

b

O
Proposition 3.5. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of € such that
10cciell 2071 @) < C. (3.53)
Proof. Lety € L*(0,T; H' (Q.)). From (2.2) we have

T
/ < OsCier ¥ >HY(Q) H (Qe) dt
0

T T
1
<o [ [ @enedIVedivulavdr+ il [ cdvadivuldsas
o Jo. o Ja.
< ClVeiellzorzon Wl zorm @,y + CEIVoell 201200 1 | 2070 2, ))
< C(L+ € Pl 20rm @)

here we used Proposition [3.3|and Theorem [3.4] This completes the proof. O

4 Derivation of macroscopic model

In this section, we derive the macroscopic (homogenized) drift-diffusion model by
means of two-scale convergence concepts introduced in [2,35)36]. The two-scale
convergence results are based on the uniform a priori estimates for the microscopic
solutions ¢;¢,i = 1,..., P and ¢, from Section@

Definition 4.1 ([2]). A sequence of functions u, in L>((0,T) X Q) is said to two-scale
converge to a function ug € L*((0,T) x Q X Y), if for all y € L*((0,T) X Q; Cpe,(Y))
the following holds:

T T
lim/ /ug(t,x)w (t,x,)—c) dxdtz/ //uo(t,x,y)ljf(t,x,y) dy dx dt.
e=0Jo Jo € 0o JadJdy
20
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The following compactness result is well known: For every bounded sequence
ue € L*((0,T), H'(Q)) there exists ug € L*((0,T), H'(Q)) and u; € L*((0,T) x

Q H }1, . (Y)/R) such that up to a subsequence

Ue — U in the two-scale sense,

Vue — Vug + Vyuy in the two-scale sense.

A proof can be found in [2] (see also [36]) for the time-independent case, and can be
easily generalized to time-dependent problems. Note, however, that in our problem the
microscopic solutions are only defined on the perforated domain €2, and to apply the
above two-scale compactness results we have to extend c¢; . and ¢, in a suitable way to
the whole domain Q. In a trivial way we can extend a function f : Q. — R by zero
to € (this extension is denoted by yq, f, and yq, denotes the characteristic function
of Q¢). For the zero-extension, the regularity properties are in general not preserved.
These are, however, the basis for obtaining strong compactness results, which allow to
pass to the limit in the nonlinear terms. Hence, we extend the functions c; . by using
the extension operator ¢; ¢ from Lemma[A.3] pointwise in 7 € (0, 7). It is well known,
see, for example, [9] and [1], that ¢; . fulfills the same regularity results and uniform a
priori estimates as ¢; ¢ in Proposition[3.3|and 3.4 In Lemmal[A.3] we additionally prove
that c; ¢ is also essentially bounded and non-negative. These properties are needed to
pass to the limit in the microscopic model, in particular in the nonlinear term £, (c; )
entering the diffusion coeflicients. Finally, we emphasize that we have no information
about 9;¢; ¢, but this is not necessary for the derivation of the macroscopic model.

In the following proposition, we prove convergence results for the microscopic
solutions. Here, the characteristic function on Y/ is denoted by yys and it is Y-
periodically extended to the whole R".

Proposition 4.2.  (a) There exist c;y € L*((0,T) x Q) N L*(0,T; H(Q)), cip >
0 almost everywhere in (0,T) x Q with d,c;y € L*(0,T; H(Q)’) and c;; €
L?((0,T) x Q; H[l,er(Yf)/R) such that for every g € [1, ), up to a subsequence

Xa.Cie = Xyrcio in the two-scale sense, 4.1
X Veie — Xyr (Veio+ Vycin) in the two-scale sense, 4.2)
Cie = Cio strongly in L1((0,T) X Q), (4.3)
n, (Cie) — n, (cip) strongly in L1((0,T) x Q). (4.4)

(b) There exists ¢y € L*>(0,T; H (Q)) and ¢ € L*>((0,T) x ; Hll,e,(Yf)/R) such
that, up to a subsequence

€"Xa,pe = Xyr o in the two-scale sense, 4.5)
€ Xa Ve > Xyr (V(;SO + quSl) in the two-scale sense. 4.6)

Proof. The two-scale convergence results are quite standard (see for example [2] for
more details) and follow from the a priori estimates in Proposition [3.3] It remains to
prove the strong convergence results for the extension. Using again the a priori estimates
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for ¢; ¢, we obtain from [15, Lemma 9 and Lemma 10] the strong convergence of ¢; ¢ to
cioin L2((0,T) x Q) (up to a subsequence). This implies, again up to a subsequence,
pointwise almost everywhere convergence in (0, 7)) x Q. Together with the L*-estimate
from Theorem [3.4) and the dominated convergence theorem we obtain the convergence
of ¢icin L1((0,T) x Q) for every g € [1, ). The lower semi-continuity of the norm
implies ¢; o € L= ((0,T) xQ), see also [8, Exercise 4.6]. For the convergence of n, (Cie)
we use the local Lipschitz continuity of /), and again the essential boundedness of ¢;,
which implies together with Lemma(A.3|

|1, (cie) — h;(Ci,o)”Lq((O,T)XQ) < Cllcie = ciollzacorxe) — 0

for e — 0. This finishes the proof. |

We now have all ingredients to pass to the limit € — 0 in the variational formulation
(2.2)-(2.4) and to obtain the macroscopic models for different values of the parameters «
and S.

Theorem 4.3.  (a) Let @ = 8. The limit functions c; o and ¢o from Proposition[d.2are
weak solutions of the following homogenized model:

8i¢io = Vi + [DiAnomVhp(cio) + DizicipAnomVdo| =0 in (0,T) X Q,
— [ DiAnomVhy(cip) + DizicioAnom Vo] - v =0 on (0,T) X 09,
cion(0,x) = c?(x) in Q,

4.7

foralli € {1,..., P}, and

P
1 .
=V, - [Ahomv¢0(t’x)] = Z Zici,O(t’x) + W /fl (x’y) dy n (0’ T) X €,
k=1 r

1
ApomVoo(t,x) - v = sz(x) on (0,T) x 0Q.
4.8)
Here Ajo is an n X n matrix given by
1
Apomer = —/ (Vywk +ex) dy, forl <k <n, 4.9)
7]

where ey denotes the standard basis vector of R" and wy € H 117 o (Y1) /R is the
unique weak solution of the so-called cell problem

=V, - (Vywi(y) +ex) =0 iny/,
(Vywi(y) +ex) -v=0 on Y7, (4.10)
y > wi(y) is Y-periodic.

(b) If @ < B, then the homogenized Poisson’s equation remains the same, however
the convective term D;z;c;0ApomV o in the homogenized transport equation ({.7)
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does not appear. That is, in that case (#.7) becomes

atci,O -V, DiAhothp(Ci,O) =0 in (0’ T) X £,
—DiAomVhy(cip)-v=0 on (0,T) X 0Q, 4.11)
cio(0,x) = c?(x) in Q.

Proof. We start by proving statement (a). Let yo(z, x) € C®([0, T] x Q) with (T, .) =
0 and ¢ (t,x,y) € C((0,T) X Q x Y), which is Y-periodic in y. Let us consider
a subsequence of e, still denoted by €, along which the convergence results given in
Proposition hold. Now considering ¥(7,x) := ¢o(t,x) + ey (£,x,%) as a test
function in (2.2)), we get

_ATAE Cie [&wo(l‘,x) + €0, ([’x’ E)] dx dt

T
+D,-/ / h;(c,-,E)Vc,-,,E [Vt//o(t,x) + eV (t,x, )—C) + Vi (t,x, )—C)] dx dt
0o Ja. € €
T X X
+eﬁD,-/ / 2iCi eVe [Vwo(t,x) + eV (t,x, —) +Vyu (t,x, —)] dx dt
0 JQ. € €

- / () 0, x) dx. (4.12)

€

Let us first pass to the limit in the second term in the left-hand side of (4.12). Passing to
the limit in the other terms will follow from simpler arguments. We have,

r T
Di%)' ‘/S; l’l;,(ci,e)VCi,eleedx :Di/o /Q [h;(cl-f) - h;) (Ci,O)] VCi,eVlﬂfdx

T
+D; / / h,(ci0)VeieVipedx =t Al + A2
0 Q.

For the first term we use the strong convergence of /), (¢ie) from Proposition and
the boundedness of Vc; . from Proposition [3.3] (we emphasize that Vi is essentially
bounded):

e—0

ALl < C||K), (cie) =o.

- h,(cip)| L2((0.T)%Q)

For the term A2 we notice that h,(ci0) Vg is an admissible test-function in the two-scale

sense. Hence, we can use the two-scale convergence result for yq_Vc; ¢ from Proposition
to obtain

T
lim Ag = Di/ / /f h;,(ci’o) (Veio+ Vyein) (Vo(t,x) + Vo (2,x,y)) dy dx dt.
0 QJY

e—0

The other terms in (4.12)) can be treated in a similar way and we obtain for e — 0

T
d / / ¢i 00 dx dt (4.13)
0 Q

23



HOMOGENIZATION OF NONLINEAR DRIFT-DIFFUSION IN POROUS MEDIUM

T
+D; / / / hy,(ci0) (Veio + Vyeir) (Voo + Vyyr) dy dx dt
0 QJyS

T
+D,-Z,-/ / / Ci0 (V¢0 + Vy¢1) (Vlﬂo + Vylﬂl) dy dx dt
0 JaJyf
=|v/| / 0(0,x) dx. (4.14)
Q

Choosing 1 = 0 we obtain that ¢;(0) = c?. Integrating by parts in time in (4.13)
and using a density argument, we obtain for all o € L*(0,T; H'(Q)) and ¢ €
L*((0,T) x Q: H},,.(Y/)/R) that

T
|Yf|/0 (drcio. ¢0>H1(Q)',H1(9) dt
T
+ Di/ / /f R, (ci0) (Veio + Vycin) (Vo + Vo) dy dx de (4.15)
o JalJy

T
+Diz / / /f ci0 (Voo +Vy61) (Vo + Vyr1) dy di dt = 0.
0 QJY

(4.15) 1s the so-called two-scale homogenized model for the transport equation.

Now considering ¥ (t,x) := ¢o(r,x) + ey (t,x, %) as a test function in (2:4), by
similar arguments (see [35] for the convergence of the integral over the microscopic
boundary I'¢), we obtain the two-scale homogenized Poisson’s equation given as follows:
For all yo € L*((0,T); H'(Q)) and ¢ € L*((0,T) x Q:; H,,,.(Y/)/R) it holds that

T
/ // (Voo +Vyg1) (Vpo + Vo) dy dxdt
0 QJYSf
T P r
= |Yf|/ /ZZiCi,OWodth+/ //fl(X,y)l//()(t,x) dS(y) dx dt
0 JeuT 0o JaJr

T
+/0 /agz E(x)o(t, x) dS(x) dt. (4.16)

Choosing o = 0 in (4.16)), we get

T
/ // (Vo +Vy1] - Vo dy dx dt = 0. 4.17)
0 QJYf

It is well-known, see for example [2]], that for a given ¢o € L*((0,T), H'(Q)) this
problem admits an unique weak solution ¢; € L*((0,T) X Q; H,,,,(Y/)/R) which has
the representation

$1(t,%,7) = D Dy do(t, )wi(y), (4.18)
k=1

where wy is the unique weak solution of (#.10). Now, choosing ¢ = 0 in the two-scale
homogenized transport equation (4.15) and using the representation for ¢, we obtain
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with similar arguments as above (we emphasize that h; (cip) = 1)

n
cia(t,x,y) = Z Ocio(t, X)wi(y).
k=1

Choosing ¥ = 0 in (4.16)), we obtain with a standard calculation

T T P
[ [ Asnvoivuoacar= [~ [ 3 zciowodsar
0o Jo 0 Jo

1 r 1 T
+W/o /Q/F&(x,wao(t,x)dS(y)dxdt+W/O 'Agfz(x)l//o(t,x)dS(x)dt.

This is the weak formulation of (4.8)). With similar arguments we obtain from (@.15])
with ¢ = 0 the weak formulation for (4.7). This completes the proof of (a).

The proof of (b) follows easily by noting that the last term of the left hand side of
(4.12) goes to 0 in the limit as € — 0, for the case & < .
O

5 Discussion and outlook

We performed a rigorous homogenization of a drift-diffusion model for multiple species
with nonlinear (non-degenerate) diffusion terms involving the nonlinear function £, (r) =
r+nr?, withn > 0 and p € [4, o). This nonlinear problem raises difficulties for the
homogenization procedure. In particular, for getting uniform estimates of the solutions
with respect to the scale parameter e, it is necessary to exploit the structure of the system,
which admits a nonnegative energy functional decreasing in time along solutions of the
model. Combining such arguments with more classical energy estimates, uniform a
priori estimates of the microscopic solutions could be established, and a homogenized
model could be derived for different scalings of the microscopic problem.

The microscopic model as well as the homogenized (macroscopic) model both
depend on the parameter > 0. In [5] it has been shown that fixing all other parameters
of the model, in the limit  — 0, the solutions of the nonlinear drift-diffusion model
(L.I)-(1.3)) converge to a solution of a Poisson-Nernst-Planck (PNP) system (formally
obtained by setting 7 = 0), thus leading to the following diagram:

n—0, [5]
Uey —= Uep
Hol Le—«)(?)
u —_— u
0.7 n—0(?) 0,0

Here, u., represents the solution of the nonlinear drift-diffusion system (L.I))-(1.3),
uep represents the solution of a PNP system, and ug, represents the solution to the
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homogenized model for fixed parameter ;7 derived in Theorem 4.3] If we consider the
case & = f3, the homogenized system for u, is again of the form (I.1)-(L.3)), however
with matrix-valued constant coefficients. Thus, by similar arguments like in [5], we may
assume that we can pass to the limit 7 — 0 to obtain a PNP model with solution .
The question which now arises is whether this limit problem can also be obtained by
passing to the limit € — 0 in the PNP-problem for u. o (see diagram). Unfortunately, the
convergence for n — 0 takes place in function spaces with weaker regularity, and thus,
the uniform (with respect to €) estimates of the solutions u. ; cannot be transferred to the
limit u, o and cannot be used for passing to the limit in the microscopic PNP model. An
alternative approach could be to show uniform error estimates (with respect to suitable
norms) for the other three convergences in the diagram, which is a highly demanding
aim to be addressed in future investigations.

A Auxiliary results

In this section we prove some auxiliary results which have been used to obtain the uniform
estimates for the microscopic solutions (c¢; e, ¢¢) in Section 3| and for the derivation of
the macroscopic model in Section[d] We start with an approximation result.

Lemma A.l. Let Q be a bounded open set in R" and let u € L*(0,T; H (Q)) N
L=((0,T) x Q),u 2 0 almost everywhere in (0,T) X Q with du € L?*(0,T; H'(Q)").
For each fixed 6 > 0, there exists a sequence Y, in C* ([0, T] X Q) which satisfies for
all m

9) 9)
¢M(Z’x) € _E’ ||u||L°°((0,T)><Q) + 5 for all (I,X) € [0’ T] X Q,

and such that
(i) Y, converges to u in L*(0,T; H' (Q)),

(ii) for every sequence of functions v,, bounded in L*>((0,T), H' (Q)) and L*((0,T) x
Q) with v,, — v, Vu,, — Vv almost everywhere in (0,T) X Q for some v €
L%((0,T), H'(Q)), it holds that

T T
lim A <atlﬁm, Um)Hl(Q)/,Hl(Q)dt = /0 (8,14, U>H1(Q)/’H1(Q)dt.

m-—-oo

Proof. First, we _observe from [41), Proposition 23.23, (iii)], there exists a sequence ¢,,
in C*([0,T] x Q) such that

¢m — uin L*(0,T; H' (Q)) and 8;¢,, — du in L*>(0,T; H' (Q)"). (A.1)
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Now, let 6 > 0 be any fixed number, and let ps € C*(R) be such that pgs, ps’, ps” are
bounded functions in R with ps(x) € [-2, llullz~(0.1)xq) + 3] for all x € R and

) ) )
ps(x) =x, ifx € e lullL(0,r)x0) + ik

For example, such a function can be obtained by mollifying the following function:

lullLoomxey + 5 ifx > llulleorxe) + 5.
polx) =4 if x € [=5, lullz=(orxe + 5]
if x < -4.

I

For the sake of clarity, in the remaining part of the proof we skip the index ¢ and
denote ps simply by p. Note that, p(u) = u, p’(u) =1, p”(u) = 0 for almost every
(t,x) € (0,T) x Q. Let ||p’||z=®) < M, for some M > 0. Since up to a subsequence,
which is still indexed by m, ¢,, converges to u almost everywhere in (0,7") X Q and p is
continuous, we have

o(dm) — p(u) =u ae. in (0,T) X Q.

Again |p(¢m)| < Cin [0,T] X Q, where C > 0 is some constant independent of m. So
by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

o(¢m) — u in L*(0,T; L*(Q)). (A.2)

Again, for j € {1, ..., n}, up to a subsequence, still indexed by m, we have that

9 N
6_)c]p(¢m) =0 (dm) (9)6]'

converges almost everywhere in (0,7) X Q to

o () 2 = O
6xj ax]' )
Furthermore, it holds
0 0 0
a—p(d)m) = p’(¢m)ﬂ < M‘ﬂ a.e. in (0,T) X Q.
Xj axj (9)(]'

Thus, by the generalized dominated convergence theorem (see [14, Exercises 20, 21, p.

59]), we get

ip(qu) SN L*(0,T; L2(Q)). (A.3)
a)Cj (9)6]'

Finally, we choose a subsequence of p(¢,,), still indexed by m, along which the above
convergence results hold and set ¢, := p(¢,,). This proves To prove [(11)| we use

T T
1/0' (6,1//,”, Um>H1(Q)’,H1(Q)dt = ‘/0 (8t¢m,p'(¢m)vm>H1(Q),,H1(Q)dt. (A4)
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Due to the strong convergence of d;¢,, in L>((0,T), H'(Q)’), the claim follows if we
show the weak convergence of p’(¢,,)v,, in L>((0,T), H'(Q)). From the assumptions
on v, and similar arguments as above we get

10" (m)vmll L2 (0.1).11 (@) < C
and
o' (dm)vm = v, V(' (dm)vy) — Vu a.e. in (0,7) x Q.
The weak convergence of p’(¢,,)v,, to v now follows from [22, (13.44) Theorem]. O

Lemma A.2. Let c; . be a weak solution to the microscopic model (2.2)-(2.3). Then for
each & > 0, the following equality holds in the space L' (0, T;R):

d
dt /Q (Cie +0)log(cie +0) dx = <atci,e, log(cie + 5)>H1(Qf)’,H1(Qe) .

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, we show that the followings hold:

(i) [, (cie+06)log(cic+0)dx € L'(0,T).
(i) (dicie,log(cie +0)) oy, € L' (O T).
(iii) Forall € C;°(0,T), we have
T
/ / (cie +0)log(cie + O (1) dx dt
0 Qc

T
0 > €

Statement (i) follows immediately from the fact that ¢; € L*((0,T) x Q) and is
non-negative. (ii) is also obtained easily by noting that

T
/ ‘<(9[Cl’e, IOg(CLG +6)>H1(Q€), HI(Q ) dt
0 ’ €

T
< /0 1rciclln oy N108(cie + Ol o, di
< N0ciell 20.:m1 @) 10g(Cie + ) 20011 (02,)) < ©°-

Next, let us prove (iii). Lemma [A.T] guarantees the existence of a sequence i, in
C*([0,T] x Q) converging strongly to ¢, in L>((0,T), H'(Q,)) and for all m, the
range of i, C [—%, ”Ci,e”L""((O,T)xQE) + %]- Then,

T
/ / (Cie +0)log(cie + Oy (1) dx dt
0o Ja.
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T
= lim / / [ + 6] log[Wrm + 1 () dx dt. (A.5)
0 Qe

m-—-0oo

Note that log[¢,, + ] is well-defined, since i, > —%. After an integration by parts in
time, the right hand side of (A.5)) becomes

T
— lim / / O log W, + 0w () dx dt
0 Ja.

m-—oo

m—00

T
— lim / / Oy (t) dxdt =: —1 —11.
0 Qe

Choosing v,, := log(¥,, + 6)¥ in Lemma it is easy to check that by the
convergence of i, in L>((0,T), H'(Q)), the sequence v,, fulfills the assumptions of
Lemma|[A.T|with v = log(c; . + 6)y. Hence, we obtain

T
I = / <atci,s’ log(ci,e + 6))}]1(96)/ H'(Q.) l//(t) dr.
0 > €

In the same way we obtain

T
11 =/0 (OrCi e, 1>H1(Qf),’H1(QG)w(t) dt =0,

where the last equality follows from testing the equation (2.2]) with 1. O

Lemma A.3. For 1 < q < oo there exists an extension operator -~ : W4(Q.) —
W4 (Q) such that for all uc € W-4(Q¢), we have

luellLa@) < ClluellLa@.)> IViellLa@) < CllVuellLa,), (A.6)

with a constant C > 0 independent of e.
Furthermore, if uc € Wh4(Q¢) N L*(Q,), then i, € L*(Q) and

luellL=() < Clluell=(a.),

with a constant C > 0 independent €, and if uc € W1(Q,) is a non-negative function,
so is the extension u..

Proof. The existence of an extension operator satisfying the estimates is by now a
standard result in homogenization theory, see e.g. [9]] and [1]], and is based on a similar
result in the standard cell followed by a decomposition of the domain €, in e-cells and a
scaling argument. Since however, we need further properties of the extension operator
(like non-negativity and essential boundedness), let us sketch the construction of the
extension operator in the standard cell, from which the additional properties can be
derived.

In a first step we extend a function u € W4 (Y/) by a reflection method to the whole
cell Y. More precisely, we define the extension operator P : W4 (Y/) — W'4(Y) in
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the following way (see [[8, Theorem 9.7] for more details and [34]] for more general
settings and higher order derivatives): let Uy, ..., Uy be an open covering of I" such that
U; C Y and assume 6; € C;°(U;) foralli <1 < k; 6 € C°°(7), supp 6y C Y \ I, with
S o0i=1and0<6; <1fori=0,...,k We define

iio(y) = Oo(y)u(y) ifyeY/, i) = 0:(y)wi(y) ifye U,
"o ify eY\Y/; 7o ifyey\U,
(A7)

for 1 < i < k, where the functions w; represent the extension of u| vinys to Ui by
reflection. We emphasize that

IwillL=w:) < Nlull Lo ,nrry- (A.8)

Then we define the extension operator

k
Pu = IZ()+ZL21'.
i=1

From (A7) and (A.8) we immediately obtain for u € W"4(Y/) n L*(Y/) and non-
negative that

0 < Pu(y) < |lullpecyry fae yeY. (A9)

The crucial point in the construction of the global extension operator on €2 is that the
norm of the gradient of the extension can be estimated by norm of the gradient of the
function itself. However, in general this is not the case for the operator P. Hence, in the
second step, we construct a local extension operator S : W4 (Y/) — W'4(Y) such that

IVSullLacry < ClIVullagyr). (A.10)

Since Y/ is connected, the existence of such an operator is well-known, see [9] or [1].
We only have to show that the operator S also preserves the non-negativity and essential
boundedness of a function. We denote the mean-value on Y/ of a function u by (u)y.
Now, we define as in [9, Lemma 3] the extension operator

Su:=Pu—- (wyr)+ (wyr,

which especially fulfills (A.T0). Further, for u € W'4(Y/) N L*(Y/) non-negative, we
obtain from (A.9)

ISullz=yy < llullpeorry +21)yr | < Cllullpoyry,

and
Su = Pu—P(u)yr +(u)ysr > 0.
—
2_(u)yf
This completes the proof. O
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Lemma A4. Forall u. € H' (Q.) with IQI_EI /Qe ue dx =0, we have
luellz2@,) < ClIVuellz2 ) (A.11)

with a constant C > 0 independent of e.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [31, Lemma 1.3]. Since it is rather short, we
include it here for the sake of completeness. Let u, be the extension of u, to Q given in
LemmalA.3] Now, we use the Poincaré—Wirtinger inequality and the fact that due to the
zero mean value of u. on Q. we have fQ Ue = fQ\Qe u.. We obtain

he = 1a] / e

ltell 22 () Me Q|2

Lz(Q)

< c<sz>||vm||Lz<Q>+—l / 7l dx
_ | L@}

< C(QVuellp2 ) + ———lluell 2 @00
_ 2\ Q!

< C@IVEl g + 22 2.

< C; < 1, with C| is independent of €, we have

(1= C)lluellz2(@) < C(QIIVitell12()-
Now using the properties (A.6) of the extension u,, we conclude the proof. O

The following Lemma gives a trace-estimate with an explicit dependence of € and is
well-known in the theory of homogenization, so we skip the proof, which is based on a
standard decomposition argument and the trace-inequality in the reference element.

Lemma A.5. For every u. € Wh4(Q,) with g € [1, o) it holds that

elltellf e,y < € (Iuellfy ) + € 1Vueldy g )

for a constant C > 0 independent of €.
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